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€)i^r0ti0l00s  0f  HansarVK  §tMti. 


PARLIAMENTARY  HISTORY  contains  all  that  can  be  collected  of  the  Legislative  History  of  this 
from  the  Conquest  to  the  close  of  the  XVlIIth  Century  (1803),  36  vols.  The  chief  sources  whence 
)bates  are  derived  are  the  Constitutional  History,  24  vols. ;  Sir  Simonds  D*Ewes'  Journal :  Debates 
ommons  in  1620  and  1621 ;  Chandler  and  Timberland's  Debates,  22  vols. ;  Grey*s  Debates  of  the 
Ls,  from  1667  to  1694,  10  vols. ;  Almon*s  Debates,  24  vols. ;  Debrett's  Debates,  63  vols. ;  The 
3ke  Papers ;  Debates  in  Parliament  by  Dr.  Johnson,  &o.,  &c. 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES  commence  with  the  year  1803,  and  the  contents  are  set  forth  in 
wing  Chronological  Table : — 


HISTORY. 

UEST  to  34  GEO.  II. 
1066  to  1760. 

to  16,  1  Will.  I.  to  34 
Geo.  II.  1066.1760 

IN  OF  GEORGE  III. 
1760  to  1820. 

to  35,  1  Geo.  III.  to  40 
BO.  III.  1760-1800. 

First  Pabliambmt.) 

...41  Geo.  HI...   1801 
...42        —        ..   1802 

BGOND   PaELIAMBMT.) 

...43  Geo.  17~  ,.   1802/3 


DEBATEb. 
JFtTstt  Znitn. 

Parliament — continued.) 

»3  .44  Qeo.III.     1803/4 
.6.. 46  —        1806 

,7. .46  -         1806 

Chird  Parliament.) 

o»..47  —        1806/7 

ourth  Parliament.) 

5  11..48  —  1807/8 

,  14..49  —  1809 

,  17..60  -  1810 

,  20..61  —  1810/11 

,  23..62  —  1812 

PiTTH  Parliament.) 

0  26..63  —  1812/13 

,  28..64  -  1813/14 

,  31..66  —  1814/16 

,  34..66  —  1816 

,  36..67  —  1817 

,  38..68  —  1818 

Sixth  Parliament.) 

0  40..59  —        1819 

-    ..60  —        1819/20 

Zttnnt  Sbtxltn. 

iN  OF  GEORGE  IV. 
1820  to  1830. 

iyrnth  Parliament.) 

to  3..1  Geo.  IY.  1820 

„   6..2  —  1821 

„  7..8  —  1822 

„   9..4  —  1823 

„  11..6  —  1824 

„  18..6  —  1826/6 

„  16..7  -  1826 


(EiOHTH  Parliament.) 

Vol.  16     — ..  7  Geo.  IV.  1826 

—  17     -..  8        —        1827 

—  18  to  19..  9        —         1828 

—  20  „  21..10        —        1829 
-    22„26..11         —         1830 


CitTti  £etie0. 

REIGh  OF  WILLIAM  IV. 
1830  to  1837. 

(Ninth  Parliament.) 
Vol.    1  to  3    1  Will.  IV  1830/1 

(Tenth  Parliament.) 

—  4  to  8. .2        —        1831 

—  9  „  14.. 3        —        1832 

(Eleventh  Parliament.) 

—  16  to  20.. 4        —        1833 

—  21  „  26.. 6        —         1834 

(TwBLPTH  Parliament.) 

—  26  to  30  .6        —         1836 

—  31  „  36. .7        —        1836 

—  36  „  38.. 8        —         1837 

REIGN  OF  VICTORIA, 
1837  to 

(Thirteenth  Parllucbnt.) 

Vol.  39  to  44. .  1  Victoria  1838 

—  46  „  60.. 2        —         1839 

—  61  ..  66. .3        "— 


I 


1840 

—  66  ,,  68.. 4        —(a)  1841 

(Fourteenth  Parliament.) 

—  69  —  ..  4  —(b)  1841 

—  60  to  66..  6  —    1842 

—  66  „  71..  6  —    1843 

—  72  „  76..  7  —    1844 

—  77  „  82..  8  —    1846 

—  83  „  88..  9  —    1846 

—  89  „  94..  10  —(a)  1847 

(Fitteenth  Parliament.) 

—  96  —  ..10  —(b)  1847 

—  96 to 101.. 11  —    1848 
-102  ,,107..  12  —    1849 

—  108  „  113..  18  —    1860 

—  114,,  118..  14  —    1861 

—  119  H 122..  16  —(a)  1862 


(Sixteenth  Parliament.) 

Vol.123  —  . .  16  Vict,  (b)  1862 

—  124tol29..16   —    1863 

—  130,,  136..  17   —    1864 

—  136,,  139..  18   —    1866 

—  140  ,,143..  19   —    1866 

—  144  —  ..20   —(a)  1867 

(Seventeenth  Parliament) 

—  146tol47..20   —(b)  1867 

—  148,,  161..  21   —    1868 

—  162,,  163..  22   —  (a)  1869 

(Eighteenth  Parliament.) 

—  164  to  166..  22  —(b)  1869 

—  166  ,,160.. 23  —  186C 

—  161,,  164.. 24  —  1861 

—  166,,  168..  26  —  1862 

—  169,,  172.. 26  —  1863 

—  173,,  176.27  —  1864 

—  177  ,,180.. 28  —  1866 

(Nineteenth  Parliament.) 

—  181tol84..29      —        1866 

—  186,,  189.. 30      —         1867 

—  190,,  193.. 31      —        1867/8 

(Twentieth  Parliament.) 


194tol98..32 

—         1868/9 

199,,  203.. 33 

—         1870 

204„2(y8..34 

—         1871 

209  ,,213..  36 

—        1872 

214„217..36 

—        1873 

[>WENTY-FIR8T 

Parliament.) 

218to221..37 

—        1874 

222  ,,226..  38 

—        1876 

227,,  231.. 39 

—        1876 

232,,  236.. 40 

—        1877 

237  ,,242..  41 

—        1878 

243  ,,249..  42 

—  1878/9 

—  (a)  1880 

260    261  .43 

(Twenty- SECOND  Parliament.) 

—  262to266..43  —  (b)  1880 

—  267  ,,266..  44  —  1881 

—  266  ,,273.. 46  —(a)  1882 

—  274,,  276..  46  —(b)  1882 

—  276  ,,283..  46  —  1888 

—  284  ,,292.. 47  —  1884 

—  293,,  301.. 48  —  1884/6 

(TWENTT-TUIRD  PARLIAMENT.) 

—  302  to  307 . .  49     —(a)  1886 

(Twenty-fourth  Parliament.) 

—  308  ft  309.. 49      -(b)  1886 

—  810  to  321..  60     —       1887 
I  —  823todd2..61     —       1888 


ROLL    or    THE 

LORDS   SPIRITUAL   AND   TEMPORAL 

nr 
The  Fourth  Session  of  the  Twentt-Fottbth  Pahtjameitt 

OF 

THE    UNITED    KINGDOM    OF    GREAT    BRITAIN    AND 

IRELAND. 


52o   VICTORIA,   1889. 


Mem. — According  to  the  Usage  of  Parliament^  when  the  Some  appoints  a  Select  Com" 
mittee,  the  Lords  appointed  to  serve  upon  it  are  named  in  the  Order  of  their  Rank, 
beginning  with  the  Highest ;  and  sOy  when  the  Howe  sends  a  Committee  to  a  Confer- 
en'ce  with  the  Commons^  the  Lord  highest  in  Rank  is  called  first,  and  the  rest  go 
forth  in  like  Order :  But  when  the  Whole  Home  is  called  over  for  any  Purpose 
within  the  House,  or  for  the  Purpose  of  proceeding  forth  to  Westminster  Hall,  or  upon 
any  public  Solemnity,  the  Call  begins  invariably  with  the  Junior  Baron. 


His   Royal   Highness   The  Prinob  of 

Wales. 
His  Royal    Highness  Alfred  Ernest 

Albert  l>uke  of  Edinburgh. 

His  Royal  Highness  Arthur  Willlaji 
Patrick  Albert  Duke  of  Connauoht 

AND  StRATHEARN. 

His  Royal  Highness  Leopold  Charles 
Edward  George  Albert  Duke  of 
Albany. 

„  Royal  Highness  George  Willlam 
Frederick  Charles  Duke  of   Cam- 

9RID0B. 


Edward  White  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury. 

Hardinge    Stanley   Lord   Halsbury, 
Lord  High  Chancellor, 

William  Archbishop  of  York. 

Gathorne  Viscount  Cranbrook,    Lord 
President  of  the  Couneil, 

George  Henry  Earl    Cadooan,    Lord 
Privy  Seal. 

Hjenry  Duke  of  Norfolk,  Harl  Marshal 
of  JEngland. 

Archibald  Henry  Algernon  Duke  of 
Somerset. 

C  *a  ] 


BOLL  OF  THE  LOEDS 


Oharles  Hbney    Duke  of  Eiohmont. 

Augustus  Charles  Lennox  Duke  of 
Grafton. 

Henry  Charles  Fitzroy  Duke  of  Beau- 
fort. 

WiLLLAJf  Amelius  Aubrey  de  Vere 
Duke  of  Saint  Albans. 

George  Godolphin  Duke  of  Leeds. 

Francis   Charles   Hastings    Duke  of 

Bedford. 
William  Duke  of  Devonshire. 

George  Charles  Duke  of  Marlborough. 

John  Jamfs  Egbert  Duke  of  Eutland. 

William  Alexander  Louis  Stephen 
Duke  of  Brandon.  ( Duke  of  Hamilton, ) 

William  John  Arthur  Charles  James 
Duke  of  Portland. 

William  Diiogo  Duko  of  Manchester. 

Henry  Pelham  Archibald  Douglas 
Duke  of  Nkwcahtlk. 

Algernon  Gkouok  Duko  of  North- 
umberland. 

His  Eoyal  Ilip^linoHH  Ernest  Augustus 
William  A  noLPH  I JH  George  Frederick 
Duko  of  Cumberland  and  Tbviotdale. 

Henry  Duke  of  Wellington. 

EicHARD  Plantagenet  Campbell  Duke 
of  Buckingham  and  Chandos.     - 

George  Granville  William  Duke  of 
Sutherland. 

Harry  George  Duke  of  Cleveland. 

Hugh  Lupus  Duke  of  Westminsiter. 

Augustus  John  Henry  Beaumont  Mar- 
quess of  Winchester. 

Henry  Charles  Keith  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne. 

John  Villiers  Stuart  Marquess 
Townshend. 

Egbert  Arthur  Talbot  Marquess  of 
Salisbury. 

John  Alexander  Marquess  of  Bath. 

James  Marquess  of  Abercorn.  {Buke 
of  Ahercorn.) 

Hugh  de  Grey  Marquess  of  Hertford. 

John  Patrick  Marquess  of  Bute. 

William  Alleyne  Marquess  of  Exeter. 

William  Marquess  of  Northampton. 

John  Charles  Marquess  Camden. 

EDbnry  Marquess  of  Anglesey. 

Gboroe  Henry  Hugh  Marquess  of 
Cholmondelsy. 

Gboroe  William  Thomas  Marquess  of 

AlLStBURY. 


Frederick  William  John  Marquess  of 

Bristol. 

Archibald  Marquess  of  Ailsa. 

George  Augustus    Constantine    Mar- 
quess of  Normanby. 

George    Frederick  Samuel  Marquess 

of  ElPON. 

William  Marquess  of  Abergavenny. 

Gavin  Marquess  of  Breadalbane. 

Frederick  Temple  Marquess  of   Dup- 
ferin  and  Ava. 

William  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edo- 
cuMBE,  Lord  Steward  tf  the  HouBehotd, 

Edward  Earl  of  Lathom,  Lord  Chamber- 
lain of  the  Household. 

Charles  Henry  John  Earl  of  Shrews- 
bury. 

Edward  Henry  Earl  of  Derby. 

Warner  Francis  John  Plantagenet 
Earl  of  Huntingdon. 

George  Egbert  Charles  Earl  of  Pem- 
broke AND  Montgomery. 

dward  Baldwin  Earl  of  Devon. 

Henry  Charles  Earl  of  Suffolk  and 
Berkshire. 

EuDOLPii  William  Basil  Earl  of  Den- 
bigh. 

Francis  William  Henry  Earl  of  West- 
morland. 

Montagu  Earl  of  Lindsey. 

Harry  Earl  of  Stamford. 

Murray  Edward  Gordon  Earl  of  Win- 

CHILSEA  AND  NOTTINGHAM. 

Edwyn  Francis  Earl  of  Chesterfield. 

Edward  George  Henry  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich. 

Arthur  Algernon  Earl  of  Essex. 

William  George  Earl  of  Carlisle. 

William  Henry  Walter  Earl  of  Don- 
caster.  {Duke  of  Buccleuch  and  Queens- 
berry.) 

Anthony  Earl  of  Shaftesbury. 

Earl  of  Berkeley. 

Montagu  Arthur  Earl  of  Abingdon. 

Aldred  Frederick  George  Beresford 

Earl  of  SCARBROUGH. 

George  Thomas  Earl  of  Albemarle. 

George  William  Earl  of  Coventry. 

Victor  Albert  George  Earl  of  Jersey. 

William  Henry  Earl  Poulett. 

John  Francis  Erskine  Earl  of  Ma». 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 


SPIMTUAL  AND  TEMPOKAL. 


Sholto  Oboboe  Watson  Earl  of  Mor- 
ton.    {Elected  far  Scotland,) 

Claudb  Earl  of  Strathmorb  and  Kino- 
horn.     {Elected for  Scotland.) 

Qborgb  Earl  of  Haddinoton.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Frederick  Henrt  Earl  of  Lauderdale 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

John  Trotter  Earl  of  Lindsay.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

David  Stanley  William  Earl  of  Airlie. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Alexander  Earl  of  Leven  and*  Mel- 
ville.    {Elected for  Scotland.) 

George  John  Earl  of  NoRTHESK.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Douglas  Mackinnon  Baillie  Hamilton 
Earl  of  DuNDONALD.  {Elected  for 
Scotland.) 

George  Wilijam  Hamilton  Earl  of 
Orkney.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Sewallis  Edward  Earl  Ferrers. 

William  Walter  Earl  of  Dartmouth. 

Charles  Earl  of  Tankerville. 

Charles  Wightwick  Earl  of  Aylebford. 

Francis  Thomas  De  Grey  Earl  Cowper. 

Arthur  Philip  Earl  Stanhope. 

Thomas  Augustus  Wolstenholme  Earl 
of  Macclesfield. 

Douglas  Beresford  Malise  Bonald 
Earl  Graham.     ( Duke  of  Montrose. ) 

William  Frederick  Earl  Waldegrave. 

Bertram  Earl  of  Ashburnham. 

Charles  Augustus  Earl  of  Harrington. 

Isaac  Newton  Earl  of  Portsmouth. 

George  Gxnr  Earl  Brooke  and  Earl  of 
Warwick. 

Sidney  Oarr  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire. 

William  Thomas  Spencer  Earl  Fitz- 

william. 
Frisderick  George  Earl  of  Guilford. 

Charles  Philip  Earl  of  Hardwicke. 

Henry  Edward  Earl  of  Ilchester. 

Reginald  Windsor  Earl  De  La  Warr. 

Jacob  Earl  of  Badnor. 

John  Poyntz  Earl  Spencer. 

Allen  Alexander  Earl  Bathurst. 

Arthur  Wills  John  Wellington 
Blundell  Trumbull  Earl  of  Hills- 
borough.    {Marquest  of  DotPnshire.) 

Edward  Hydb  Earl  of  Clarendon. 
WxujAH  David  Eail  of  Maitsfixld. 


John  James  Hugh  Henry  Earl  Strakob. 
{Duke  of  Athole.) 

WiLUAM  Henry  Earl  of  Mount  Edo- 
cumbe.  {In  another  Place  ae  Lord 
Steward  of  the  household.) 

Hugh  Earl  Fortesoub. 

Henry  Howard  Molyneux  Earl  of 
Carnarvon. 

George  Henry  Earl  Cadogaw.  (in 
another  Place  as  Lord  Frivy  Seal.) 

James  Howard  Earl  of  Malmbsbury. 

John  Vansittart  Danvers  Earl  of 
Lanesborough.     {Elected  for  Ireland,) 

Edward  Nugent  Earl  of  Milltown. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  Ernest  Newcomen  Earl  of 
Kingston  {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  John  Eeuben  Earl  of  Port- 
ARUNGTON.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Hugh  Earl  Annesley.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Cecil  Ealph  Earl  of  Wicklow.  {Elected 
for  Ireland, ) 

John  Henry  Reginald  Earl  of  Clon- 
MELL.     {Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Somerset  Richard  Earl  of  Belmorb. 
{Elected  for  Ireland.) 

James  Francis  Earl  of  Bandon.  {Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

James  Earl  of  Caledon.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Francis  Robert  Earl  of  Rosslyn. 

William  George  Robert  Earl  of 
Craven. 

William  Hillier  Earl  of  Onslow. 

Charles  Earl  of  Romney. 

Walter  John  Earl  of  Chichester. 

Seymour  John  Grey  Earl  of  Wilton. 

Edward  James  Earl  of  Powis. 

Horatio  Earl  Nelson. 

IjAwrence  Earl  of  Rossb.  {Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Sydney  William  Herbert  Earl  Man- 

VERS. 

Horatio  Earl  of  Orford. 

Henry  Earl  Grey. 

Hugh  Cecil  Earl  of  Lonsdale. 

Dudley  Francis  Stuart  Earl  of  Hab- 

ROWBY. 

Henry  Thynnb  Earl  ot  ELlrbwood. 
Wiluam  Hugh  Earl  of  Mnrro. 
Alan  Frbdbrjck  Earl  Oathoabt. 
Jaicbs  Wai^xbb  Earl  of  TsBirLiic. 
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^znoo:   T32Z3XI3:    *i«wuiir   Ttj-^ 


/Mfjr  Lciz  Giii^  T5si!ccz.*  Hvtvhis- 
Wjm.     '  Etri  *f  Dmumftmtrt^ 

f  KarUf  Clatumiy:: 
y/tuA9fyiOTf  HzsTET  Tisconnt  Combs&- 

If  KWIty   CffARLES  YisCOUnt  CAirrE&BITBT. 

lU'WLAirii  Clxoo  Viscount  Hnx. 
(lifARLKM  Htkwaut  Yiscount  Kardikob. 
(IhohiiI'.  Htkpuens  Viscoiint  GotiaH. 
(Uum.VN  LiMfDLBY  Viscount  Halifax. 
AiiXAMiiMH  Nklhon  Viscount  Bridpobt. 


St'tBTtUAti  AND  TEMPO&AL. 


William    Hsnrt    Bebkxlkt  Yisooimt 

PoRTMAir 

Oathornb  Viscount  Cranbrook.  {In 
another  Place  at  Lord  President  of  the 
Council.) 

Robert  Viscount  Sherbrooke. 

Henry  Bouybrib  William  Viscount 
Hampden. 

Garnet  Joseph  Viscount  Wolseley. 

William  John  Viscount  Oxenbridob. 

BicHARD  AssHETON  Viscount  Gross. 

Frederick  Bishop  of  London. 

Joseph  Barber  Bishop  of  Durham. 

Edward  Harold  Bishop  of  Winchester. 

John  Thomas  Bishop  of  Norwich. 

James  Colquhoun  Bishop  of  Bangor. 

Henry  Bishop  of  Worcester. 

Charles  John  Bishop  of  Oloitcester 
AND  Bristol. 

Thomas  Leoh  Bishop  of  St.  Albans. 

James  Bishop  of  Hereford. 

William    Connor    Bishop    of  Peter- 

BOROUGH. 

Haryey  Bishop  of  Carlisle. 

Arthur  Charles  Bishop  of  Bath  and 
•  Wells. 

EicHARD  Bishop  of  Chichester. 

William  Basil  Bishop  of  St.  David's. 

Antho.ny  Wilson  Bishop  of  Rochester. 

William  Dalrymple  Bishop  of  Lich- 
field. 

John  Charles  Bishop  of  Liyerpool. 

Ernest  Eoland  Bishop  of  Newcastle. 

Richard  Bishop  of  Llandaff. 
George  Howard  Bishop  of  Truro. 
William  Bishop  of  Chester. 

George  Bishop  of  Southwell. 
William  Boyd  Bishop  of  Ripon. 

Edward  Bishop  of  Lincoln. 

Henry  Thurstan  Lord  Knutsford. 
( One  of  Mer  MajeetyU  Principal  8ecre* 
tariee  of  State.) 

Dudley  Charles  Lord  db  Ros. 

Alfred  Joseph  Lord  Mowbray. 

George  Manners  Lord  Hastings. 

Edward  Southwell  Lord  de  Clifford. 

Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Willouohby  db 

Erbsby 
Thomas  Crosby  William  Lord  Dacbb. 

Charles  Hbnry  Rollb  Lord  Clxnton. 
Bobbbt  Nathaniel  Cecil  George  Lord 

ZOVOBM  OF  HaRYNOWORTH. 


Rawdon  George  Grey  Lord  Grbt  db 
Ruthyn. 

Charles  Edward  Hastings  Lord  Bot- 
REAUX.     {£arl  of  Loudoun.) 

Francis  Robert  Lord  Camoys. 

Henry  Lord  Beaumont. 

Henry  Lord  Willoughby  db  Broke. 

Hubert  George  Charles  Lord  Vauz  of 
Harrowden. 

Ralph  Gordon  Lord  Wentworth. 

Alfred  Thomas TowNSHENDLordBRA ye  . 

Robert  George  Lord  Windsor. 

William  Henry  John  Lord  North. 

Beauohamp  Mowbray  Lord  St.  John  of 
Bletso. 

Frederick  George  Lord   Howard  db 
Walden. 

William  Joseph  Lord  Petre. 

John  Fiennes  Lord  Saye  and  Sele. 

John  Francis  Lord  Arundell  of  War- 
dour. 

John  Stuart  Lord  Clifton.     (-Ebr/  of 
Barnley.) 

John  Baptist  Joseph  Lord  Dormer. 

George  Henry  Lord  Teynham. 

Augustus  Frederick  Fitz-herbert  Lord 
Stafford. 

George  Frederick  William  Lord  Byron. 

Lewis  Henry  Hugh  Lord  Clifford  of 
Chudleigh. 

William  Coutts  Lord  Ashford. 

Horace    Courtenay    Gammell    Lord 
Forbes.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Charles     William     Lord     Sinclair. 
{Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Charles  Lord  Blantyre.     {Elected  for 

Scotland.) 
Alexander   Hugh    Lord   Balfour  of 

Burley.     {Elected  for  Scotland.) 

Walter  Hugh  Lord  Polwarth.  {Elected 
for  Scotland.) 

Richard  Edmund  Saint  Lawrence  Lord 
Boyle.     {Earl  of  Cork  and  Orrery.) 

George  Lord  Hay.     {Earl  of  Einnoul.) 

DiGBY  Wentworth  Bayard  Lord  Med- 

DLETON. 

Frederick    Georgb    Brabazon     Lord 
PoNSONBY.     {Earl  of  Beeehorough.) 

Ki.jfTcwxi  Nathaniel  Holden  Lord  Scars* 

DALB. 

George  Florancb  Lord  Boston. 

Charles  George  Lord  Loybll  and  Hol* 
LAJTD.    {Earl  of  EgmonU) 


feOliL  OP  THE  LORbS 


\}EORaE  William  TTenby  Lord  Vbbnon, 

Edwabd  St.  Vincent  Lord  Digby. 

George  Douglas  Lord  Sundridgb.   ( Duke 
of  Argyll) 

Martin  Bladen  Lord  Hawze. 

Henry  Thomas  Lord  Foley. 

Arthur  db  Cardonnel  Lord  Dinevor. 

Thomas  Lord  Walsingham. 

William  Lord  Bagot. 

Oharles  Henry  Lord  Southampton. 

John  Richard  Brinsley  Lord  Grant- 
ley. 

George  Bridges  Harley  Dennett  Lord 
Rodney. 

Henry  George  Lord  Lovaine. 

Phujf  Reginald  Lord  Somers. 

Richard  Henry  Lord  Berwick. 

Edward  Lennox  Lord  Sherborne. 

John  Henry  De  La  Poer  Lord  Tyrone. 
{Marque%B  of  Water  ford,) 

Henry  Bentinck  Lord  Oarleton.     {Earl 

of  Shannon.) 

Charles  Lord  Suffield. 

Dudley  Wilmot  Lord  Dorchester. 

Lloyd  Lord  Kenyon. 

Oharles  Cornwallis  Lord  Braybrooke. 

George    Augustus     Hamilton     Lord 
FiSHERWiCK.  (Marquess  of  DonegaU.) 

Henry  Oharles  Lord  Gage.     ( Viscount 
Gage.) 

Thomas  John  Lord  Thurlow. 

William  George  Lord  Auckland. 

Oharles  George  Lord  Lyttelton. 

Henry  George  Lord  Msndif.   ( Viscount 
Clifdm.) 

George  Lord  Stuart  of  Oastle  Stuart. 
{Earl  of  Moray.) 

Alan  Plantagenet   Lord  Stewart  of 
Garuss.  (Earl  of  Galloway.) 

James  George  Henry  Lord  Salters- 
FORD.     (Earl  of  Courtown.) 

William    Lord    Brodriok.      ( Viscount 
Midleton.)  i 

Frederick  Henry  William  Lord  Oal-  | 

THORPE. 

Peter  Robert  Lord  Gwydir. 
Oharles  Robert  Lord  Oarrington. 
William  Henry  Lord  Bolton. 
Thomas  Lyttleton  Lord  Lilford. 

Thomas  Lord  Ribblesdale. 

Edwabd    Donough     Lord    ItrcHiQUiN. 
(EUct$dfor  Ireland.) 


John   Thomas    William  Lord  Massy* 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Robert  Lord  Clonbrock.     (Elected  for 
Ireland.) 

Charles  Mark  Lord  Headley.  ( Elected 

for  Ireland.) 

Edward  Henry  Churchill  Lord  Crof- 
TON.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

EQercules    Edward    Lord    Langford. 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Dayrolles    Blakeney    Lord  Ventry 
(Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Eyre  ChallonerJHenry  Lord  Clarina. 
(tlected  for  Ireland.) 

Henry  Francis  Seymour  Lord  Moore. 
(Marquess  of  Brogheda.) 

John  Henry  Wellington  Graham  Lord 
LoFTUS.     (Marquess  of  Ely.) 

William  Lord  Carysfort.  (Earl  of 
Carysfort.) 

George  Ralph  Lord  Abercromby. 

Charles  Edmund  Lord  Ellenborough. 

Augustus  Frederick  Arthur  Lord 
Sandys. 

Henry  North  Lord  Sheffield.  (Earl 
of  Sheffield.) 

William  Macnaghten  Lord  Erskine. 

George  John  Lord  Monteagle.  (Mar- 
quess of  Sligo.) 

GeorgeArthur  Hastings  Lord  Granard  . 
(Earl  of  Granard.) 

HuNGERFORD  Lord  Crewe. 

Lord  Gardner. 

John  Thomas  Lord  Manners. 

John  Adrian  Louis  Lord  Hopetoun. 
(Earl  of  Hopetoun.) 

Richard  Lord  Castlemaine.  (Elected 
for  Ireland.) 

Charles  Lord  Meldrum.  (Marquess  of 
Huntly.) 

George  Frederick  Lord  Ross.  (Earl  of 
Glasgow.) 

LowRY  Egerton*  Lord  Grinstead. 
\Earl  of  Enniskillen.) 

William  Hale  John  Charles  Lord 
FoxFORD.     (Earl  of  Limerick. ) 

Victor  Albert  Francis  Charles  Lord 
Churchill. 

George  Robert  Canning  Lord  Harris. 

Reginald  Charles  Edward  Lord  Col- 
chester. 

ScHOMBERG  Henry  Lord  Ker.  (Mar- 
quess of  Lothian.) 

Henry  Francis  Lord  Minster.  (Mar- 
quess Conyngham.) 


James  Edward  William  Thbobald  Lord  Philip  Lord  Db  L'Islb  and  Dudlkt. 


Obmokde.     (^Marquess  of  Ormonde,) 

Feancis  Biohard  Lord  Wemyss.    {£arl 
of  Wemyss.) 

JoHK    St&anoe     Lord     Clanbrassill. 
{:Earl  of  Eoden.) 


Alexander  Hno6  Lord  Ashbitrton. 
Edward  George  Feroy  Lord  Hathse- 

TON. 

Archibald    Brabazon    Sparrow   Lord 


WORLINQHAM.       {Uofl  of  Gosfofd.) 

Thomas    Lord    Silohester.     (£^l   of\x\T  -d  t     j  a 

T I'^^j  \  \  J    William  Frederick  Lord  Stratheden. 


Lor^ford,) 

Olotworthy  John  Eyre  Lord  Oriel. 
( Viscount  Massereene,) 

Hugh  Lord  Delamere. 

Orlando  WatkinWeld  Lord  Forester. 

John  William  Lord  Eayleigh. 

Edric  Frederic  Lord  Gifford. 

Hubert     George    Lord     Somerhill. 
(Marquess  of  Clanriearde.) 

James  Ludovic  Lord  Wigan.     {£arl  of 
Crawford  and  Balcarres.) 

UcHTER  John  Mare  Lord  Ranfxjrly. 
{.Earl  of  Ranfurly,) 

John  Byrne  Leicester  Lord  De  Tabley. 

CHARLEsSTUARTHENRYLordTENTERDEN. 

William  Conyngham  Lord  Plunket. 
William  Henry  Ashe  Lord  Heytes- 

BURY. 

Archibald  Philip  Lord  Eosebery.   (Ea/rl 
of  Rosehery.) 

Richard    James    Lord     Olanwilliam. 
(Earl  of  Clanwilliam.) 

William  Draper  Mortimer  Lord  Wyn- 

FORD. 

William    Henry    Lord    Kilmarnock. 
(Ilarl  of  JErroll) 

Arthur  James  Francis  Lord  Finoall. 
{Ilarl  of  Finyall,) 

William  Philip  Lord  Sefton.     {Harl  of 
Sefton,) 

KoBERT  Bermingham  Lord  Clements. 
(-Ebr/  of  Leitrim,) 

Thomas   Lord    Kenlis.      (Marquess    of 


Geoffrey  Dominick  Augustus  Frede- 
rick Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne. 
(Elected  for  Ireland,) 

!  Simon  Joseph  Lord  Lovat. 

William  Bateman  Lord  Bateman. 

James  Molyneux  Lord  Gharlemont. 
(Earl  of  Charlemont,) 

Algernon  Hawkins  Thomond  Lord 
KiNTORE.     (Earl  of  Kintore, ) 

George  Ponsonby  Lord  Lismore.  ( Vis' 
count  Lismore.) 

Derrick  Warner  William  Lord  Eoss- 

MORE. 

Egbert  Shapland  George  Julian  Lord 
Carew. 

Charles  Frederick  Ashley  Cooper 
Lord  De  Mauley. 

Arthur  Lord  Wrottesley. 

Charles  Douglas  Eichard  Lord  Suds- 
ley. 

Frederick  Henry  Paul  Lord  Methxten. 

Henry  Edward  John  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley. 

William  Henry  Lord  Leigh, 

Beilby  Lord  Wenlock. 

William  Lord  Lurgan. 

Thomas  Spring  Lord  Monteaglb  of 
Brandon. 

John  Eeginald  Upton  Lord  Seaton. 
John  Manley  Arbuthnot  Lord  Keane. 
John  Lord  Oxenfoord.     (Earl  of  Stair.) 
HussEY  Crespigny  Lord  Vivian. 


Headfort.) 
Reginald  Lord  Chaworth.      (Earl  <,/;  Henry  Willluc  Lord  Congleton. 


Meath.) 

Charles    Adolphus    Lord    Dunmorb. 
(Earl  of  Dunmore.) 

Augustus  Frederick  George  Warwick 

Lord  POLTIMORE. 


Denis  St.  George  Lord  Dunsandle  and 
Clanconal.     (Elected  for  Ireland.) 

Victor  Alexander  Lord  Elgin.    (Earl 

of  Elgin  and  Kincardine.) 

Charles  Egbert  Claude  Lord  Truro. 


Llewelyn  Nevill  Vaughan  Lord  Mos-   Arthur  Lord  De  Freyne. 

'^^^'  Edward     Burtenshaw     Lord     Saint 

Henry  Spencer  Lord  Trmplemore.         •     Leonards. 

Valentine  Frederick  Lord  Cloncurrt.  George  Fitz-Eoy  Henry  Lord  Raglan. 
John  St.  Vincent  Lord  De  Saumarbz.  Valentine  Augustus  Lord  Ksnmare. 
Thomas  Lord  DnmAir.  (Earl  of  Kenmare.) 

WiLLUJi  Fbxdkbzok  Lord  ABnrcam.         '  Henry  Lord  Bslpbr. 


iuOiAj  OF  THE  L0&D8 


ttiOHAUD  WooAN  Lord  Talbot  db  Mala- 

HIDB. 

BoBEBT  Lord  Ebxiry. 

Oharles  Gompton  William  Lord  Ches- 

HAM. 

Frederic  Auousttts  Lord  Chelmsford. 
John  Lord  Churston. 
Henry  Lord  Leconfield. 

WiLBRAHAM  Lord  EOERTON. 

OoDFRET  Charles  Lord  Tredegar. 

FitzPatrick  Henry  Lord  Lyveden. 

Henry  Charles  Lord  Brougham  and 
Vaux. 

Arthur  Fitz-Oerald  Lord  Kinnaird. 

Richard   Luttrell    Piuongton    Lord 
Westbury. 

Francis  William  Fitzhardinge  Lord 
Fitzhardinoe. 

Luke  Lord  Annaly. 

Bobert     Offley     Ashburton     Lord 
Houghton. 

William  Lord  Bomilly. 

George  Philips  Alexander  Lord  Bar- 
ROGILL.     {JEarl  of  Caithness,)   • 

James  Herbert  Oustayus  Meredytb 
Lord  Meredyth.     {Lard  AtJdumney,) 

Windham  Thomas  Lord  Kenry.     {Earl 
of  JDunraven  and  Mount-Earl,) 

Charles  Stanley  Lord  Monck.    ( VU- 
oount  Monck,) 

John  Major  Lord  Hartismere.     {Lord 
Menntker.) 

Hedworth  Hylton  Lord  Hylton. 

Oeorge  Sholto  Gordon  Lord  Penrhyn. 

GusTAYUS  BussELL  Lord  Branoepeth. 
(  Viscount  Boyne,) 

John  Henry  Lord  Kesteven. 

Arthur  Lord  Ormathwaite. 

Edward  Lord  O'Neill. 

Bobert  Cobnelis  Lord  Napier. 

JxNiGO  William  Joseph  Lord  GK)rman- 
STON.     {Viscount  Oormanston,) 

John  Hamilton  Lord  Lawrence. 

James  Plaisted  Lord  Penzance. 

John  Lord  Dunning.    {Lord  Eollo.) 

Jjjou    Lord    Balinhard.       {Earl   of 
SouthssL) 

William  Lord  Hare.  {EarlofListowsl.) 

Francis   Edward    Lord    Howard   of 

Giiossop. 
Bernard     Edward     Barnaby     Lord 

Castletown. 


John  Emerich  Edward  Lord  Acton. 
Thomas  Charles  Lord  Bobartes. 
Fredbrick  Lord  Wolyerton. 
Algernon  William  Fulke  Lord  Gbx- 

YILLE. 

Thomas  Towneley  Lord  O'Haqan. 

William  Lord  Sandhxtrst. 

Frederic  Lord  Blachford. 

Francis  Lord  Eitrick.     {Lord  Nap%$r.) 

JjLiOB  Charles  Herbert  Welbore  Ellis 
Lord  Somerton.   {Earlof  NormmUon.) 

Henry  Austin  Lord  Aberdare. 

James  Lord  Moncreiff. 

John  Duke  Lord  Coleridge. 

William  Lord  Emly. 

Chichester  Samuel  Lord  Carungford. 
{Lord  Clermont,) 

Thomas  Francis  Lord  Cottesloe. 

Edmund  Lord  Hammond. 

John  Slaney  Lord  Hampton. 

John  Lord  Winmarleigh. 

Charles   Alexander   Lord    Douglas. 
{Earl  of  Rome,) 

Arthuii  George  Maule  Lord  Bamsay. 
{Earl  of  Dalhousie,) 

John  Hm^RY  Lord  Fermanagh.     {Earl 

Erne.) 

WiLUAM  BicHARD  Lord  Harlech. 
Henry  Gerard  Lord  Alinoton. 
John  Lord  Tollemache. 
William  Cansfield  Lord  Gerard. 

CouN  Lord  Blackburn. 

Lionel  Sackville  Lord  Sackyillb. 

Charles  Bowyer  Lord  Norton. 

Percy  Lord    Shute.      {Viscount    Bar- 
rington,) 

William    Lord    Watson.    {A  Lord  of 
Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 

Lawrence  Hesketh  Lord  Haldon. 

Iyor  Bertie  Lord  Wimborne. 

Arthur  Edward  Lord  Ardilaun. 

Alexander  Dundas  Boss  Lord  Laminq- 

TON. 

Charles  Frederick  Lord  Donington. 

Arthttr  Edwin  Lord  Treyor. 

Montagu  William  Lord  Bowton. 

Edward  Huoessen  Lord  Brabournb. 

Arthur  Oliyer  Yilliers  Lord  Ampt- 
hill. 

William  Montagu   Lord  Twebddale. 
{Marquess  of  Tweeddale.) 


SPIRITUAL  AND  TEMPORAt. 


William  Uliok  Tbistkam  Lord  Howth. 

{Earl  of  Howth.) 
Donald  James  Lord  Beat. 
Haroourt  Lord  Derwbnt. 
Henry  James  Lord  Hothfield. 
Dudley  Coutts  Lord  Tweedmouth. 
George  William  Wilshere  Lord  Bram- 

WELL. 

John  David  Lord    FitzGerald.      {A 

Lord  of  Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 
Frederick  Beauchamp  Paget  Lord  Al- 

OESTER. 

Alfred  Lord  Tennyson. 

James  Lord  Strathspey.  {Earl  of  Sea- 
field.) 

John  George  Lord  Monk  Bretton. 

Walter  Charles  Lord  Northbourne. 

Arthur  Saunders  William  Charles 
Fox  Lord  Sudlby.    (Earl  of  Arran.) 

John  Robert  William  Lord  de  Vesoi. 
(  Viscount  de  Feed,) 

Marmadukb  Francis  Lord  Herribs. 

Hardinge  Stanley  Lord  Halsbury. 
{In  another  Place  at  Lord  High  Chan- 
cellor.) 

Mervyn  Edward  Lord  Powerscourt 
{In  another  Place  at  Viscount  Powers- 
court.) 

Anthony  Henley  Lord  Northington 
{L^d  Henley.) 

Nathaniel  Mayer  Lord  Rothschild. 

Edward  Charles  Lord  Revelstoke. 

Robert  Lord  Monkswell. 

Arthur  Lord  Hobhousb. 

Ralph  Robert  Wheeler  Lord  Lingen. 

Edward  Lord  Ashbourne. 

Rowland  Lord  Saint  Oswald. 

Robert  James  Lord  Wantage. 


I  William  Bauol  Lord  Esheb. 

;  Thomas  Lord  Deramore. 

Henry  John  Lord  Montagu  of  Beau- 
lieu. 

William  Buller  Fullbrton  Lord  El- 

PHINSTONE. 

Charles  John  Lord  Colvillb  of  Cul- 

ROSS. 

Farrer  Lord  Herschell. 
Charles  Henry  Lord  Hillingdon. 
Samuel  Charles  Lord  Hindlip. 
Edmund  Lord  Grimthorpe. 
Richard  de  Aquila  Lord  Stalbridgb. 
William  Lord  Kensington. 
Michael  Arthur  Lord  Burton. 
John  Glencairn  Carter  Lord  Hamilton 

OF  Dalzell. 
Thomas  Lord  Brassey. 
Henry  Lord  Thring. 
Frederick  Arthur  Lord  Stanley  oi 

Preston. 

Edward  Lord  Macnaghten.     {A  Lord 
of  Appeal  in  Ordinary,) 

Robert  Lord  Connemara. 

Claude  Lord  Bowes  {In  another  place 
Earl  of  Strathmore  and  King  horn,) 

George  Edward  Milnes  Monckton  Lord 
Monckton  ( Vicount  Oalway.) 

John  Lord  Saint  Lbyan. 

James    Macnaghten    Lord    Maghera- 
mornb. 

William  George  Lord  Armstrong. 

George  Lord  Basing. 

William  Henry  Lord  De  Ramsey. 

Henry  William  Lord  Cheylesmorb. 

John  Gelubrand  Lord  Addington. 

John  Lord  Savilb. 

There  is  a  yacancy  in  the  representa- 
tion of  the  Peers  for  Ireland  caused  by 
the  death  of  Lord  Dunsant. 


LIST    OF    THE    COMMONS. 


THE    NAMES    OF    MEMBERS 

BeTUKNED  to  serve  in  the  TwENTY-EOUBTH  PAKLTAMEirr  OP  THE  UinTED  KlKGDOH 

OF  Great  BRiTAiir  Aim  Telelaitd,  summoned  to  meet  at  Westminstbr 
TiiE  Fifth  Day  of  August,  One  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  and 
Eighty  Six,  as  by  the  several  Beturns  filed  in  the  Office  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Chancery  appears.  Corrected  to  the  MsBrnra 
OF  THE  Parliament  on  the  21st  February,  1889. 


BEDFORD. 
Northern,  or  Biggleswade  Division, 
Viscouiit  Baring. 

Southern,  or  Luton  Division, 
Cyril  Flower. 

BEDFORD  BOROUGH. 
Samuel  Wliitbread. 

BERKS. 
Northern,  or  Abingdon  Division, 
Philip  Wroughton. 

Southern,  or  Newbury  Division, 
William  George  Mount. 

Eastern,  or  Wokingham  Division, 
Sir  George  Russell,  bt. 

READING  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Townshend  Murdoch. 

WINDSOR  (NEW)  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Richardson-Gardner. 

BUCKS. 
Northern,  or  Buckingham  Division, 

Hon.  Egerton  Hubbard. 

Mid,  or  Aylbsburt  Division, 
Baron  Ferdinand  James  de  Rothschild. 

SouTHXSN,  or  Wtoombi  DmiioN, 
YiMoimt  Ottnon. 


CAMBRIDGE. 
Northern,  or  Wisbech  Division, 
Charles  William  Selwyn. 

Western,  or  Chesterton  Division, 
Charles  Hall. 

Eastern,  or  Newmarket  Division, 
George  Newnes. 

CAMBRIDGE  UNIVERSITY, 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Cecil  Raikes,  M.A. 
George  Gabriel  Stokes. 

CAMBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Uniacke  Penrose  Fitzgerald. 


CHESTER. 
WiRRAL  Division, 
Edward  Thomas  Davenant  Cotton. 

Eddisbur?  Division, 
Henry  James  ToUemache. 

Maoolesfield  Division, 
William  Bromley-Davenport. 

Crewe  Division, 
Walter  Stowe  Bright  McLaren. 

NoRTHwicH  Division, 
John  Tomlinson  Brunner. 

Altrincham  Division, 
Sir  William  Ounlifie  Brooks,  bt. 


LUiof 

Hyde  Division, 
Joseph  Watson  Sidebotham. 

Knutsford  Division, 
Hon.  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton. 

BIRKENHEAD  BOROUGH. 

Lieut. -General  Sir  Edward  Bruoe  Ham- 
ley,  K.0  B. 

CHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Robert  Armstrong  Terburgh. 

STOCKPORT  BOROUGH. 
Louis  John  Jennings, 
Sydney  Oedge. 

CORNWALL. 

Western,  or  St.  Ives  Division, 
Thomas  Bedford  Bolitho. 

North- Western,  or  Camborne  Division, 
Charles  Augustus  Yansittart  Couybeare. 

Truro  Division, 
William  Bickford  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Austell  Division, 
William  Alexander  M'Arthur. 

South-Eastern,  or  Bodmin  Division, 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney. 

North-Eastern,  or  Launoeston 
Division, 

Charles  Thomas  Dyke  Adand. 

PENRYN  AND  FALMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
William  George  Cavendish  Bentinck. 


(COMMONS,  1889) 


M4mh§rin 


CUMBERLAND 
Northern,  or  Eskdale  Division, 
Bobert  Andrew  Allison. 

Mid,  or  Penrith  Division, 
James  WiUiam  Lowther. 

COOKERMOUTH  DIVISION, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,  bt 

Western,  or  Egreicont  Division, 
Lord  Muncaster. 

OARLISLE  BOROUGH. 
William  Court  GuUy. 

WHITEHAVEN  BOROUQH. 

Bt.   Hon.  George  Aug^ostuB  Frederick 
Oavendiih  Bentinok. 


DEEBT. 
High  Peak  Division, 
William  Sidebottom. 

North-Eastern  Division, 
Thomas  Dolling  Bolton. 

Chesterfield  Division, 
Alfred  Barnes. 

Western  Division, 
Lord  Edward  Cavendish. 

Mid  Division, 
James  Alfred  Jaoobj. 

Ilkeston  Division, 
Sir  Balthazar  Walter  Foster. 

Southern  Division, 
Henry  Wardle. 

DERBY  BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Roe, 

Bt.  Hon.  Sir  William  George  (Granville 
Yenables  Vernon  Haroourt,  knt. 

DEVON. 
Eastern,  or  Honiton  Division, 
Sir  John  Henry  Kennawaj,  bt. 

North-Eastern,  or  Tiverton  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  William  Hood  Walrond. 

Northern,  or  South  Molton  Division, 
Viscount  Lymington. 

North- Western,  or  Barnstaple 

DIVISION, 

George  Pitt  Lewis. 

Western,  or  Tavistock  Division, 
Viscount  Ebrington. 

SOXTTHERN,  OT  ToTNES  DIVISION, 

Francis  Bingham  Mildmaj. 

Torquay  Division, 
Eichard  Mallock. 

Mid,  or  Ashburton  Division, 
Charles  Seale-Hajne. 

DEVONPORT  BOROUGH. 

Sir  John  Henry  Puleston,  knt. 
George  Edward  Price. 

EXETER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sir  Stafford  Northoote,  bt.,  C.B. 

PLTMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Bates,  bt. 
Sir  Edward  George  Qaike,  knt 
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D0E8ET. 

NoBTHBBN  Division, 
Hon.  Edwin  Berkeley  Portman. 

Eastern  Division, 
George  Hawkesworth  Bond. 

Southern  Division, 
Charles  Joseph  Theophilus  Hambro. 

Western  Division, 
Henry  Bichard  Farquharson. 


DUEHAM. 
Jarrow  Division, 
Sir  Charles  Mark  Palmer,  bt. 

Houghton-le-Spring  Division, 

Nicholas  Wood. 

Chester-l£-Str£bt  Division, 

James  Joioey. 

North- Western  Division, 

Llewellyn  Archer  Atherley- Jones. 

Mid  Division, 

William  Crawford. 

South-Eastebn  Division, 

Lieut.- General   Sir    Heniy    Marshman 
Havelock-Allan,  bt.,  V.O.,  K.C.B. 

Bishop  Auckland  Division, 
John  Mellor  Paulton. 

Barnard  Castle  Division, 
Sir  Joseph  Whitwell  Pease,  Bt. 

DARLINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Theodore  Fry. 

DURHAM  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Milvain. 

GATESHEAD  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Walter  Henry  James. 

HARTLEPOOLS  (THE)  BOROUGH 
Thomas  Richardson. 

SOUTH  SHIELDS  BOROUGH. 
James  Cochran  Stevenson. 

STOCKTON  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Horace  Davey,  kt. 

SUNDERLAND  BOROUGH. 

Samuel  Storey, 

Edward  Temperley  Gourley. 


ESSEX. 

South- Western,  or  Walihamstow 
Division, 

WilUan^  Thomas  Makins. 


Essex— (^on^. 

Soxtthern,  or  Bomfobd  Division, 

James  Theobald. 

Western,  or  Epmnq  Drvisiow, 

Eight  Hon.   Sir  Henry  John   Selwin- 
rbbetson,  bt. 

Northern,  or  Saffron  Waij)en 
Division, 
Herbert  Colstoun  Gardner. 

North-Eastern,  or  Harwich  Division^ 
James  Bound. 

Eastern,  or  Maldon  Division, 
Charles  Wing  Gray. 

Mm,  or  Chelmsford  Division,   • 
William  James  Beadel. 

South-Eastern  Division, 
Major  Frederick  Came  Easch. 

COLCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Brooke 

WEST  HAM  BOROUGH. 
North  Dmiianf 
James  Forrest  Fulton. 

South  DivinoHf 
George  Edward  Banes. 

GLOUCESTEE. 

Mm,  or  Stroud  Division, 
George  HoUoway. 

Northern,  or  Tewkesbury  Division, 
Sir  John  Edward  Dorington,  bt. 

Eastern,  or  Cirencester  Division, 
Arthur  Brend  Winterbotham. 

Forest  of  Dean  Division, 
Godfrey  Blundell  Samuelson. 

Southern,  or  Thornbury  Division, 
Hon.  John  William  Plunkett. 
BRISTOL  BOROUGH. 

% 

Went  Division, 
Et.   hon.    Sir  Michael   Edward  BUeks- 
Beach,  bt. 

North  Division, 
Lewis  Fry. 

liast  Division, 
Handel  Cossham. 

South  Division, 
Lt.-Col.  Edward  Stock  HiU,  C.B. 

CHELTENHAM  BOROUGH. 
James  Tynte  Agg-Gardner. 

GLOUCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Robinson, 
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HANTS. 

NoBTHXBNy  or  BAsnrosTOKE  DiyisioNy 
Arthur  Frederick  Jeffireys. 

Wbstern,  or  Andover  Division, 
William  Wither  Bramston  Beach. 

Eastern,  or  Petersfield  Division, 
Yiscoiint  Wolmer. 

SOTTTHBRN,  Or  FaREHAM  DIVISION, 

Lieat.-Oeii.    Sir  Frederick  Wellingfton 
John  FitsWygram,  ht. 

New  Forest  Division, 
Francis  Oompton. 

CHRISTCHURCU  BOROUGH. 

Oharlee  Edward  Baring  Toung. 

PORTSMOUTH  BOROUGH. 

M^or.-Gen.    Sir    William    Grossman, 

K.C.M.Q. 
Sir  Samuel  Wilson. 

SOUTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Giles. 
Francis  H.  Evans. 

WINCHESTER  BOROUGH, 
Bichard  Moss. 

HEREFORD. 
NoRTBXRN,  or  Leoionster  Division, 
James  Bankin. 

SOTTTHERN,  Or  BoSS  DIVISION, 

Michael  Biddulph. 

HEREFORD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Joseph  Bussell  Bailey,  bt. 

HERTFORD. 

Northern,  or  Hitohin  Division, 
Robert  Dimsdale  (Baron  of  the  Russian 
Empire). 

Eastern,  or  Hertford  Division, 
Abel  Smith. 

Mid,  or  St.  Alban's  Division, 
Viscount  Ghrimston. 

Western,  or  Watford  Divi^on, 
Thomas  Frederick  Halsey. 


KENT. 


HUNTINGDON. 

Southern,  or  Huntingdon  Division, 
Arthur  Hugh  Smith  Barry. 

Northern,  or  Ramsay  Division, 
Hon.  Ailwyn  Edward  Fellowes. 

ISLE  OF  WIGHT. 
Sir  Bichard  Everard  Webster,  knt. 


Western,  or  Sevenoaxs  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  William  Mills. 

North- Western,  or  Dartford 
Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WiUiam  Hart  Dyke,  bt. 

South- Western,  or  Tunbrtdob 
Division, 
Robert  Norton. 

Mid,  or  Medway  Division, 
Hon.  John  Stewart  Gathome-Hardj. 

North-Eastern,  or  Faversham 
Division, 
Hon.    Herbert    Thomas    Knatchbull- 
Hugessen. 

Southern,  or  Ashford  Division, 
William  Poinfret  Pomfret. 

Eastern,  or  St. 'Augustine's  Division, 
Aretas  Alcers-Douglas. 

Isle  of  Thanet  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  James  Lowther 

CANTERBURY  BOROUGH. 
John  Henniker  Heaton. 

CHATHAM  BOROUGH. 
Sir  John  Eldon  Gorst,  knt. 

DEPTFORD  BOROUGH. 
Oharles  John  Darling. 

DOVER  BOROUGH. 
Major  Alexander  George  Dickson. 

GRAVESEND  BOROUGH. 
John  Bazley  White. 

GREENWICH  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  William  Boord. 

HYTHE  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  William  Watkin,  bt. 

LEWISHAM  BOROUGH. 
Rt.  Hon.  Viscount  Lewisham. 

MAIDSTONE  BOROUGU. 
F.  S.  Wykeham  Cornwallis. 

ROCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
Col.  Francis  Charles  Hughes-Hallett. 

WOOLWICH  BOROUGH. 
Col.  Edwin  Hughes. 

LANCASTER. 

North  Lancashire, 

North  Lonsdale  Division, 
William  Oeorge  Ainslie. 

Lancaster  Ditision, 
James  Williamson, 


Z%$tof 
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Blackpool  Division, 

Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  bt. 

Chorley  Division, 
Lieut.-Gen.  Handle  Joseph  Feilden. 

North-East  Lancashire. 
Darwen  Division, 
Viscount  Cranborne. 

Olitheroe  Division, 

Bt.    Hod.    Sir    Ughtred  James    Kaj- 
Shuttleworth,  bt. 

AccRiNGTON  Division, 
Eobert  Trotter  Hermon-Hodge. 

Bossendale  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Marquess  of  Hartingfton. 

Sonth-East  Lancashire, 

Westhoughton  Division, 
Frank  Hardcastle. 

Heywood  Division, 
Isaac  Hoyle. 

MiDDLETON  Division, 
Thomas  Fielden. 

Badcuffe-oum-Farnworth  Division, 
Bobert  Leake. 

EccLES  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  John  Francis  Egerton. 

Strbtford  Division, 
John  William  Maclure. 

Gorton  Division, 
Bichard  Peacock. 


if0mb§r$. 


Prestwich  Division, 
Bobert  Gray  Cornish  Mowbray. 

Sonth-West  Lancashire, 

SouTHPORT  Division, 
Hon.  George  Nathaniel  Ourzon. 

Ormseirk  Division, 
Arthur  Bower  Forwood. 

BooTLB  Division, 
Lieut.-Golonel  Thomas  Myles  Sandys. 

Widnes  Division, 
Tom  Cottingham  Edwards-Moss. 

Newton  Division, 
Thomas  Wodehouse  Legh. 

Inge  Division, 
Colonel    Henry  Blundell  -  Hollinshead 
Blundell,  C.B. 

Leigh  Division, 
Caleb  Wright. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LTNE  BOROUGH. 
John  Edmund  Wentworth  Addison. 
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BARROW-IN-FURNESS  BOROITQH. 
William  Sproston  Caine.  , 

BLACKBURN  BOROUGH. 
William  Coddington. 
William  Henry  Hornby. 

BOLTON  BOROUGH. 

Herbert  Shepherd-Cross. 
Lieut.  Colonel  Hon.  Francis  Charles 
Bridgeman. 

BURNLEY  BOROUGH. 
John  Slagg. 

BURY  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  Sir  Henry  James,  knt. 

LIVERPOOL  BOROUGH. 
KtrkdaU  JDiviiion, 

Sir    George    Smyth     Baden  -  Powell, 
K.C.M.G. 

Walton  IHvmon, 
Miles  Walker  Mattinson. 

Everton  Divuion^ 
Edward  Whitley. 

^  W$%t  Derhy  Division ^ 

Hon.  William  Henry  Cross. 

Scotland  Divinion, 
Thomas  Power  O'Connor. 

Exchange  Division^ 
Ealph  Neville. 

Ahereromhy  Division, 
William  Frederick  Lawrence. 

East  Toxteth  Division, 
Baron  Henry  de  Worms. 

West  Toxteth  Division, 
Thomas  Bland  Boyden. 

MANCHESTER  BOROUGH. 
North'  West  Division, 
Sir  William  Henry  Houldsworth,  bt. 

North  Division, 
Charles  Ernest  Schwann. 

North-East  Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Sir  James  Fergusson,  bt. 

East  Division, 
Right  Hon.  Arthur  James  Balfour. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Enfield  Boscoe,  knt. 

South'  West  Division, 

Jacob  Bright. 

OLDUAM  BOROUGU. 

James  Mackenzie  Maclean. 
Elliott  Lees. 


lAitof  ^ 

Laitoastbb — eont. 

PRESTON  BOROUGH. 
William  Edward  Murray  Tomlinson. 
Robert  William  Hanbury. 

ROCHDALE  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter. 

SALFORD  BOROUGH. 

North  Division^ 
Edward  Hardcastle. 

West  Division^ 
Lees  Knowles. 

South  Divmon, 
Henry  Hoyle  Howorth. 

ST.   HELENS    BOROUGH. 
Henry  Seton-Karr. 

STALTBRIDGE  BOROUGH. 
Tom  Harrop  Sidebottom. 

WARRINGTON  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Oilbert  Ghreenall,  bt. 

WIGAN  BOROUGH, 

Francis  Sharp  Powell. 

LEICESTER. 

EastbbN)  or  Melton  Division, 
Marquess  of  Granby. 

Mid,  or  Louohbokough  Division, 
Edwin  Joseph  Lisle  March  Phillipps  de 
Lisle. 

WSSTBRN,  or  BOSWORTH  DIVISION, 

James  Ellis. 

Southern,  or  Harborough  Division, 
Thomas  Keay  Tapling. 

LEICESTER  BOROUGH. 

James  Allanson  Picton. 
Alexander  M'Arthur. 

LINCOLN. 

West  Lindsey,  or  Qainsboro'  Division, 
Col.  Henry  Eyre. 

North  Lindsey,  or  Brigg  Division, 
Samuel  Danks  Waddy. 

East  Lindsey,  or  Louth  Division, 
Arthur  Baymond  Heath. 

South  Lindsey,  or  Horncastlb 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Stanhope. 

North  Kbsteven,  or  Sleaford 
Division, 
Bight  Hon.  Henry  Chaplin. 
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Lincoln — oont. 

South  Kesteven,  or  Stamford  Division. 
John  Compton  Lawrance. 

Holland,  or  Spalding  Division, 
Halley  Stewart. 

BOSTON  BOROUGH. 
Henry  John  Atkinson. 


GRANTHAM  BOROUGH. 
Malcolm  Low. 

GREAT  GRIMSBY  BOROUGH. 
Bight  Hon.  Edward  Heneage. 

LINCOLN  BOROUGH. 
Frederick  Harold  Kerans. 


MIDDLESEX. 

Enfield  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Viscount  Folkestone. 

Tottenham  Division, 
Joseph  Howard. 

HoRNSET  Division, 
Henry  Charles  Stephens. 

Harrow  Division, 
William  Ambrose. 

Ealing  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Lord  George  Hamilton. 

Brentford  Division, 
James  Bigpnrood. 

UxBRiDGE  Division, 
Frederick  Dixon  Dixon-Hartland. 

BETHNAL  GREEN  BOROUGH. 
North-Eiist  Division^ 
George  Howell. 

South'  West  Division, 
Edward  Hare  Pickersgill. 

CHELSEA  BOROUGH. 
Charles  Algernon  Whitmore. 

FINSBURY  BOROUGH. 
Jlolborn  Division. 
Gainsford  Bruce. 

Central  Division, 
Captain  Frederick  Thomas  Penton 

East  Division, 
James  Bowlands. 

FULUAM  BOROUGH. 

William  Hayes  Fisher. 

[  *  ] 
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HACKNEY  BOROUGH. 
North  Divmon, 

Major-Qen.    Sir  Lewis  Pelly,  K.C.B., 

S..C.S.I. 

Central  DmsioUf 
Surgeon-General     Sir  William    Guyer 

Hunter,  K.O.M.G. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Oharles  Eussell,  knt. 

HAMMERSMITH  BOROUGH. 
Major-Gen.    Walter    Tuckfield    Golds- 
worthy. 

HAMPSTEAD    BOROUGH. 

Edward  Brodie  Hoare. 

ISLINGTON   BOROUGH. 
North  Division^ 
George  Christopher  Trout  Bartley. 

West  Division, 
Eichard  Ohamberlain. 

East  Division, 
Oowley  Lambert. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Albert  Kaye  Eollit,  knt. 

KENSINGTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 
Sir  Eoper  Lethbridge,  knt. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Algernon  Borthwick,  bt. 

LONDON  UNIVERSITY. 
Sir  John  Lubbock,  bt. 

MARYLEBONE  BOROUGH. 
East  Division, 

Lord    Charles    William    De    La   Poer 
Beresford. 

West  Division, 
Frederick  Seager-Hunt. 

PADDINGTON  BOROUGH. 

North  Division, 
John  Aird. 

South  Division, 
Bt.  Hon.  Lord  Eandolph  Henry  Spencer 
ChurchiU. 

ST.  GEORGE,  HANOVER  SQUARE. 
Et.  Hon.  George  Joachim  Goschen. 
ST.  PANCRAS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 

Hon.  Charles  Wallace  Alexander  Napier 
Coehrane-Baillie. 

Hast  Division, 
Bobert  Grant  Webster. 
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Middlesex — St.  Pancras  Boro' 

West  Division, 
Harry  Lawson  Webster  Lawson. 

South  Division, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  bt. 

SHOREDITCH  BOROUGn. 

Hoxton  Division, 
James  Stuart. 


Baggerston  Division, 
William  Eandal  Cremer. 

STRAND  BOROUGH. 
Eight  Hon.  William  Henry  Smith. 

TOWER  HAMLETS  BOROUGH. 
Whitechapel  Division, 
Samuel  Montagu. 

St,  George  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Charles  Thomson  Eitchie. 

Limehouse  Division, 
Edward  Samuel  Norris. 

Mile  End  Division, 
Spencer  Charrington. 

Stepney  Division, 

Frederick  Wootton  Isaacson. 

/{ow  and  BromUy  Division, 
Sir  John  Charles  E.  Colomb,  K.C.M.G. 

Poplar  Division, 
Sydney  Charles  Buxton. 

WESTMINSTER  BOROUGH. 

William     Lehmann     Ashmead-Bartlett 
Burdett-Coutts. 

LONDON  CITY. 

Sir  Eobert  Nicholas  Fowler,  bt. 
Thomas  Charles  Baring. 


MONMOUTH. 

Northern  Division, 
Thomas  PhiUips  Price. 

Western  Division, 
Cornelius  Marshall  Warmington. 

Southern  Division, 
Col.  Hon.  Frederick  Courtenay  Morgan. 

MONMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  George  Elliot,  bt. 


NOEFOLK. 

North-western  Division, 
Lord  Henry  Bentinck. 


Li»t  of 

Norfolk — cont. 

South- Western  Division, 
William  Amhurst  Tyssen- Amherst. 

Northern  Division, 
Herbert  Hardy  Cozens- Hardy. 

Eastern  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  bt. 

Mid  Division, 
Robert  Thornhagh  Gurdon. 

Southern  Division, 
Franois  Taylor. 

GREAT  TARMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Henry  Whatley  Tyler,  knt. 

KING'S  LYNN  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  Weston  Jarvis. 

NORWICH  BOROUGH. 

Jeremiah  James  Colman. 
Samuel  Hoare. 

NORTHAMPTON. 

Northern  Division, 
Lord  Burghley. 

Eastern  Division, 
Francis  AUston  Channing. 

Mid  Division, 
Hon.  Charles  Robert  Spencer. 

Southern  Division, 
Sir  Rainald  Knightley,  bt. 

NORTHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Henry  Labouchere, 
Charles  Bradlaugh. 

PETERBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 

Hon.  William  John  Wentworth  Fitz- 
william. 

NORTHUMBERLAND. 

Wansbeck  Division, 
Charles  Fenwick. 

Ttneside  Division, 
Wentworth  Blackett  Beaumont. 

Hexham  Division, 
Miles  Maclnnes. 

^  Berwick-upon-Tweed  Division, 
Sir  Edward  Grey,  bt. 

MORPETH  BOROUGH. 

Thcmias  Burt. 
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NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE  BOROUGH. 

Eight  Hon.  John  Morley. 
James  Craig. 


TYNEMOUTH  BOROUGH. 
Bichard  Sims  Donkin. 

NOTTINGHAM. 

Bassetlaw  Division, 
William  Beckett. 

Newark  Division, 
Viscount  Newark. 

EusHCLUTE  Division, 
John  Edward  Ellis. 

Mansfield  Division, 
Cecil  George  Savile  Foljambe. 

NOTTINGHAM  BOROUGH. 

We9t  Divman^ 
Henry  Broadhurst. 

East  XHvmon, 
Arnold  Morley. 

South  DivmoHj 
Henry  Smith  Wright. 

OXFORD. 
Northern,  or  Banbury  Division, 
Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  bt. 

Mid,  or  Woodstock  Division, 
Francis  William  Maclean. 

Southern,  or  Henley  Division. 
Hon.  Francis  Parker. 

OXFORD  UNIVERSITY. 

Kt.  Hon.  Sir  John   Eobert   Mowbray, 

bt..  D.C.L. 
John  Gilbert  Talbot,  D.O.L. 

OXFORD  BOROUGH. 
Alexander  William  Hall. 

RUTLAND. 
George  Henry  Finch. 

SALOP. 

Western,  or  Oswestry  Diyisioh, 
Stanley  Leighton. 

Northern,  or  Newport  Division, 
Col.  William  Slaney  Kenyon-Slaney. 

Mid,  or  Welungtoh  Divisioir, 
Alexander  Hargr«av«s  Brown. 
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SoiTTHKBar,  or  Ludlow  Diymos, 
Bobert  Jasper  More. 

SHREWSBURY   BOROUGH. 

JtmM  WatflOD. 


STAFFORD  BOROUGH. 
Thomas  Salt. 


SOMERSET. 

NOBTHKB^  DnrwioK, 
Eran  Henry  LleweUjn. 

Wkij^  Divibiox, 
Colonel  Sir  Richard  Homer  Paget,  bt. 

Frome  D1YI8109, 

Yiseotrnt  Weymouth 

Easterit  DnnsioK, 
Henry  Hobhouse. 

HoiXJTaZSLSi  DlYISIOK, 

Right  Hon.  Earl  of  Garan. 

BaiiiOWATER  Division, 
Edward  James  Stanley. 

WwrrERir,  or  WELLiiroTOir  Division, 
Charles  Isaa/;  Elton. 

BATH  BOROUGH. 
Ktlmffitd  liffhffrt  Wodehouse, 
C*oJ,  lU}h4jrt  VhUfT  Laurie,  C-B. 

TAUNTON  BOROUGH. 
U(rti,  Alfred!  Percy  AJlsopp. 


STAFFORD. 

Lrkk  Division, 

Uarry  Tichbr/mo  Davenport. 

HwKTON  Division, 
Sydney  Krershed. 

WKSTfCHN  Division, 

Hamar  Alfre^l  i^ass. 

North -Wkstkhn  Division, 

JiiMtltiiati    J(eathcot«)    Edwards-Heath- 

LwitiriKtA)  Division, 
Hir  John  Hwinbume,  lit. 

KiNonwiNiroRi)  Division, 
AUxandivr  Hiaveley  Jlill. 

IfANiiNwoRTii  Division, 

llmiry  WIkk*"' 

HANLKT    B0R0UC2II. 

William  Woodall. 
NKWUAHTIiK-UNDKIULYMR  BOROUGH. 

lJ0Uglas  Harry  Ooghill. 


STOKE-UPON-TRENT  BOROUGH. 
William  Leatham  Bright. 

WALSALL   BOROUGH. 
Sir  Charles  Forster,  bt. 

WEDNESBURT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Philip  James  Stanhope. 

WEST  BROMWICH  BOROUGH. 
James  Ernest  Spencer. 

WOLVERHAMPTON  BOROUGH. 

Wiut  ZHvition, 
Sir  WiUiam  Chichele  Plowden,  K.C.8.I. 

£ast  JHvuian, 
Rt.  Hon.  Henry  Hartley  Fowler. 

South  ZHvuioH, 
Rt.  Hon.  Charles  Pelham  YiUiers. 


SUFFOLK. 

Northern,  or  Lowestoft  Divisioir, 
Sir  Savile  Brinton  Croesley,  bt. 

North-Easterk,  or  Eye  Divisioir, 
Francis  Seymour  Stevenson. 

NoRTfl-WESTERN,  OT  StOWMARKST 

Division, 
Edward  Oreene. 

South,  or  Sudetjry  Division, 
William  Cuthbert  Quilter. 

South-Eastern,  or  Woodbridob 
Division, 

Col.    Robert     Hamilton    Lloyd     An- 
struther. 

BURY  ST.  EDMUNDS  BOROUGH. 
Lord  Francis  Heryey. 

IPSWICH  BOROUGH. 

Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  bt. 
Lord  Elcho. 


SURREY. 

North- Western,  or  Chertsby 
Division, 

Frederick  Alers  Hankey. 

South- Western,  or  Guilford  Division, 

Hon.     William     St.    John    Fremantle 
Brodrick. 

South-Eastern,  or  Reiqate  Division, 
Sir  James  John  Trevor  Lawrence,  bt. 


tMtcf 

Sttbbxt — c(mt. 

Mid,  or  Epsom  Division, 
Bt,  Hon.  Gheorge  Cubitt. 

Kingston  Hivision, 
Sir  John  Whittaker  Ellis,  bt. 

North-Eastbkn,  or  Wimbledon 
Division, 

Henry  Oosmo  Orme  Bonsor. 

BATTERSEA  and    CLAPHAM    BOROUGH. 

Battertea  Division, 
Octaviua  Yaugban  Morgan. 

Clapham  ZHvision. 
John  Saunders  GKlliat. 

CAMBERWELL  BOROUGH. 
I^orth  Divman, 
John  Bichards  Kelly. 

Peckham  Divisiany 
Arthur  Anthony  Baumann. 

Dulwieh  Diviium, 
John  Blundell  Maple. 

CROYDON  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Sidney  Herbert. 

LAMBETH  BOROUGH. 
North  ZHvuipHf 
Lieut.-G^en.  Charles  Orawfurd  Eraser, 
V.C,  C.B. 

Kimnington  JDivinon, 
Bobert  Ghent-Dayis. 

Brixton  Division, 
Marquess  of  Oarmarthen 

Norwood  Division, 
Thomas  Lynn  Bristowe. 

NEWINGTON  BOROUGH. 
West  Division, 
Oharles  Wallwyn  Badcliffe  Cooke. 

Walworth  Division, 
Lewis  Henry  Isaacs. 

SOUTHWARK  BOROUGH. 
W&st  Division, 
Bichard  Knight  Oauston. 

Rotherhiths  Division^ 
Golonel  Charles  Edward  Hamilton. 

Bsrmandsoy  Division, 
Alfred  Lafone. 

WANDSWORTH  BOROUGH. 

Heoiy 
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Mfotnbors* 

SUSSEX. 

North- Western,  or  Horsham  Divisioii, 
Colonel  Sir  Walter  Barttelot  Barttelot, 
bt.,  C.B. 

South- Western,  or  Chichester 
Division, 
Lord  Wal*^^er  0.  GK)rdon  Lennox. 

Northern,  or  East  Grinstead  Division, 
Hon.  Alfred  Erskine  Gathome-Hardy. 

Mid,  or  Lewes  Division, 
Sir  Henry  Fletcher,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Eastbourne  Division, 
Admiral  Edward  Field. 

Eastern,  or  Rye  Division, 
Arthur  Montagu  Brookfield. 

BRIGHTON  BOROUGH. 

Rt.  Hon.  Sir  WilUam  Thackeray  Mar- 
riott, knt. 
Sir  William  Tindal  Robertson,  knt. 

HASTINGS  BOROUGH. 
Wilson  Noble. 


WARWICK. 

Northern,  or  Tamworth  Division, 
Philip  Albert  Muntz. 

North-Eastern,  or  Nuneaton  Division, 
John  Stratford  Dugdale. 

South- Western,  or  Stratford-on- 
AvoN  Division, 
Frederick  Townsend. 

South-Eastern,  or  Rugby  Division, 
Henry  Peyton  Cobb. 

ASTON  MANOR  BOROUGH. 

George  Kynoch. 

BIRMINGHAM  BOROUGH. 

EdghasUm  Division, 

George  Dixon. 

West  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Joseph  Chamberlain. 

Central  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  John  Bright. 

North  Division, 
William  Kenrick. 

JEast  Division, 
Right  Hon.  Henry  Matthews. 

BordesUy  Division, 
Jesse  Oollings. 

SoiUh  Division, 
Joseph  Powell  Williams. 


Lid  of 

"Warwick — coni, 

COVENTRY  BOROUGH. 
William  Heurv  Waller  liallantine. 
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TOEK. 
Vortli  Biding, 

Thibsk  josh  ybLLTQis  DiVIBIOlir, 


WARWICK  AND  LEAMINGTON  BOROUGH.  Colonel  Hon.  Levis  Pliyn  Dawnay. 


Rt.  Hon.  Arthur  Wellesley  Peel. 


WESTMORELAND. 
NoRTUEEN,  or  Appleby  Divisiok, 
Hon.  William  Lov-tlier. 

SouTUEKN,  or  Kekdal  Dn'lSIOK, 
Earl  of  Bective. 


WILTS. 

Northern,  or  Cricklade  Division, 
Mervyn  Herbert  Neyil  Story-Maskelyne. 

Nortu-Western,  or  Chippenham 

Division, 

Lord  Henry  Bruce. 

Westekn,  or  Westrury  Division, 
George  Pargiter  Fuller. 

Eastern,  or  Devizes  Division, 
Walter  Hume  Long. 

Southern,  or  Wilton  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Fraser  Grove,  bt. 

SALISBURY  BOROUGH. 
Edward  Henry  Hulse. 


WORCESTER. 
Western,  or  Bewdley  Division,         »«^  _. 

Sir    Edmund    Anthony    Harley   Lech-'  ^ 


Richmond  DinaioN, 
George  William  Elliot. 

Clevelakd  Divibiov, 
Henry  Fell  Pease. 

WniTBT  DlYISIONy 

Ernest  William  Beckett. 

East  Siding, 

HoLDERNEss  DnnsioiTy 

Commander    George  Richaard  Bethdl, 
R.N. 

BrCEROBS  DlTIBIOK, 

Christopher  Sykes. 

HOWDENSHIBE  DlVIBIGiK, 

Arthur  Duncombe. 

West  Eiding,  Northeni  Part 

Skipton  DiYisioir, 
Walter  Morrison. 

Keiohley  DiviBioir, 
Isaac  Holden. 

Shipley  DiviBioir, 
Joseph  Craven. 

SowERBY  Dmsiov, 
Edward  Crossley. 

Elland  Division, 


more,  bt. 

Southern,  or  Evesham  Division, 
Sir  Richard  Temple,  bt.,  G.C.S.I. 

Mid,  or  Droitwich  Division. 
John  Corbott. 

Northern  Division, 
Benjamin  Hingley. 

Eastern  Division, 
George  Woodyatt  Hastings. 

DUDLEY  BOROUGH. 
Brooke  Robinson. 

KIDDERMINSTER  BOUOUGU. 
Augustus  Frederick  Godson. 

WORCESTER  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  George  Higginson  Allsopp. 


West  Eiding,  Sontkem  Part. 

MoRLEY  Division, 

Charles  George  Milnes-Gaskell. 

Normanton  Division, 
Benjamin  Pickard. 

CoLNE  Valley  Division, 
Henry  Frederick  Beaumont. 

Holmpirth  Division, 
Henry  Joseph  Wilson. 

Barnsley  Division, 
Courtney  Stanhope  Kenny. 

Halla^ishire  Division, 

Sir  Frederick  Thorpe  Mappin,  bt. 

Rotuerham  Division, 
Arthur  Herbert  Dyke  Acland. 

DoNCASTER  Division, 
Hon.  W.  Henry  W.  FitzwOliam. 


Zitt  of 

Yo&x — coni. 

West  Eiding,  Eastern  Part, 
RiPON  Division, 
John  Lloyd  Wharton. 

Otley  Divisiow, 
John  Barran. 

Barkston  Ash  Division, 
Colonel  Hobert  Gunter. 

OsooLDORoss  Division, 
John  Austin. 

PuDSEY  Division, 
Briggs  Priestley. 

Spen  Valley  Division, 
Joseph  Woodhead. 

BRADFORD  BOROUGH. 
West  Division^ 
Alfred  Ulinpworth. 

Central  Division, 
Right  Hon.  John  George  Shaw  Ijefevre. 

East  Division^ 
Henry  Byron  Reed. 

DEWSBURY  BOROUGH. 
Mark  Oldroyd. 

HALIFAX   BOROUGH. 

Thomas  Shaw. 

Rt.  Hon.  James  Stansfeld. 

HUDDERSFIELD  BOROUGH. 
William  Summers. 

KINGSTON-UI*ON-HULL   BOROUGH. 
Hast  Division^ 
Frederick  Brent  Grotrian. 

Central  Division, 
Henry  Seymour  King. 

West  Division, 
Charles  Henry  Wilson. 

LEEDS  BOROUGH. 
North  Division, 
William  Lawies  Jackson. 

Central  Division, 
Gerald  WilUam  Balfour. 

Mast  Division, 
John  Lawrence  Gane. 

WeU  Division, 
Herbert  John  Gladstone. 

South  Division, 
Et.  Hon.  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  K.C.B. 

MIDDLES  BO  ROUGH  BOROUGH. 
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York — co7U, 

PONTEFRACT  BOROUGH. 
Hon.  Rowland  Winn. 


SCARBOROUGH  BOROUGH. 
Joshua  Rowntree. 

SHEFFIELD  BOROUGH. 

Attercliffe  Division^ 

Hon.  Bernard  John  Seymour  Coleridge. 

Brightside  Division, 
Rt.  Hon.  Anthony  John  Mundella. 

Central  Division, 
Charles  Edward  Howard  Vincent,  C.B. 

Hallam  Division, 
Charles  Beilby  Stuart- Wortley. 

EccUsall  Division, 
EUis  Ashmead-Bartlett. 

WAKEFIELD  BOROUGH. 
Sir  Edward  Green,  bt. 

YORK  BOROUGH. 

Alfred  Edward  Pease. 
Frank  Lock  wood. 


WALES. 


ANGLESEA. 
Thomas  Lewis. 

BRECKNOCK. 
WiUiam  FuUer  Maitland. 

CARDIGAN. 
WiUiam  Bowen  Rowlands. 

CARMARTHEN. 

Easte&n  Division, 
David  Pugh. 

Western  Division, 
Walter  Rice  HoweU  PoweU. 

CARMARTHEN  BOROUGH. 

Sir    Emile    Algernon    Arthur    Keppp^ 
Stepney-Cowell,  bt. 

CARNARVON. 

Southern  or  Eifion  Division, 
John  Bryn  Roberts. 

Northern  or  Arfon  Division, 
William  Rathbone. 

CARNARVON  BOROUGH. 

Edmund  Swetenham. 


£W< 


I     it 


jKutHiMi  H-^gt  ^Mfiw 


Oeubul  £cvsi€  J; 


hjff  Af:*»vjiuts^  ^jaiy^^  C«n^w?   sc 


CJLEIOW, 


;>y,  feyfi^^  M*!iJr.aa:^ 


UTIKUSO. 
h^¥0fk  Omim7  l>Mf/u. 


or 


fAiXik%  ViXl%\Cl  Of 
WtMM^  UWTKICJ  or  BCftGHS. 

Kf.THEKLAKD. 

WIOTON, 
Hif  Um^mi  I!«mIim>»  MuweO^  bt 


CLABK 

East  Giaxx  DmsBoSp 
BidiardCax. 

Wxarr  Giaxx 
Jordan. 


OOBK. 

XoBTH  0(utK  Dinsias« 
duistopher  Fljnn. 

Nokih-East  Coek  DnriBKiar, 


IRELAVD. 

ANTRIM. 

KffM-H  AwruiM  I>iriiioir, 
Mir  fUtarim  VAmntA  Ij^min^  bt, 

Mif/  AjrrftfM  IhrimoM^ 
WfU.  Wp\mi  TimrmiH  (ySmll 

VikWf  knrutu  \)irinion, 
Oii|4«iifi  iMH»m  Murtin  M'Oalincmt. 

H^/f/'/ff  AivTuiAf  I>fVf«ioy, 

MwmA  H«mu<il  W<wloy  do  Oobain. 
WiUiftiA  JolifmUm. 

iV#rM  jV#{rM/  DMtion, 
Sir  WllllMA  BwArt^  bt. 


W 

Mm  CoEK  Dmaioir, 
Dr.  Charles  Keams  Deaae  Tamiflr. 

East  Coek  Dmaioa^y 
,  William  John  Lane. 

I  WsflT  OoBK  DnriBiosr, 

Jamee  Oilhool j. 

South  Oo&k  Dmaios, 
Joseph  Edward  Kenny. 

South-East  Cork  Dmsiov, 
John  Hooper. 

CORK  CITY. 

Charles  Stewart  Famell. 
Manrioe  Healy. 

DOI^EGAL. 

NoBTH  DoHEGAL  DlYISIOlTy 

James  Edward  O'Doherty. 

West  Donsoal  Division, 
Patrick  O'Hea. 

East  Donegal  DiYisioiCy 
Arthur  O'Connor. 

SoTTTH  DOHIGAL  DlVISIOH, 

John  Gordon  Swift  Mao  Neill 


DOWN. 

NoBTH  Down  Diyision, 
Colonel  Thomas  Waring. 

East  Down  Division, 
Hichard  William  Blackwood  £er. 

West  Down  Division, 
Eight  Hon.  Lord  Arthur  Hill. 

South  Down  Division, 
Michael  McCartan. 

NEWRY  BOROUGH. 
Justin  Huntly  McCarthy. 

DUBLIN. 
North  Dublin  Division, 
John  Joseph  Clancy,  M.A. 

South  Dublin  Division, 
Sir  Thomas  Henry  Grattan  Esmonde,  bt. 

DUBLIN  CITY. 
College  Green  Divtsian, 
Timothy  Daniel  Sullivan. 

Dublin  ffarhour  Dtviiian, 
Timothy  Charles  Harrington. 

St,  Stephen^ i  Oreen  Divieion, 
Thomas  Alexander  Dickson. 

St.  Patrick^ »  DivUum^ 
William  Martin  Murphy. 

DUBLIN  UNIVERSITY. 

Et.  Hon.  David  Robert  Plunket,  LL.D. 
Dodgson  Hamilton  Madden. 

FERMANAGH. 
NoBTM  Fermanagh  Division, 
William  Hoey  Kearney  Redmond. 

South  Fermanagh  Division, 
Henry  Campbell. 

QALWAT. 
Connemara  Division, 
Patrick  James  Foley. 

North  Galway  Division, 
Colonel  John  Philip  Nolan. 

East  Galway  Division, 
Mathew  Harris. 

South  Galway  Division, 
David  Sheehy. 

GALWAY  TOWN. 

John  Flaknton. 
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Memlhere, 

KERBT. 

North  EIerrt  Division, 
John  Stack. 

West  EIerrt  Division, 
Edward  Harrington. 

South  Kerry  Division, 
Denis  Kilbride. 

East  Kerbt  Division, 
Jeremiah  Daniel  Sheehan. 

KILDARE. 

North  Kildabe  Division, 
James  Laurence  Carew. 

South  Kildare  Division, 
James  Leahy. 

KILKENNY. 

North  Kilkenny  Division, 
Edward  P.  Mulhallen  Marum. 

South  Kilkenny  Division, 
Patrick  Alexander  Chance. 

KILKENNY  CITY. 
Thomas  Quinn. 

KING'S  COUNTY. 

Birr  Division, 
Bernard  Charles  MoUoy. 

TULLAMORE  DIVISION, 

Dr.  Joseph  Francis  Fox. 

LEITRIM. 

North  Lsxtbim  Division, 
Michael  Conway. 

South  Lbitrim  Division, 
Luke  Patrick  Hayden. 

LIMERICK. 

West  Limsriok  Division, 
William  Abraham. 

East  Limerick  Division, 
John  Finuoane. 

LIMERICK  CITY. 
Francis  A.  O'Keefe. 

LONDONDEBRT. 

North  Derry  Division, 
Henry  Lyle  Mulholland. 

South  Dbrry  Division, 
Thomas  Lea. 

LONDONDERRY  OITY. 

Tiiftin  M<Oarthy. 


I 


\ 


Hmodij  MkkaisI  B^j. 


James  J.  Fnzzvrmld. 


XoKTH  Lens  DCTZSSSSW^ 


Thomas  Pasnck  GO. 

MAYO. 

Daniel  CHUt. 

WiafT  Mato  Dmsxns. 
John  DeasT. 

East  Mato  Dmszos. 
John  Dilloa. 

South  Mato  Dmsxos, 
Jamea  Frederick  Xarier  (XBrien. 


North  Mzath  Dirmos, 
Heree  Mahonj. 

South  Mxath  Thvuaam^ 
Edward  Sheil. 

MONAGHAN. 

NoBTH  Mosaghas  DrvmoSy 
Patrick  f/Brien. 

South  Mosaghajt  Diyisioh, 
Sir  Joaeph  Neale  McKenna,  knt. 

QUEEN'S  COUNTY. 

OsaoET  DiYiaiosiy 
William  Archibald  Maodonald. 

Lsix  Dnnsiov, 
Bichard  D&lor. 

BOSCOMMON. 
Nokth  Bosookmov  Dnnaiov, 
Jamaa  J.  O'Kellj. 

South  B^iSCOMMoir  DiYisioir, 
Androw  Commina. 

SIJGO. 

NoETH  Slioo  Dnnsiov, 
P«tor  McDonald. 

South  Slioo  Ditisioit, 
Edmund  Leamy. 


JoZcL  ty  Ccnanr. 


No 

EriKBcHasd 


Wmiam  Ja=i<«  BernoUa. 


OVw 


Thomas  Wallace  BoasdL 

WATEBFOBD. 
West  Wateeiobd  Dirmmm, 
Jasper  Dong^  ISne. 

East  Wazkbided  DmanxE, 
Patrick  Joaeph  Pover. 

WATERFORD  CITT, 
Bichazd  Power. 


WE8TMEATH. 

Nosth  Wbstmxath  Dmsiojtf 
Jamee  Toite. 

South  WEsniBATH  Dinaiow, 
Donal  SuHiTan. 

WEXPOBD. 

North  Wexpoed  Diyisioh^ 
John  Edward  Bedmond. 

South  Wexford  Diyisiok, 
John  Barry. 

WIOKLOW. 

West  Wioelow  Diyisiov, 
Garrett  Michael  Byrne. 

East  Wicklow  Divisioe, 
William  Joseph  Corbet. 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN   THE 
FOWSTB    SSSSIOK    OF    THE     TWXITTT-FOUSTS   PaRLIAMSST  OT  THE 

United  Kingdom  of  G&bat  BsiTAiif  and  Isbland 
appointed  to  meet  5  auqdst,  1886,  in  the  fiftieth 
Yeab  of  the  Reign  of 

HER   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTORIA. 


FIRST    VOLUME     OF    SESSION    1889.        [March  1. 


No.  I.] 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Thurtday,  21ii  February,  1889. 


THE  PARLIAMENT,  which  had  been 
prorogued  anccessiTel;  from  the 
24th  day  of  December,  IB8B,  to  the  Slat 
da;  of  Januar;,  1869;  thence  to  the 
2l8t  day  of  February,  18H9,  met  this 
day  for  the  despatch  of  Public  Business. 

The  Session  was  opened  by  Commis- 
sion. 

The  Hodse  of  Peerb  bein^  met ; 

Tbb  LORD  CHANOELLOE  ac- 
quainted  the  House, 

"  That  Her  Majesty,  not  thinkiDK  it  fit  to  be 
penonallf  pr««ent  hen  Uua  day,  hu  been 
l^eaaed  to  onae  ■  Commudon  to  b«  iuiied 
onder  the  Great  Seal,  in  order  to  the  openiuK 

Then  Five  oft     Lob     OoMUssiomaa 
ly,  Th(  J       '  <      souLOK  (Lord 
Halsburyj ;  V  sbsook.  The 

VOL.  OOOX 1     n.    [tbiu>  bkbibb.] 


Easl  of  EnrroBE,  The  Earl  of  LATHOUi 
and  V18OO0NT  Cross— being  in  their 
Bobes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  placed 
between  the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack, 
commanded  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the 
Black  Bod  to  let  the  Couuons  know 
'*  The  Lords  Commissioners  desire  their 
immediate  Attendance  in  this  House, 
to  hear  the  Commission  read." 

Who  being  at  the  Bar,  with  their 
Speaker ; — The  Commission  was  read  by 
the  Clerk ;— Then 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 
The  LOED  CH  ANCELLOE  delirered 
Heb  Majesty's  Speech  to  both  Kousea 
of  Parliament,  as  follows  : — 
"  My  Lord»,  and  Gentltmm, 
"During  the  brief  period   that  has 
elapsed  since  the  close  of  the  last  Ses- 
sion, nothing  has  taken  place  to  affect 
the  cordial  relations  which  exist  between 
Myself  and  other  Powers. 

"  The  operations  which  had  been  sao. 
oesef  ally  oompleted  in  Egypt  a  few  day* 
B 


Th$  Quesn^i 
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Speech. 


before  the  last  Prorogation  have  effected 
the  object  for  which  they  were  under- 
taken, and  I  see  no  ground  for  appre- 
hending the  renewal  of  disturbance  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Suakim.  The 
negotiations  which  I  had  directed  to  be 
opened  with  the  Eulers  of  Thibet  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  encroachment  on 
my  rights  over  the  territory  of  Sikkim 
have  not  as  yet  been  brought  to  a 
favourable  conclusion ;  but  I  hope  that 
further  Military  operations  will  not  be 
necessary. 

^'Ihave  contented  to  take  part  in  a 
Conference  with  Germany  and  the 
United  States  at  Berlin  upon  the  affairs 
of  Samoa,  in  continuation  of  that  which 
was  recently  assembled  at  Washington. 

**  Gentlemen  of  the  Some  of  Com- 
moner 
*'  The  Estimates  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice  of  the  year  will  be  laid  before  you. 
The  unceasing  expenditure  upon  war- 
like preparation  which  has  been  incurred 
by  other  European  nations  has  rendered 
necessary  an  increase  in  the  precautions 
which  have  hitherto  been  taken  for  the 
safety  of  our  shores  and  our  commerce. 
The  counsels  by  which  other  Powers  are 
guided,  and  which  dispose  of  their  vast 
Forces,  are  at  present  uniformly  friendly 
to  this  Country  ;  but  I  have  no  right  to 
assume  that  this  condition  is  necessarily 
secure  from  the  possibility  of  change. 

«  Mf/  Zordtf  and  Gentlemen, 

''Some  portions  of  the  Bill  which 
was  presented  to  you  last  year  for 
amending  the  Local  Government  of 
England  and  Wales  were  laid  aside  in 
consequence  of  the  pressure  upon  the 
time  of  Parliament ;  and  from  the  same 
cause  it  was  found  to  be  impossible  to 
enter  upon  the  question  of  Local  Govern- 
ment for  Scotland.  Bills  dealing  with 
these  matters  will  be  laid  before  you. 

''  Your  early  attention  will  be  asked  to 
measures  for  developing  the  material 
resources  of  Lreland  and  for   amend- 


ing the  constitution  of  the  various 
tribunals  which  have  special  juris- 
diction over  real  property  in  thai 
country.  The  Statutes  which  you  have 
recently  passed  for  the  restoration  of 
order  and  confidence  in  Ireland  have 
already  been  attended  with  salutary 
results. 

'*  Legislative  provision  will  be  neces- 
sary for  executing  the  Convention  into 
which  I  have  entered  for  the  suppression 
of  bounties  on  the  exportation  of  sugar  ; 
and  also  for  completing  the  conversion 
of  the  Three  per  Cent.  Annuities.  The 
state  of  the  gold  coinage  has  for  some 
years  past  been  the  subject  of  legitimate 
complaint.  A  measure  for  restoring  it 
to  a  satisfactory  condition  will  be  laid 
before  you. 

"Though  the  Commission  which  I 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Civil 
Establishments  of  the  United  Kingdom 
has  not  yet  completed  its  labours,  it  has 
already  made  a  Beport  of  much  value, 
and  proposals  for  legislation  arising  out 
of  that  Beport  will  be  submitted  to 
you. 

**  Several  subjects  which  I  have  com- 
mended to  your  care  in  previous  years, 
but  which  the  increasing  burden  of 
your  duties  has  shut  out  from  considera- 
tion, will  be  submitted  to  you  again. 
In  this  number  will  be  included 
measures  relating  to  tithes,  for  the 
regulation  of  the  Universities  of  Scot- 
land, for  determining  the  liability  of 
employers  in  the  case  of  accidents,  for 
establishing  a  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, for  cheapening  the  transfer  of 
land,  and  for  remedying  abuses  attaching 
to  Joint  Stock  Companies  formed  under 
limited  liability. 

**  I  pray  that  the  blessing  of  Almighty 
God  may  be  with  you  in  the  discharge  of 
your  arduous  duties." 

Then  the  Commons  withdrew. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 
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Prayebs. 

Boll  of  the  Lobds — Garter  King  of 
AmiB  attending,  delivered  at  the  Table 
(in  the  usual  manner)  a  List  of  the  Lords 
Temporal  in  the  Fourth  Session  of  the 
Twenty-fourth  Parliament  of  tlie  United 
Kingdom  :  The  same  was  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  Table. 

Several  Lords— Took  the  Oath. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR 
IRELAND. 

Writs  and  Hetums  electing  the  Lord 
Oiarina  a  Bepresentative  Peer  for  Ire- 
land in  the  room  of  the  late  Earl  of 
Lucan,  deceased,  with  the  Certificate 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Lreland 
annexed  thereto,  delivered  (on  oath), 
and  Certificate  read. 

SAT  FIRST. 

Gilbert  Henry  Lord  Willoughby  de 
Eresbj,  after  the  death  of  his  mother, 
in  whose  favour  Her  Majesty  was 
pleased  to  terminate  the  abeyance  of 
the  Peerage  consequent  on  the  death  of 
Alberic  Lord  Willoughby  de  Eresby 
without  male  heirs  in  1870.- 

NEW  PEER. 

The  Bight  Honourable  Frederick 
Temple,  Earl  of  Dufferin,  G.C.B.,  K.P., 
G.M.S.I.,  G.C.M.G.,  G.M.LE.,  having 
been  created  Earl  of  Ava  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Burma,  and  Marquess  of 
Dufferin  and  Ava  in  the  County  of 
Down  and  in  Burma  aforesaid  was 
(in  the  usual  manner)  introduced. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Bipon — Took  the 
Oath  for  the  first  time. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Lincoln— Took 
the  Oath  for  the  first  time. 

REPRESENTATIVE  PEER  FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  de- 
livered a  Certificate  of  the  Clerk  of  the 
Crown  that  the  Earl  of  Lauderdale  had 
been  elected  a  representative  Peer  for 
Scotland  in  the  room  of  the  Earl  of  Mar 
and  Kellie :  Certificate  read. 

The  Earl  of  Lauderdale— Took  the 
oath. 

Skliot  Yxstbebs — Bill,  fro  formdf 
readl\ 


THE  QUEEN'S  SPEEOH. 
ADDRESS  IN  ANSWER  TO  HER 

MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS   SPEECH 

The  Queen's  Speech  reported  by  the 
Lord  Chanoellob. 

The  Earl  of  LONDESBOROUGH 
(who  wore  the  uniform  of  Honorary 
Colonel  of  the  Ist  York  Rifles):  My 
Lords,  I  rise  to  move  an  Address 
thanking  Her  Majesty  for  Her  gracious 
Speech.  I  do  so  with  diffidence,  relying 
upon  the  indulgence  always  extended  by 
your  Lordships  to  those  who  address 
your  Lordships'  House  for  the  first 
time. 

The  subject  with  which  I  will  first 
deal  is  one  that  engrosses  all  our  minds, 
and  that  is,  the  state  of  Ireland.  I 
think  it  will  be  a  great  comfort  to  the 
whole  of  this  country  to  read  that  the 
measures  that  have  been  passed  in  this 
Parliament  have  alreadv  been  of  such 
salutary  efifect  in  Ireland,  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  pro- 
duce further  measures  which  will  con- 
duce to  the  comfort  of  that  country.  It 
is  not  for  me  to  waste  your  time  by 
entering  upon  the  subject  of  Home 
Rule ;  but  I  do  think  that  the  most  elo- 
quent Unionist  could  not  possibly  bring 
forward  a  more  forcible  argument 
against  Home  Rule  than  the  horrible 
and  atrocious  murder  of  Inspector 
Martin.  I  think  Home  Rulers  them- 
selves must  feel  this,  because,  although 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  they 
endeavour  to  stir  up  indignation  (not 
with  very  great  success,  I  must  say)  on 
account  of  the  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
O'Brien,  yet  they  pass  over  this  dread- 
ful murder.  And  I  think  one  may  men- 
tion the  very  last  speech  on  this  subject 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Rose- 
bery),  who  alluded  to  it  as  a  ''  death." 
I  should  call  it  a  most  horrible  and 
atrocious  murder,  and  a  disgrace  to  the 
whole  country.  It  reflects  disgrace  upon 
those  who  brought  it  about  in  that 
sort  of  way,  and  also  on  the  whole 
country,  and  will  continue  to  do  so  on 
the  whole  country  until  the  state  of 
things  is  put  an  end  to.  The  noble 
Lord  appears  to  think  that  one  of  the 
principals  in  that  dreadful  affair  was 
what  he  called  a  **  peaceable  priest." 
I  do  not  know  how  the  noble  Lord 
found  out  that  he  was  a  peaceable 
priest,  because  certainly  his  public  form 
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does  not  show  it.    Some  time  afio  he 
was   sentenced    to   three  months"  im- 

Srisonment  for  vindicating  the  Plan  of 
'ampaign  ;  and,  altogether,  I  think  he 
can  hardly  be  described  as  a  peaceable 
priest.  At  any  rate,  the  noble  Lord 
appears  to  think  that  the  most  disgrace- 
ful thing  was  that  this  man  should  be 
arrested  on  his  return  from  a  serrice  at 
church.  This  priest  did  not  act  upon 
the  example  that  was  set  him  by  his 
Master  some  1 900  years  ago.  I  would  ask 
you  how  it  is  possible  that  we  should  wish 
to  entrust  the  lives  and  liberties  of  our 
fellow  subjects  to  men  like  these.  We 
Englishmen  do  not  wish  to  send  men 
where  we  would  not  go  ourselves ;  and 
who  would  like  to  be  at  the  mercy  of 
these  atrocious  ruffians  ?  I  think  even 
the  liberty  of  these  men  themselves 
would  not  be  safe.  There  is  Mr. 
O'Brien.  He  gave  the  advice  which 
tended  to  this  murder ;  he.  advised  them 
to  bring  their  sticks  with  them — that 
with  their  sticks  they  would  be  a  match 
for  the  constables.  They  did  bring 
their  sticks,  and  the  deplorable  result 
we  have  seen.  But  this  is  not  all. 
A  letter  written  by  Mr.  Eussell  has  ap- 
peared in  the  Timei.  We  have  seen  no 
contradiction  of  it ;  and  it  appears  that 
in  the  month  of  August  Mr.  O'Brien 
wrote  saying  that  it  was  most  necessary 
to  show  Mr.  Balfour  that  his  troubles  in 
Lreland  were  only  beginning.  This  was 
in  the  month  of  August ;  in  the  month 
of  September,  directly  after  that,  the 
outrages  commenced  ;  in  October  there 
were  six,  in  November  four,  and  in 
December  six,  showing  the  great  efifect 
of  these  meetings.  Is  it  to  be  wondered 
at  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  after- 
wards directed  that  he  should  be  prose- 
cuted ?  Considering  all  that  he  had  said 
with  respect  to  the  treatment  of  land 
grabbers,  and  considering  how  all  these 
people  have  been  murdered,  I  think  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  have  acted 
in  the  most  disgraceful  way  if  they  had 
not  taken  notice  of  these  speeches  of 
Mr.  O'Brien.  But  some  advocates  of 
Home  Rule  appear  to  think  that  because 
a  man  is  well  brought  up  he  ought  to 
be  treated  in  a  different  way  from  one 
who  has  not  had  his  advantages.  I  think 
it  is  just  the  reverse.  Because  a  man  is 
well  brought  up  he  ought  to  know  how 
to  behave,  and  he  ought  not  to  encourage 
acts  of  this  kind.  When  the  meetings 
were  proclaimed  the  outragesdiminished. 
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I  feel  certain  that  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  pursue  the  course  they  have 
taken,  of  administering  justice  with  firm- 
ness, in  course  of  time  these  outrages 
will  cease.  As  a  proof  of  that  I  may 
point  to  the  improvement  in  the  deposits 
in  Savings  Banks.  I  say  that  the  out- 
rages have  diminished,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  only  great  cause  of 
complaint  that  Home  Bulers  can  bring 
is  tlus  imprisonment  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  and 
that  instead  of  being  taken  to  prison  in 
a  first-class  carriage,  he  was  removed  in 
a  second.  I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  continue  to  administer  justice 
in  the  same  firm  way  that  they  have 
done  hitherto. 

The  next  most  important  subject  is 
the  announcement  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend  to  do  something 
towards  the  National  Defences.  Nothing 
would  produce  more  fearful  results  to 
this  country  than  a  general  war  hap- 
pening and  this  country  being  unpre- 
pared; and  I  feel  sure  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  not  appeal  in  vain  to 
the  patriotism  of  the  country  for  its 
defence.  We  must  remember  that  this 
country  is  peculiarly  situated,  and  that 
we  are  dependent,  not  only  for  our 
comforts  and  the  luxuries  of  life,  but 
also  for  the  mere  necessaries  of  life, 
upon  foreign  countries  ;  and  it  is  there- 
fore necessary,  not  only  that  our  coasts 
should  be  defended,  but  that  also  the 
ocean  highways  should  be  made  safe 
for  our  vessels.  Our  o  'sts  are  inhabi- 
ted by  the  finest  sea- going  population 
in  the  world,  men  who  hold  their  lives 
in  their  hands  when  they  go  out,  and 
who  are  at  all  times  ready  to  risk  their 
lives  in  defending  the  State  and  the 
safety  of  their  wives  and  families.  When 
they  do  this  I  think  it  is  necessary  that 
they  should  be  able  to  trust  the  ships 
they  have  to  man,  and  the  guns  they 
have  to  fire.  It  is  only  fair  that  the 
whole  of  the  country  which  enjoys  this 
safety  should  provide  these  things  for 
its  defence.  There  is  another  thing 
that  we  must  remember,  and  that  is  that 
the  money  will  not  altogether  be  spent 
in  vain,  but  it  will  be  spent  in  this  coun- 
try for  the  benefit  of  the  whole  of  the 
population. 

I  think  the  country  may  be  congratu- 
lated upon  having  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  the  noble  Marquis,  by 
whom  our  foreign  relations  are  so  satis- 
factorily controlled,   and    if   the  me(|- 
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sores  tliat  are  promised  by  the  Ooyem- 
ment  are  only  considered  on  their  merits, 
and  not  opposed  merely  beoause  they 
are  brought  in  by  a  Conservative  Gov- 
ernment, I  think  they  will  certainly  be 
passed,  with  very  great  advantage  to 
the  country,  and  for  the  public  benefit. 
My  Lords,  I  will  conclude  by  moving 
that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  thanking  Her  Majesty 
for  Her  Majesty's  most  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  as  follows  :— 

**  Most  Gracious  Sovereign, 

**  We,  Your  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal 
Subjects,  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal  in 
Parliament  assembled,  beg  leave  to  offer  our 
humble  thanks  to  your  Majesty  for  the  Most 
Gracious  Speech  which  your  Majesty  has  ad- 
dressed to  both  Houses  of  Parliament : 

**  We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  the 
information  that  during  the  brief  period  that 
has  elapsed  since  the  close  of  the  last  Session 
nothing  has  taken  place  to  affect  the  cordial 
relations  which  exist  between  Your  Majesty 
and  other  Powers. 

"  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  the  opera- 
tions which  had  been  successfully  completed  in 
Egypt  a  few  days  before  the  last  Prorogation, 
have  effected  the  object  for  which  they  were 
undertaken,  and  that  Your  Majesty  sees  no 
ground  for  apprehending  the  renewal  o  dis- 
turbance in  the  neighbourhood  of  Suakin. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  the  negotiations  which  Your  Majesty  had 
directed  to  be  opened  with  the  Rulers  of  Thibe 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  encroachment 
on   Your   Majesty's  rights   over  the  territory 
of  Sikkim  have  not  as  yet  been  brought  to  a 
favourable  conclusion,  but  that  Your  Majesty 
liopes*that  further  military  operations  will  no^ 
be  necessary. 

"  We  humbly  thank  your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  your  Majesty  has  consented  to  take 
part  in  a  Conference  with  Germany  and  the 
United  States  at  Berlin  upon  the  affairs  of 
Samoa,  in  continuation  of  that  which  was 
recently  assembled  at  Washington. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  some  portions  of  the  Bill  which  was  pre- 
sented to  us  last  year  for  amending  the  Local 
Government  of  England  and  Wales  were  laid 
aside  in  consequence  of  the  pressure  upon  the 
time  of  Parliament,  and  that  from  the  same 
cause  it  was  found  to  be  impossible  to  enter 
upon  the  question  of  Local  Government  for 
Sootiand:  and  that  Bilk  dealing  with  these 
jnatten  will  be  laid  before  us. 


**We|humbly  thank  rS'onr  Majesty  for  in* 
fonning^^us  that  our  attention  will  be  asked 
to  measures  for  developing  the  material  re- 
sources of  Ireland,  and  for  anlending  the  con- 
stitution of  the  various  tribunals  which  have 
special  jurisdiction  over  real  property  in  that 
country.  We  learn  with  satisfaction  that  the 
Statutes  which  we  have  recently  passed  for  the 
restoration  of  order  and  confidence  in  Ireland 
have  already  been  attended  with  salutary 
results. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  inform- 
ing us  that  legislative  provision  will  be  necessary 
for  executing  the  Oonvention  into  which  Your 
Majesty  has  entered  for  the  suppression  of 
bounties  on  the  exportation  of  sugar,  and  also 
for  completing  the  conversion  of  the  Three  per 
Cent.  Annuities ;  that  the  state  of  the  gold 
coinage  has  for  some  years  past  been  the  subject 
of  legitimate  complaint,  and  that  a  measure  for 
restoring  it  to  a  satisfactory  condition  will  be 
laid  before  us. 

**We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  though  the  Commission  which 
Your  Majesty  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Civil 
Establishments  of  the  United  Kingdom  has 
not  yet  completed  its  labours,  it  has  already 
made  a  Report  of  much  value,  and  that  pro- 
posals for  legislation  arising  out  of  that  Report 
will  be  submitted  to  us. 

**  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  several  subjects  which  Your  Majesty  com- 
mended to  our  care  in  previous  years,  but  which 
the  increasing  burden  of  our  duties  has  shut 
out  from  consideration,  will  be  submitted  to  us 
again,  that  in  this  number  will  be  included 
Measures  relating  to  tithes,  for  the  regulation 
of  the  Universities  of  Scotland,  for  determin- 
ing the  liability  of  employers  in  the  case  of 
accidents,  for  establishing  a  Department  of 
Agriculture,  for  cheapening  the  Transfer  of 
Land,  and  for  remedying  abuses  attaching  to 
Joint  Stock  Companies  formed  under  limited 
liability. 

**  We  humbly  assure^your  Majesty  that  our 
careful  consideration  shall  be  given  to  the  sub- 
jects which  Your  Majesty  has  recommended  to 
our  attention,  and  to  the  Measures  which  may 
be  submitted  to  us ;  and  we  earnestly  trust  tha  t 
with  regard  to  these  and  all  other  matters  per- 
taining to  our  functions  the  keeping  and  guid- 
ance of  Almighty  God  may  be  vouchsafed  to 
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XoRD  PENEHYN  (who  was  attired 
in  the  uniform  of  a  Deputy  Lieutenant)  : 
My  Lords,  I  beg  to  second  the  adoption 
of  the  Address  to  Her  Majesty.    I  must 
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mIc  jour  Lorddnps'  eonodentioii  fat 
anj  ahortoofiiings  winch  tlieve  nuij  be 
in  the  petfotnuuioe  of  the  duty  whidi  I 
liETe  the  lumoar  of  bemg  entrusted 
with.  I  trust  also  that  I  maj  not 
infringe  an j  of  the  Rolee  of  this  Hoose 
in  m  J  attempt  to  deal  with  some  of  the 
topies  which  hare  been  menticmed. 

Mj  Lordsy  we  are  informed  that  the 
relations  existing  between  this  eoontrj 
and  Foreign  Powers  are  on  terms  of 
eordialitj.  I  think  that  is  a  proof  of 
the  abilitj  and  tact  with  which  matters 
rdating  to  Foreign  Afiairs  continue  to  be 
eondsK^ed  bj  Her  Majesty's  Gorem- 
menlltishi^blj  satisfactory  to  know  that 
the  military  operations  condocted  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Soakim  hare  been  so 
soccossfnl  that  the  enemy  hare  been 
obliged  to  withdraw.  It  is  also  to  be 
hoped  that  the  diplomatic  representa- 
tions made  to  the  Balers  of  Thibet  will 
settle  the  difficulty  abont  Sikkim,  and 
will  obriate  the  necessity  of  resorting 
to  arms. 

I  hope  that  the  Conference  which  is 
to  take  place  in  Berlin  on  the  Afiairs  of 
Samoa  will  bring  about  an  amicable 
settlement  of  tluit  rather  triangular 
difficulty  which  is  shared  by  this 
country,  Germany,  and  the  United 
States.  I  am  sure  that  a  solution  of 
that  question  will  be  acceptable  to  your 
Lordships. 

I  think  that  in  the  consideration  of 
Home  Afiairs,  the  subject  of  National 
Defence  deservedly  takes  precedence  in 
order  ot  importance.  The  paragraph 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  which 
snnounoes  that  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Maiesty's  Ooremment  to  take 
additional  steps  for  the  defence  of  our 
shores  and  commerce  will,  I  am  sure, 
be  read  with  gratifusation  by  all  who 
care  about  the  security  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions.  I  think  I  may  say  also 
that  the  prospect  of  additional  strength 
being  giren  to  the  NaTy  is  welcome. 
In  my  opinion  our  Nayy  ought  to  be 
conspicuous  for  its  strength,  and  al- 
though the  putting  of  our  ^fences  upon 
a  better  footing  wul  involve  the  expendi- 
ture of  a  large  sum  of  money,  I  sincerely 
hope  that  those  who  are  responsible  for 
our  Naval  Administration  will  not  allow 
any  motive  of  parsimony  to  weigh  with 
thsm.  Of  course  it  is  possible  that  an 
addition  to  the  strength  of  our  war 
vessels  will  entail  a  heavy  outlay,  and 
if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  asks 
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tcft  the  means  I  hope  he  wiU  have  no 
difficulty  about  that. 

My  Lords,  the  subject  of  the  Local 
Government  Bill,  and  the  extension  of 
it  to  Scotland  next  requires  some  atten- 
tion, and  with  your  permission  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  how  the 
matter  studs.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
the  Local  Government  Bill  will  in 
many  parts  of  England  admirably  re- 
place tiie  old  form  of  County  Govern- 
ment, but  I  have  misgivings  as 
to  its  succees  elsewhere.  In  Wales,  for 
instance,  where  what  I  may  call  such  an 
advanced  school  of  politicians  exists  as 
is  seldom  to  be  met  with  out  of  Ireland, 
the  light  in  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  is  regarded  is  prindpaUy  that 
it  has  been  brought  into  existence  for 
the  purpose  of  being  used  like  a  machine 
in  a  paper-mill,  which  breaks  up  every- 
thing. In  my  humble  opinion,  the  in- 
ventor of  the  machine  forgot  to  provide 
a  strong  self-acting  brake,  for  the  want 
of  which  it  may  perhaps  work  at  a 
dangerous  rate.  It  may  be  that  it  is 
intended  that  the  body  of  Aldermen 
should  act  as  a  check  by  constituting 
something  like  a  second  and  superior 
Chamber ;  and  if  a  higher  standard  of 
qualification  had  been  required  for  Alder- 
men than  for  elected  Councillors  perhaps 
it  would  have  been  welL  But  as  it  is, 
there  is  ground  for  anxiety  at  the  pros- 
pect of  the  extension  of  this  Act,  when 
already,  for  instance,  we  see  that  in  a 
great  part  of  Wales  all  magistrates  are, 
practically  speaking,  entirely  excluded 
from  the  position  of  Aldermen;  and 
when  there  is  hardly  anything,  as  far 
as  I  can  see,  to  prevent  Aldermen  being 
chosen  whose  status  will  not  inspire 
confidence,  I  think  there  is  reason  for 
anxiety  on  that  account.  It  is  a  matter 
of  notoriety  that  a  majority  of  those 
who  are  placed  in  authority  by  this  Act 
have  entered  into  an  alliance  with  the 
Pamellite  Party,  and  there  is  reason 
to  apprehend  danger  from  such  a 
combination. 

My  Lords,  I  have  expressed  my  own 
views  to  you  fully.  I  hope  the  House 
will  forgive  me,  but  I  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  pointing  out  to  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  what  I  imagine  may  pos- 
sibly be  important.  In  that  paragraph  of 
the  Speech  which  relates  to  Ireland  it  is 
refreshing  to  find  that  the  development 
of  the  material  resources  of  the  country 
is  the  subject  to  which  our  attention  is 
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almost  exelusiyely  directed.  I  have 
always  thought  that  in  the  government 
of  Ireland  there  should  be  a  tight  rein 
with  a  light  hand — a  hand  so  light  as 
not  to  interfere  in  the  least  with  liberty 
and  legitimate  action,  but  a  rein  so 
tight  as  to  stop  at  once  the  slightest 
indication  of  turbulence.  In  my  opinion, 
this  is  just  the  sort  of  policy  which  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  are  successfully 
pursuing. 

Then  we  are  told  that  it  is  intended 
to  establish  an  Agricultural  Department. 
I  may  also  perhaps  be  permitted  to  say 
that  the  Tithe  Bill  will  do  away  with 
what  has  been  regarded  as  a  grievance 
by  some  minds.  I  think  it  will  have  a 
beneficial  effect,  and  that  it  will  be  wel- 
comed by  all  except  those  who  will  con- 
sider that  by  the  passing  of  such  an  Act 
they  will  lose  apeirt  of  the  stock-in-trade 
which  they  use  for  political  agitation. 
In  conclusion,  I  beg  to  thank  your  Lord- 
ships for  the  indulgence  which  you 
h&vo  sho^^n 

♦Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  the 
fact  of  my  having  had  the  honour  of 
moving  the  first  Address  to  the  Queen 
in  the  beginning  of  Her  Majesty's  pros- 
perous and  beneficent  reign,  and  of  my 
having  had  the  opportunity  since  then 
of  hearing  most  of  the  speeches  made 
on  such  occasions,  has  encouraged  me, 
especially  lately,  from  time  to  time  to 
offer  my  very  sincere  compliments  to 
noble  Lords  who  have  recently  taken 
their  seats  in  this  House  and  who  have 
moved  or  seconded  the  Address.  My  noble 
Friend  opposite,  who  moved,  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  seconded  the  Address, 
although  they  still  seem  very  young  to 
me^  have  had  very  considerable  Parlia- 
mentary experience,  and  I  should  think 
it  highly  presumptuous  on  my  part  to 
offer  them  congratulations  which,  in 
other  circumstances,  I  should  give.  No- 
thing could  be  more  temperate  than  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  seconded 
the  Address.  With  regard  to  my  noble 
Friend,  his  manner  was  a  little  more 
aggressive  against  his  old  political 
Friends  than  is  usual  on  these  occa- 
sions, but  I  do  not  in  the  least;  complain 
of  that.  During  the  very  short  Becess 
some  melancholy  events  have  occurred. 
The  death  of  the  Crown  Prince  of 
Austria  had  all  the  elements  of  the  con- 
centrated sadness  of  a  Greek  tragedy. 
The  light  which  so  fiercely  beats  upon 
a  throne  exposes  its  occupants  to  much 


criticism  on  minute  subjects,  but  the 
same  circumstances  extend  the  circle 
of  sympathy  beyond  what  can  be  the 
case  as  to  the  grief  of  private  indi- 
viduals. I  am  quite  sure  that  there 
is  no  country  more  than  this  in  which 
such  genuine  sympathy  has  been  felt 
for  the  illustrious  occupants  of  the 
dual  throne  of  Austria  and  Hungary 
and  their  widowed  Crown  Princess.  A 
remarkable  figure  has  disappeared  from 
this  House.  Lord  Eversley  attained 
his  great  Parliamentary  reputation  in 
another  place.  I  do  not  know  any  one 
who  more  completely  earned  the  respect 
and  esteem  of  both  sides  of  this  House 
than  he  did.  Becent  incidents  have 
convinced  me  of  the  truth  of  the  maxim 
that  it  is  better  not  to  condemn  people 
until  you  have  heard  their  defence. 
During  the  last  few  weeks  I  read  in  a 
paper  of  g^eat  reputation  that  I  had 
spent  my  autumn  in  training  blood- 
hounds, but  I  must  inform  your  Lord- 
ships that  that  statement  is  quite 
without  'foundation.  Again,  I  have 
seen  it  stated  that  a  Secretary  of  State 
had  declared  that  I,  as  Secretary  of 
State,  had  invited  the  Italians  to  take 
Massowah,  and  that,  I  may  also  say,  was 
entirely  without  foundation.  It  was  also 
reported  that  Admiral  Maxse  had  re- 
vealed a  State  secret  to  an  astonished 
world  with  regard  to  proposals  made  by 
Lord  Odo  Bussell  to  me  respecting  a  sug- 
gested mediation  on  the  part  of  England 
between  France  and  Germany  at  the 
time  of  the  Franco- German  War,  a 
mediation  which  the  German  Govern- 
ment was  prepared  to  accept,  and  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  and  I  are  guilty  of  the 
prolongation  of  the  war.  Lord  Odo 
Kussell  never  left  Versailles  till  after 
the  peace.  There  is  no  such  despatch. 
The  genuine  despatches  which  were  pub- 
lished show  that  Lord  Odo' s  language  was 
exactly  in  the  opposite  direction.  I  need 
scarcely  say  that  there  is  no  foundation 
for  this  statement  either.  With  regard 
to  foreign  affairs,  I  notice  two  omissions 
from  the  Queen's  Speech,  one  of  which 
is  doubtless  due  to  inadvertence.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  ratification  of  a  very 
important  document  with  regard  to  the 
Suez  Canal  has  ever  been  communicated 
to  Parliament.  No  doubt  this  omission 
is  due  to  inadvertence.  But  the  other 
omission  is  one  I  am  surprised  at,  as  it 
is  a  question  creating  a  great  deal  of 
sensation  in  the   country — I    refer  to 
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Zannbar.  In  regard  to  this  there  are 
two  questions,  one  with  respect  to  the 
delimitation  of  territory  under  our 
influence,  and  the  other  relating  to  the 
joint  operations  to  put  down  the  slare 
trade.  There  was,  I  believe,  a  Delimi- 
tation Oommission,  and  I  do  not  know 
why  it  was  abandoned,  but  I  beliere  the 
matter  was  afterwards  settled  between 
our  Foreign  Office  and  that  at  Berlin. 
It  would  have  been  impossible  for  this 
country,  after  all  that  it  has  done  during 
this  century  to  diminish  the  slave  trade, 
and  haying  constantly  complained  of 
other  countries  not  taking  their  due 
share  of  this  work,  to  withhold  its  assist- 
ance ^m  any  country  engaged  in  such 
an  underta£ing,  eyen  though  such 
country  might  also  haye  other  aims. 
The  greatest  care  and  caution,  howeyer, 
should  be  exercised  in  carrying  out  any 
such  arrangement.  The  noble  Marquess 
at  the  end  of  last  Session  gave  us  some 
satisfactory  explanations  which  I  trust 
he  may  be  able  to  supplement  this  eyen- 
ing,  or  at  an  early  date.  We  should 
also  be  glad  to  obtain  further  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  recent  incidents  with 
regard  to  Samoa  between  Germany  and 
the  United  States.  I  haye  no  doubt  a 
conference  is  a  wise  thing,  and  that  the 
duty  of  this  country  is  to  act  in  the  most 
friendly  way  towards  Germany  and  the 
United  States  with  a  due  regard  to  our 
own  interests  in  the  matter.  But 
there  was  a  conference  under  Mr. 
Gladstone ;  what  became  of  it  ?  With 
regard  to  Suakin,  I  must  congratulate 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
House  on  the  brilliant  manner  in  which 
the  recent  short  military  expedition  was 
carried  out.  I  may  obsenre  that  we  were 
at  one  time  seyerely  censured  for  not 
making  greater  progress  with  regard  to 
Suakin;  but  as  far  as  I  can  see  it 
does  not  appear  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  of  late  made  greater 
progress  in  regard  to  that  port.  Not 
long  ago  we  were  informed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  that  the  next 
war  would  be  the  bloodiest  ever  known 
— that  it  was  certain  and  imminent. 
Well,  he  said  it  was  certain  to  come 
sooner  or  later,  and  he  thought  sooner 
rather  than  later — and  that  is  very  like 
its  being  imminent.  I  hope  the  noble 
Marquess  will  be  able  to  tell  us  that  he 
does  not  support  the  view  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  With  regard  to  the 
references   in   Her  Majesty's  gracious 
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Speech  touching   the    expenditure  on 
national  defences,  I  am  sure  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  heartilj 
supported  in  both  Houses  in  all  that  is 
clearly  shown  to  be  necessary.      I  trust, 
however,  that  no  proposal  will  be  made 
or  entertained  in  regard  to  the  Armj 
which  could  be  regarded  as  in  rivalry 
with  the  great  stemding  armies  of  the 
Continent,    whether  by  conscription  or 
by  less  heroic  means.      With  regard  to 
the  legislative  bill  of  fare,  most  of  the 
measures  referred  to  are  old  Bills  which 
we  have  known  before,  and  with  reg^ard 
to  several  of  them  I  can  promise  that 
they  will  receive  the    support    of   th« 
Opposition.      Certain    criticisms    have 
been  made  by  the  noble  seconder  of  the 
Address  upon  the   Local  Government 
Act,  and  reference  has  been  made  to  de- 
sirable   amendments  of  that    Act.      I 
hope  it  may  be  possible  for  the  noble 
Marquess,  without  going  into  details,  to 
give  us  some  indication  of  the  general 
character  of  the  alterations  which  are 
intended.     Parliament,  we  are  told,  will 
be  asked  to  sanction  the  Convention  on 
the  Sugar  Bounties.     That  Convention 
we  regard    as    retrograde  in  principle 
and    most    inconvenient    in     practice, 
and  we  shall  feel  bound  to  oppose  it. 
In  regard  to  Ireland,  I  notice  that  Ire- 
land is  to  be  entirely  excluded  from 
legislation  this  year ;  but  I  am  not  sure 
that  we  can  regard  this  as  satisfactory. 
It  is  stated  in  the  gracious  Speech,  that 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  politically  and 
materially,  is  greatly  improved,  and  I 
think   the    Government  are   bound  to 
state  why,   under   such  circumstances, 
they  still  fail  to  fulfil  all  those  promises 
of  local  government  for  Ireland  which 
were  made  by  Lord  Randolph  Churchill 
when,    as    Leader  of   the     House     of 
Commons,  he  expressed  the  opinions  of 
the  whole  Cabinet.      There  is  still  the 
burning    question    of    arrears    to    be 
settled,  for  the  Bill  dealing  with  that 
subject,  which  the  noble  Marquess  said 
never  could  be  passed — but  which  was 
passed^-contains  a  great  blot  upon  it 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  poorer  class  of 
tenants.    Any  relief  a  tenant  gets  by 
the  reduced  rcDt  is  neutralized  by  the 
arrears  of  an  unjust  rent.     I  see  there 
is  to  be  a  new  measure  with  regard 
to  the  Land  Commission  in  Ireland.     I 
think  Her  Majesty's  Government  ought 
to  be  very  careful  in  changing  a  Oonunis- 
sion  which  obtains,  more  or  less,  the 


Oonfidenoe  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  I 
am  not  onlj  talking:  of  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  but  of  UUter  as  well.  I  think 
they  will  find,  unless  they  are  very 
careful  about  framing  the  constitution 
of  that  tribunal,  the  opposition  will 
be  much  more  than  they  expect. 
The  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Address  commented  on  the  improved 
condition  of  Ireland.  Now  it  will 
be  interesting  to  know  what  the  state  of 
Ireland  is.  I  have  no  official  sources  of 
information,  and  I  have  not  been  there 
myself,  but  I  cannot  quite  accept  the 
declaration  of  the  GK)Temment  for  two 
reasons — first,  because  they  have  always 
been  very  chary  of  detailed  information 
which  we  have  asked  for,  and  secondly 
because  some  of  their  principal  members 
differ  so  entirely  as  to  what  the  state  of 
Ireland  is.  One  of  the  most  important 
statesmen  in  the  Cabinet  has  said  that 
the  National  League  is  almost  ubiquitous, 
while  another  declares  it  is  almost  put 
an  end  to.  Now  the  other  day  I  read  a 
pamphlet  by  Mr.  Pease,  who  is  well- 
known  to  your  Lordships.  He  is  a 
Liberal  and  agrees  with  me,  so  I  put  him 
on  one  side.  I  prefer  to  take  the  views 
of  a  man  who  has  established  in  the 
House  of  Oommons  a  singularly  hieh 
character,  I  mean  Mr.  L.  Oourtney.  The 
other  day  he  asked  a  question.  He 
asked  if  it  was  true  that  the  state  of  Ire- 
land was  satisfactory;  whether  it  was 
satisfactory  that  the  Government  should 
be  flouted  in  so  many  quarters  ;  whether 
one  could  observe  with  comfort  that  a 
state  bordering  on  civil  war  prevailed  ; 
whether  one  could  be  pleased  with  seeing 
this  day  a  peasant  and  the  next  day  a 
poUoeman  kiUed ;  whether  it  was  agree- 
able that  we  should  have  Members  of 
Parliament  and  priests  incarcerated  by 
the  dozen.  If  this  is  the  true  state 
of  things — and  no  one  will  deny  it 
— ^is  it  not  conclusive  against  the  noble 
Lord?  Father  M'Fadden,  trusted  and 
beloved  by  his  flock,  has  been  arrested 
when  surrounded  by  that  flock  at  the 
very  moment  when  the  Church  service 
was  finished,  and  that  ended  in  a  most 
deplorable  case  of  manslaughter  or 
murder  of  an  unfortunate  officer  who 
was  merely  doing  his  duty.  It  has  been 
stated  that  the  Grimes  Act  created  no 
new  crimes.  I  quoted  a  statement  of 
Lord  Hersohdl's,  in  which  he  deariy 
eetablifllied  tfttat  it  did  create  new  crimes, 
and  I  asked  the  noble  Marquess  to  give 


me  an  answer.  In  the  absence  of  my 
noble  Friend  (The  Earl  of  Selbome) 
he  declined  to  do  so,  though  he  had  his 
Irish  Ohancellor  on  one  side,  and  his 
English  on  -the  other.  We  have  had  a 
judicial  declaration  that  that  Act  did 
create  a  new  crime,  under  which  Mr. 
Harrington  is  condemned.  There  were 
prosecutions  for  publishing  the  doings 
of  the  National  League,  and  for 
16  months  they  had  ceased,  but  now, 
when  you  tell  us  that  Ireland  is  so  much 
improved,  you  put  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment in  prison  for  what,  no  doubt,  is  an 
illegal  act  in  Ireland,  but  which  is  done 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  by  his 
fellow  journalists  every  day  with  im- 
punity. He  was  tried  before  two  magis- 
trates, who  did  not  show  that  legal 
knowledge  which  they  might  be  expected 
to  possess,  and  who  absolutely  refused 
to  state  a  case  for  the  superior  Oourt, 
as  the  application  was  frivolous.  By 
some  means  it  was  brought  before 
the  superior  Oourt,  which  declared  that 
it  was  a  matter  which  required  most 
solemn  argument.  For  the  sake  of 
argument,  I  will  admit  that  the  O'Brien 
incidents  are  all  your  Lordships  say :  I 
will  admit  that  though  he  is  an  able  and 
eloquent  man  he  is  childish  in  his 
temper ;  I  will  admit  he  may  be,  as 
stated  in  some  of  the  London  news- 
papers, guilty  of  the  charges  now  being 
brought  against  all  the  members  of  the 
Irish  party.  But  what  is  the  upshot  of  all 
this?  The  object  of  punishment  is  to 
deter.  Mr.  O'Brien  has  been  already 
imprisoned,  and  it  has  not  deterred  him, 
and  he  has  created  immense  excitement 
in  this  country.  If  I  were  a  prisoner 
and  I  thought  I  deserved  it,  I  should 
try  to  make  myself  as  comfortable  as  I 
could.  Considering  that  going  into 
prison  confers  great  honour  upon  an  Irish 
Member,  who  is  put  upon  a  pedestal  not 
only  in  Ireland  but  in  all  the  great  cities 
of  this  country,  I  should  have  thought 
he  would  look  upon  prison  clothes  as 
robes  of  honour.  Mr.  Balfour  is  in  a 
difficult — I  think  an  impossible  position 
— but  I  think  he  makes  the  difficulties 
even  greater  than  they  are.  I  think  it 
was  Mr.  Chamberlain  who  said  that 
measures  of  repression  were  painful 
incidents  for  the  Liberal  party  and  were 
to  be  deplored,  and  I  believe  that  is  also 
^e  opinion  of  the  Government ;  but  it 
is  a  great  pity  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gh>vemment  should  give  some  sanotuNL 
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Zannbar.  In  regard  to  this  there  are 
two  questions,  one  with  respect  to  the 
delimitation  of  territory  under  oar 
influence,  and  the  other  relating  to  the 
joint  operations  to  put  down  the  slaye 
trade.  There  was,  I  believe,  a  Delimi- 
tation Oommission,  and  I  do  not  know 
why  it  was  abandoned,  but  I  believe  the 
matter  was  afterwards  settled  between 
our  Foreign  Office  and  that  at  Berlin. 
It  would  have  been  impossible  for  this 
country,  after  all  that  it  has  done  during 
this  century  to  diminish  the  slave  trade, 
and  having  constantly  complained  of 
other  countries  not  taking  their  due 
share  of  this  work,  to  withhold  its  assist- 
ance ^m  any  country  engaged  in  such 
an  undertaking,  even  though  such 
country  might  also  have  other  aims. 
The  greatest  care  and  caution,  however, 
should  be  exercised  in  carrying  out  any 
such  arrangement.  The  noble  Marquess 
at  the  end  of  last  Session  gave  us  some 
satisfactory  explanations  which  I  trust 
he  may  be  able  to  supplement  this  even- 
ing, or  at  an  early  date.  We  should 
also  be  glad  to  obtain  further  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  recent  incidents  with 
regard  to  Samoa  between  Germany  and 
the  United  States.  I  have  no  doubt  a 
conference  is  a  wise  thing,  and  that  the 
duty  of  this  country  is  to  act  in  the  most 
friendly  way  towards  Germany  and  the 
United  States  with  a  due  regard  to  our 
own  interests  in  the  matter.  But 
there  was  a  conference  under  Mr. 
Gladstone ;  what  became  of  it  ?  With 
regard  to  Suakin,  I  must  congratulate 
Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment  and  the 
House  on  the  brilliant  manner  in  which 
the  recent  short  military  expedition  was 
carried  out.  I  may  observe  that  we  were 
at  one  time  severely  censured  for  not 
making  greater  progress  with  regard  to 
Suakin;  but  as  far  as  I  can  see  it 
does  not  appear  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  of  late  made  g^reater 
progress  in  regard  to  that  port.  Not 
long  ago  we  were  informed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  that  the  next 
war  would  be  the  bloodiest  ever  known 
— that  it  was  certain  and  imminent. 
Well,  he  said  it  was  certain  to  come 
sooner  or  later,  and  he  thought  sooner 
rather  than  later — and  that  is  very  like 
its  being  imminent.  1  hope  the  noble 
Marquess  will  be  able  to  tell  us  that  he 
does  not  support  the  view  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  With  regard  to  the 
references    in   Her  Majesty's  gradoiis 
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Speech  touching  the  expenditure  on 
national  defences,  I  am  sure  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be  heartily 
supported  in  both  Houses  in  all  that  is 
clearly  shown  to  be  necessary.  I  trust, 
however,  that  no  proposal  will  be  made 
or  entertained  in  regard  to  the  Army 
which  could  be  regarded  as  in  rivalry 
with  the  great  standing  armies  of  the 
Continent,  whether  by  conscription  or 
by  less  heroic  means.  With  regard  to 
the  legislative  bill  of  fare,  most  of  the 
measures  referred  to  are  old  Bills  which 
we  have  known  before,  and  with  regard 
to  several  of  them  I  can  promise  that 
they  will  receive  the  support  of  the 
Opposition.  Certain  criticisms  have 
been  made  by  the  noble  seconder  of  the 
Address  upon  the  Local  Government 
Act,  and  reference  has  been  made  to  de- 
sirable amendments  of  that  Act.  I 
hope  it  may  be  possible  for  the  noble 
Marquess,  without  going  into  details,  to 
give  us  some  indication  of  the  general 
character  of  the  alterations  which  are 
intended.  Parliament,  we  are  told,  will 
be  asked  to  sanction  the  Convention  on 
the  Sugar  Bounties.  That  Convention 
we  regard  as  retrograde  in  principle 
and  most  inconvenient  in  practice, 
and  we  shall  feel  bound  to  oppose  it. 
In  regard  to  Ireland,  I  notice  that  Ire- 
land is  to  be  entirely  excluded  from 
legislation  this  year ;  but  I  am  not  sure 
that  we  can  regard  this  as  satisfactory. 
It  is  stated  in  the  gracious  Speech,  that 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  politically  and 
materially,  is  greatly  improved,  and  I 
think  the  Government  are  bound  to 
state  why,  under  such  circumstances, 
they  still  fail  to  fulfil  aU  those  promises 
of  local  government  for  Ireland  which 
were  made  by  Lord  Randolph  Churchill 
when,  as  Leader  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  expressed  the  opinions  of 
the  whole  Cabinet.  There  is  still  the 
burning  question  of  arrears  to  be 
settled,  for  the  Bill  dealing  with  that 
subject,  which  the  noble  Marquess  said 
never  could  be  passed — but  which  was 
passed— contains  a  great  blot  upon  it 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  poorer  class  of 
tenants.  Any  relief  a  tenant  gets  by 
the  reduced  reot  is  neutralised  by  the 
arrears  of  an  uigust  rent  I  see  there 
is  to  be  a  new  measure  with  re^nurd 
to  the  Land  Commission  in  Ireland.  I 
tiiink  Her  Majesty's  Government  ought 
to  beverycarwil  in  changing  a  Oonunia- 
sion  which  obtains,  more  or  lees,  the 
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Oonfidenoe  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  I 
am  not  only  talking  of  other  parts  of 
Ireland,  but  of  Ulster  as  well.  I  think 
they  will  find,  unless  they  are  very 
oareful  about  framing  the  constitution 
of  that  tribunal,  the  opposition  will 
be  much  more  than  they  expect. 
The  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Address  commented  on  the  improved 
condition  of  Ireland.  Now  it  will 
be  interesting  to  know  what  the  state  of 
Ireland  is.  I  have  no  official  sources  of 
information,  and  I  have  not  been  there 
myself,  but  I  cannot  quite  accept  the 
declaration  of  the  Government  for  two 
reasons — first,  because  they  have  always 
been  very  chary  of  detailed  information 
which  we  have  asked  for,  and  secondly 
because  some  of  their  principal  members 
differ  so  entirely  as  to  what  the  state  of 
Ireland  is.  One  of  the  most  important 
statesmen  in  the  Cabinet  has  said  that 
the  National  League  is  almost  ubiquitous, 
while  another  declares  it  is  almost  put 
an  end  to.  Now  the  other  day  I  read  a 
pamphlet  by  Mr.  Pease,  who  is  well- 
known  to  your  Lordships.  He  is  a 
Liberal  and  agrees  with  me,  so  I  put  him 
on  one  side.  I  prefer  to  take  the  views 
of  a  man  who  has  established  in  the 
House  of  Commons  a  singularly  hieh 
character,  I  mean  Mr.  L.  Courtney.  The 
other  day  he  asked  a  question.  He 
asked  if  it  was  true  that  the  state  of  Ire- 
land was  satisfactory ;  whether  it  was 
satisfactory  that  the  Government  should 
be  flouted  in  so  many  quarters  ;  whether 
one  could  observe  with  comfort  that  a 
state  bordering  on  civil  war  prevailed  ; 
whether  one  could  be  pleased  with  seeing 
this  day  a  peasant  and  the  next  day  a 
policeman  killed ;  whether  it  was  agree- 
able that  we  should  have  Members  of 
Parliament  and  priests  incarcerated  by 
the  dozen.  If  this  is  the  true  state 
of  things — and  no  one  will  deny  it 
— ^is  it  not  conclusive  against  the  noble 
Lord  ?  Father  M'Fadden,  trusted  and 
beloved  by  his  flock,  has  been  arrested 
when  surrounded  by  that  flock  at  the 
very  moment  when  the  Church  service 
was  finished,  and  that  ended  in  a  most 
deplorable  case  of  manslaughter  or 
murder  of  an  unfortunate  officer  who 
was  merely  doing  his  duty.  It  has  been 
stated  that  the  Crimes  Act  created  no 
new  crimes.  I  quoted  a  statement  of 
Lord  Hersohell's,  in  wliioh  he  deariy 
estflMidlied  tftiat  it  did  create  now  crimes, 
and  I  asked  the  noble  Marquess  to  give 


me  an  answer.  In  the  absence  of  my 
noble  Friend  (The  Earl  of  Selbome) 
he  declined  to  do  so,  though  he  had  his 
Irish  Chancellor  on  one  side,  and  his 
English  on  the  other.  We  have  had  a 
judicial  declaration  that  that  Act  did 
create  a  new  crime,  under  which  Mr. 
Harrington  is  condemned.  There  were 
prosecutions  for  publishing  the  doings 
of  the  National  League,  and  for 
16  months  they  had  ceased,  but  now, 
when  you  tell  us  that  Ireland  is  so  much 
improved,  you  put  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment in  prison  for  what,  no  doubt,  is  an 
illegal  act  in  Ireland,  but  which  is  done 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  by  his 
fellow  journalists  every  day  with  im- 
punity. He  was  tried  before  two  magis- 
trates, who  did  not  show  that  legal 
knowledge  which  they  might  be  expected 
to  possess,  and  who  absolutely  refused 
to  state  a  case  for  the  superior  Court, 
as  the  application  was  frivolous.  By 
some  means  it  was  brought  before 
the  superior  Court,  which  declared  that 
it  was  a  matter  which  required  most 
solemn  argument.  For  the  sake  of 
argument,  I  will  admit  that  the  O'Brien 
incidents  are  all  your  Lordships  say :  I 
will  admit  that  though  he  is  an  able  and 
eloquent  man  he  is  childish  in  his 
temper  ;  I  will  admit  he  may  be,  as 
stated  in  some  of  the  London  news- 
papers, guilty  of  the  charges  now  being 
brought  against  all  the  members  of  the 
Irish  party.  But  what  is  the  upshot  of  all 
this?  The  object  of  punishment  is  to 
deter.  Mr.  O'Brien  has  been  already 
imprisoned,  and  it  has  not  deterred  him, 
and  he  has  created  immense  excitement 
in  this  country.  If  I  were  a  prisoner 
and  I  thought  I  deserved  it,  I  should 
try  to  make  myself  as  comfortable  as  I 
could.      Considering    that   going  into 

8 risen  confers  g^eat  honour  upon  an  Irish 
[ember,  who  is  put  upon  a  pedestal  not 
only  in  Ireland  but  in  all  the  great  cities 
of  this  country,  I  should  have  thought 
he  would  look  upon  prison  clothes  as 
robes  of  honour.  Mr.  Balfour  is  in  a 
difficult — I  think  an  impossible  position 
— but  I  think  he  makes  the  difficulties 
even  greater  than  they  are.  I  think  it 
was  Mr.  Chamberlain  who  said  that 
measures  of  repression  were  painful 
incidents  for  the  Liberal  party  and  were 
to  be  deplored,  and  I  believe  that  is  also 
^e  opinion  of  the  Government ;  but  it 
is  a  great  pity  tihat  Her  Majes^s 
Gh>veniment  should  give  some  saiiotKm 
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poses  ate  oriminal,  and  it  Wantd  ho  law 
to  make  them  so.  In  England  intimi- 
dation and  those  things  which  were  dealt 
with  bj  the  earlier  clause  are  criminal, 
and  it  wants  no  law  to  make  them  so ; 
and  in  Eagland  the  ordinary  means  of 
executing  the  law  are  sufficient,  and  we 
want,  therefore,  no  special  powers  to  be 
given  for  that  purpose.  No  such  Act  of 
Parliament  exists  in  England,  and 
therefore  no  similar  proclamation  can 
be  issued  in  England,  and  no  offence 
against  that  Act  could  take  place  in 
England.  To  attempt  to  argue  that 
because  you  have  not  got  the  same 
Act  of  Parliament  for  ^gland  things 
are  made  criminal  in  Ireland  which 
are  not  so  in  England  is  a  mere 
fallacy.  The  things  aimed  at  by  this 
legislation  in  Ireland  are  as  much 
criminal  in  England.  The  only  differ- 
ence is  that  the  law  of  England  is  suffi- 
cient when  executed  by  the  ordinary 
means,  and  therefore  we  want  no  special 
Proclamations  making  acts  done  in  con- 
travention of  them  special  offences.  And 
these  things  are  not  done  in  England. 
My  noble  Friend  who  last  addressed  the 
House,  while  he  has  very  ingeniously 
put  together  a  good  many  things,  has 
left  some  things  out.  He  began  his 
speech  by  correcting  several  deviations 
from  veracity  which  affected  himself  as 
to  Foreign  Affairs.  My  noble  Friend  has 
not  taken  notice  of  the  systematic  means 
which  are  used  to  delude  and  deceive  the 
people  of  England  as  to  matters  of  fact 
affecting  the  administration  of  the  law  and 
the  acts  of  the  Government.  He  has  not 
taken  notice  of  the  fact  that  for  the  first 
time  in  the  history  of  this  country  means 
of  opposition  are  used  against  those 
whose  duty  it  is  to  administer  the 
law,  of  all  grades,  Ministers  of  State, 
magistrates,  even  policemen,  used  by 
those  who  speak  in  the  name  of  a 
great  and  important  political  Party,  and 
even  by  men  who  have  held  high  offices, 
such  as  I  venture  to  say  no  Gt)vernment 
has  had  to  encounter  before.  Instead 
of  that  general  support  to  law  which  it 
has  been  the  pride  of  this  country  to  see 
ordinarily  given  by  statesmen  in  Oppo- 
sition as  well  as  in  Office,  for  the  first 
time  organized  opposition  is  directed, 
not  against  the  policy  of  opponents,  but 
against  the  law  and  the  administration 
of  the  law.  That  is  a  state  of  things 
perfectly  new.  I  do  not  know  that 
the  Gk)vemment  have  made  the  mis- 
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takes  which  are  sometimes  imputed 
to  them;  but  if  they  had,  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  they  have 
had  to  do  their  duty  in  such  circum- 
stances as  no  Government  in  that  f ^pect 
was  ever  placed  in  before  ;  and  whatever 
may  happen  during  these  years,  what- 
ever success  the  use  of  such  means  may 
achieve,  I  am  quite  sure  of  the  verdict 
which  posterity  will  pass  upon  those 
who  have  used  them. 
*Thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  always  had  this  satisfac- 
tion in  meeting  the  noble  Earl  on  these 
occasions — that  until  we  get  to  that 
classic  land  of  struggle  that  appears  in 
all  our  discussions  I  have  very  little  to 
complain  of,  or  to  differ  from,  in  what 
is  said  by  him.  I  cordially  agree  in 
most  of  the  compliments  with  which  he 
received  the  first  effort  in  this  House  of 
my  two  noble  Friends  the  Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Address.  I  earnestly 
congratulate  them  upon  their  eloquent 
speeches,  and  if  I  condole  with  my 
noble  Friend  who  moved  the  Address 
upon  the  feelings  of  anxiety  with  which 
he  said  he  was  afflicted,  I  would  repre- 
sent to  him  that  this  formality  which  has 
been  to  him  so  terrible  is  the  means  of 
introducing  to  the  debates  of  this  House, 
as  I  hope  it  will  be  on  this  occasion 
also,  many  effective  debaters  who,  but 
for  this  first  plunge,  would  pro- 
bably never  face  the  ordeal  of  speaking 
in  this  House.  The  noble  Earl  com- 
plained, I  think  rather  unreasonably,  of 
things  which  had  been  left  out  of  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  He  spoke, 
among  others,  of  the  g^eat  and  terrible 
tragedy  which  has  recently  been  enacted 
in  a  friendly  country.  I  earnestly  echo 
the  language  in  which  he  spoke  of  that 
event,  and  the  expressions  of  sympathy 
concerning  the  sorrows  that  have  be- 
fallen that  great  and  illustrious  Em- 
peror, who  for  40  years  has  struggled 
so  nobly  and  with  such  splendid  de- 
votion in  the  performance  of  the 
formidable  task  which  has  been 
placed  upon  him.  The  sympathy  that 
he  has  met  with  in  his  own  country  has 
hardly  exceeded  that  with  which  this 
terrible  affliction  has  been  received  in 
this  allied  coimtry  of  our  own.  I 
believe  that  the  deepest  sympathy  for 
the  Austrian  Emperor  and  Empress,  as 
well  as  the  Austrian  people,  will  be 
felt.  On  such  a  topic  as  this,  however, 
it  is  better  not  to  enlarge,  but  merely  to 
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repeat  in  the  words  of  deepest  sinoerity 
that  we  feel  their  griefs  as  if  they  had 
been  our  own.  The  noble  Earl  also 
rather  reproached  me  because  the 
Queen's  Speech  contained  no  reference 
to  the  ratification  of  the  Oonvention 
with  respect  to  the  Suez  Canal.  The 
noble  Earl's  authority  as  to  such  mea- 
sures is  high.  I  confess  that  I  have  not 
been  able  to  verify  the  matter ;  but  my 
impression  is  that  ratifications  are  not 
usually  mentioned  in  the  Queen's 
Speech,  though,  of  course,  the  con- 
clusion of  the  Conyention  always  is; 
and  the  conclusion  of  the  Conyention 
was  duly  mentioned  at  the  time.  But 
what,  no  doubt,  has  drawn  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  to  the  matter 
is  that  the  ratification  has  been  some- 
what difficult,  and  there  has  been  some 
delay  before  we  have  been  enabled 
to  induce  the  Porte  to  consent  to  it. 
The  noble  Earl  also  notices  the  fact  that 
the  Queen's  Speech  said  nothing  about 
Zanzibar.  Zans^bar  was  mentioned  in 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  of  two  months  ago. 
It  is  usually  one  of  the  Constitutional 
functions  of  the  institution  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary Becess  to  secrete  new  matter 
for  the  Queen's  Speech ;  but  this  Par- 
liamentary Becess  has  been  so  short  that 
that  ordinary  function  has  not  been  per- 
formed, and  really  nothing  has  happened 
at  Zanzibar  which  we  could  recommend 
Her  Majesty  to  include  in  her  Speech. 
The  blockade,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  been 
exceedingly  successful.  A  few  slaves 
have  been  seized;  but  the  success  of  the 
blockade  has  been  seen  in  the  fact  that 
the  slave-traders  have  not  been  gener- 
ally seen.  We  have  greatly  supple- 
mented its  provisions  by  obtaining  from 
the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  a  delegation  to 
the  Admirals  of  the  two  fleets  to  exer- 
cise in  tbe  territorial  waters  of  Pemba 
and  Zanzibar  the  powers  of  the  Sultan 
as  territorial  Sovereign,  to  seize  all  Arab 
dhows  that  are  guilty  of  the  prohibited 
trade.  Pemba  is  reaily  the  place  where 
the  slave  trade  of  Eastern  Africa  is  car- 
ried on  ;  and  if  we  are  successful  in  pre- 
venting that  market  from  being  used, 
and  in  arresting  those  Arab  dhows  in 
the  territorial  waters  of  the  island,  no 
doubt  we  shall  add  a  very  considerable 
impediment  to  the  progress  of  the  trade. 
But  the  contest  will  be  a  long  and  diffi- 
cult one.  I  believe  that  the  Arabs  of 
the  class  who  live  by  this  traffic  are  so 
^orougbly  alarmed  that  they  are  doing 


their  utmost  to  keep  it  alive,  and  pro- 
bably we  may  not  have  heu^i  the  last 
of  their  desperate  efforts  to  retain  this 
unholy  means  of  gain.  With  respect  to 
Samoa,  I  hope  to  lay  papers  on  the  Table 
immediately.  I  think  it  will  be  more 
convenient  to  d^fer  any  discussion  of 
matters  affecting  those  islands  until 
those  papers  are  before  your  Lordships. 
There  was,  as  the  noble  Earl  observed, 
a  Conference  on  the  subject  at  Washing- 
ton. The  Conference  was  not  broken  up, 
but  it  was  adjourned  in  consequence  of  a 
difference  of  opinion.  It  will  now  be 
renewed,  and  the  deliberations  will  be 
taken  up  again  at  the  point  where  they 
were  left.  The  difficulty  is  really  this. 
A  native  Government  by  itself  will  not 
stand.  The  effort  to  sustain  any.Oovern- 
ment  by  a  kind  of  tri-partite  device  of 
the  three  co-equal  Powers  has  broken 
down  by  the  fact  that  the  three  co-equal 
Powers  seldom  agreed,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  there  is  more  friction  in 
the  conduct  of  such  Government  than 
even  when  the  native  Government  is 
left  alone.  An  effort  was  made  to 
reconcile  the  demands  of  public  order 
with  the  various  rights  possessed  by  the 
three  Powers.  We  have  not  arrived  at 
a  solution  yet  which  has  g^ven  satisfac- 
tion to  all  the  Powers ;  but  I  hope  we 
shall  do  so.  It  is  a  matter  as  to  which 
our  great  object  is  to  restore  peace  and 
to  enable  trade  and  commerce  to  be 
conducted  satisfactorily.  We  have  no 
political  claim  on  the  island,  and  the 
idea  which  I  saw  stated  in  some  of  the 
American  newspapers  that  England  is 
guilty  of  the  thought  of  seizing,  in  part 
or  in  whole,  Samoa,  has  about  as  much 
support  as  those  stories  with  respect  to 
the  noble  Earl's  sporting  tendencies  in 
training  bloodhounds,  or  that  other 
report  in  a  foreign  newspaper  with 
respect  to  the  sporting  tastes  of  a  noble 
Lord  whom  I  do  not  see  present — that 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  was  on  the  point  of 
going  to  the  South  of  France  with  his 
well-known  pack  of  beagles  to  hunt 
wolves.  I  daresay  the  noble  Earl  has 
come  to  the  conclusion  before  this  that 
probably  there  is  very  little  use  in  con- 
tradicting things  that  are  said  of  him 
abroad.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is 
any  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  observations 
outside  the  subject  of  Ireland  which  call 
for  any  statement  on  my  part.  I  made 
some  reference  to  Bills,  the  titles  of 
which  we  have  indicated,  and  he  ha^ 
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snggested  that  I  should  g^re  a  kind 
of  preliminary  rehearsal  by  telling 
him  what  the  provisions  are  to  be. 
I  am  afraid  that  the  performance 
would  be  a  very  unsatisfactory  one. 
It  must  necessarily  be  brief  and  imper- 
fect, and  might  end  by  creating  miscon- 
ception. I  must  therefore  ask  the  noble 
Earl  to  wait  until,  I  hope  no  distant 
date,  when  those  Bills  will  be  laid  on  the 
table.  Before  the  noble  Earl  sat  down 
he  made  that  obligatory  expedition  into 
Irish  subjects  which  is  now  a  necessity 
of  almost  all  speeches.  According 
to  his  fashion,  he  touched  the  matter 
lightly ;  he  went  deeply  into  no  argu- 
ment, but  assumed  most  of  the  conten- 
tions of  his  adversaries  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  and  as  far  as  I  could  observe, 
he  committed  himself  to  no  positive 
statement  of  opinion  or  policy.  But  he 
contrived  in  the  course  of  this  perfor- 
mance, with  his  usual  skill,  to  suggest 
a  great  number  of  small  objections 
which,  though  they  might  not  have  a 
formidable  influence,  still  have  a  de- 
cidedly stimulating  effect  on  debate. 
He  made  some  references  to  my  col- 
league in  the  other  House,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  I  rather  shrink 
from  defending  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  is,  I  think,  quite  competent 
to  defend  himself;  especially  as  it  is  en- 
couraging what  is  not  a  very  convenient 
practice — that  of  attacking  a  Minister 
in  the  House  in  which  he  does  not  sit. 
But,  whenever  the  noble  Earl  is  guilty 
of  that  offence,  I  think  the  least  he  can 
do  is  to  frame  his  accusation  in  terms 
sufficiently  definite  to  allow  of  a  reply 
being  made.  He  did  not  imitate  his 
leader  in  accusing  my  distinguished 
relative  of  cynical  brutality,  but  he 
spoke  of  cynical  observations,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  I  understand  that 
part  of  the  grievance  against  the 
Government  is  that  they  have  not  pre- 
served a  sufficiently  tragic  air  in  speak- 
ing of  the  experiences  of  Mr.  O'Brien. 
If  any  Member  of  the  Government  has 
been  guilty  of  the  offence  of  laughing 
at  Mr.  O'Brien,  or  at  the  proceedings 
with  respect  to  his  clothes,  I  would  ask 
the  noble  Earl,  in  all  confidence,  was 
there  ever  a  prisoner  so  ridiculous  as 
Mr.  O'Brien  ?  It  is  not  possible  to  speak 
of  him  with  the  seriousness  with  which 
you  would  desire  to  speak  of  the  case  of 
any  gentleman  who  had  the  misfortune 
of  incurring  a  sentence  of  six  months' 
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imprisonment.  But  I  must  demur  to 
the  statement  that  this  offence  has  beea 
especially  committed  or  even  has  been 
committed  at  all  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  I  did  read  one  Tery 
amusing  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  ;  but  the  matter  that  he  laughed 
at  was  nothing  connected  with  Mr. 
O'Brien,  but  was  connected  with  the 
strange  proceedings  of  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin.  When  a  Lord  Mayor  sends 
to  a  Minister's  house  at  two  o'clock  in 
the  momiDg,  and  then  publishes  a 
statement  that  the  Minister  came  down 
to  him  in  his  nightgown,  and  with  the 
cross  of  some  Order  on  his  left  breast, 
and  it  turns  out  that  it  was  the  Minister's 
private  secretary  who  had  put  on  a 
college  jacket,  it  is  very  difficult  indeed 
to  put  on  that  solemn,  tragic  air  which 
the  noble  Lord  thinks  alone  suitable  to 
the  circumstances.  One  of  the  painful 
consequences  of  this  controversy  is,  that 
Irish  people  appear  to  have  entirely  lost 
their  sense  of  humour,  ahd  they  not  only 
do  not  indulge  in  those  sportive  graces 
of  fiction  to  which  in  former  days  they 
were  accustomed,  but  they  never  seem 
to  have  a  notion  when  they  are  making 
themselves  ridiculous  by  their  pro- 
ceedings. I  confess  that  I  wish  very 
much  that  it  was  possible  to  avoid  any 
statement  that  would  be  wounding  to  the 
feelings  of  any  sincere  and  earnest 
person ;  but  I  do  feel  to  at  there  is  no  real 
sincerity  in  this  appeal  for  the  compassion 
of  the  English  people.  It  is  a  gpreat 
stage-play  that  is  being  enacted  for  the 
purpose  of  catching  a  few  votes  at  a 
by-election.  Mr.  O'Brien  struggling 
for  his  clothes ;  Mr.  Harrington  mour- 
ning after  his  moustache;  Mr.  Healy 
dashing  out  of  Court;  Mr.  O'Brien 
escaping;  the  insults  offered  in  open 
Court;  and  all  other  business  of  that 
kind  is  only  so  much  theatrical  work 
which  is  intended  to  be  used  on  platforms 
at  by-elections  to  take  in  those  of  the 
English  electors  who  pay  little  attention 
to  these  subjects,  and  who  are 
easily  persuaded  that  some  great 
oppression  is  being  practised.  I  entirely 
agree  with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
who  spoke  last  that  it  is  a  disgraceful 
incident  in  our  public  life,  and  that  it 
marks  an  epoch  of  degeneracy  in  Party 
struggles  when  no  respect  for  the  law, 
or  for  the  Ministers  of  the  law,  is  shown 
by  those  who  have  Party  objects  to  serve, 
and  that  no  regard  to  the  effect  of  ob- 
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seryations  on  the  maintenance  of  the 
law  is  paid  by  those  who  have  an  op- 
ponent's character  to    blacken.      The 
noble  Lord  asks  us  whether  the  state  of 
things  that  is  going  on  in  Ireland  is 
satisfactory;   whether  we    are  pleased 
with  what  is  done  to  Mr.  O'Brien  and 
Mr.  Harrington  ;  and  whether  that  state 
of  things  is  reeoncilable  with  our  as- 
surances that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
is  improving,  and  that  the  operation  of 
the  law  that  we  have  passed  has  been 
salutary  ?    I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord 
that  we  never  thought,   never  in  our 
wildest  dream   hoped  to  improve  Mr. 
O'Brien  or  Mr.  Harrington.     We  never 
expect  to  affect  their  conduct.     What- 
ever happens  they  will,  no  doubt,  go  on 
to  the   end    trying  to   make    political 
capital  out  of  the  feelings,  the  prejudices, 
and  the  errors  of  the  Irish  people.    But 
what  we  say  is,  that  we  are  stealing  their 
following  from  them  by  the  beneficent 
legislation  that  we  have  passed.     We 
•ay  that  the  outrages  which  they  have 
encouraged  are  no  longer  so  common, 
that  the  fabric  of  oppression  and  tyranny 
which  they  have  set  up  is  crumbling 
to  its  foundation,  that  their  power  is 
being  broken,  and  that  the  Irish  people 
are  slowly,  steadily,    and    quite    per- 
ceptibly returning  to   ways    of   order 
and  confidence  and  peace.     And  it  is 
■v*  from  the  unmistakeable  signs  of  that 
^  change  that  we    draw    our    confident 
P"  auguries  of  the  future.     I  would   ask 
s*  your  Lordships'   leave  to  read  a  few 
MM  figures  to  show  from  the  unfailing  testi- 
m^  mony  of  crime  and  outrage  how  real  the 
H^  improvement  in  the  condition  of  Ireland 
_  has  been.     I  will   take  only  two  points 
^  — the  question  of  agrarian  outrages  and 
the  question  of  boycotting.     I  find  that 
whereas  at  the  height    of   the    crisis 
during  the  viceroyalty  of  Earl  Gowper 
in  1881  the  agrarian  offences  ran  up  to 
^4»439,    in    1883,    under    the  influence 
^jof     the    Crimes     Act,     they    fell     to 
.^    870.      They  rose    in    1886    to    1,056. 
'Now  they  have   fallen  to  660,  which 
^  lower  than  in  any  year  since  the  time 
"^lien  the    agitation    commenced,    and 
""^owep  than  it  was  in  1879,  when  the 
comber  was  863.     Therefore,  we  have 
right  to  say  that  the   instrument  we 
to  discourage  crime  is  apparently 
its  effect.     Another  test  is  the 
disappearance  or  diminution  of 
atrocious  practice  of    boycotting 
is  a  very  different  thing  from 
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what  it  pleases  some  statesmen  to  call 
exclusive  dealing.  On  the  31st  of  July, 
1887,  ihe  number  of  persons  Boycotted 
was  4,835.  On  the  31st  of  July,  1888, 
they  sank  to  1,179.  That  was  in  the 
first  year  of  the  Crimes  Act.  On  the 
31st  of  January  last  they  sank  to  555. 
That  was  in  a  year  and  a-half  of  the 
Crimes  Act.  Therefore,  we  are  justified 
ii^  saying  in  the  Queen's  Speech  that 
the  measures  which  Parliament  passed 
have  already  had  a  salutary  effect.  The 
noble  Lord  derives  great  consolation 
from  the  result  of  by-elections.  It  is  a 
curious  arithmetical  study  on  which 
Oppositions  especially  love  to  dwell 
during  the  period  they  remain  in  that 
position.  It  beguiles  its  tedium.  But 
I  doubt  whether  the  experience  of  the 
past  can  encourage  us  in  drawing 
any  very  confident  inferences  from  the 
result  of  by-elections.  Ic  is  natural 
that  it  should  be  so ;  because,  whereas 
in  a  general  election  the  attention  of 
the  whole  people  is  directed  to  the  burn- 
ing questions  of  the  day,  at  a  by-election 
it  is  very  difficult  to  obtain  a  similar 
concentration  of  views.  But  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  to  remember  what  took  place 
in  the  last  decade  during  Mr.  G-lad- 
stone's  Government  of  1869-74.  There 
was  a  constant  succession  of  by-elections 
going  against  the  Government;  and 
when  the  General  Election  came  the 
by-elections  were  confirmed  and  the 
Liberal  Party  was  defeated.  But 
in  the  next  Ministry  the  by-elections 
went  for  the  Government.  Everybody 
remembers  the  crucial  cases  of  South- 
wark  and  Liverpool.  Nevertheless, 
when  the  General  Election  came  the 
by-elections  were  not  confirmed,  but 
were  reversed,  and  the  Conservative 
Party  were  defeated.  So  that  in  the 
two  great  cases  which  you  have  to  guide 
you  since  the  Eeform  Act  of  1867  the 
by-elections  in  one  case  were  reversed 
by  the  General  Election,  and  in  the 
other  case  they  were  confirmed.  There- 
fore, I  am  justified  in  saying  that  it  is  a 
perfectly  idle  study  to  attempt  to  cast 
the  horoscope  of  a  future  General  Elec- 
tion by  by-elections.  But  I  confess  that 
I  wish  to  pass  from  that  somewhat 
ignoble  discussion.  I  do  not  care,  in 
reference  to  the  course  that  we  are  to 
pursue,  what  the  verdict  of  a  by-election 
may  be.  Parliament  has  been  returned 
to  give  its  advice  and  to  sanction  the 
measures  which  it  honestly  believes  to 
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!>•  for  the  advantage  of  ih«  oountry.  In 
the  perfonnanoe  of  that  duty  it  most 
listen  to  no  superior  and  take  the  advice 
of  no  authority  whatever.  It  is  its  busi- 
ness to  consult  its  own  wisdom  and  its 
own  conscience.  This  Parliament  will, 
I  have  no  doubt,  like  other  Parliaments, 
perform  that  duty  to  the  end  of  its  exist- 
ence, whenever  that  end  may  come. 
What  the  result  of  the  next  General 
Election  may  be  I  will  not  attempt  to 
forecast.  I  believe,  myself,  it  will  be 
in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
Union,  because  I  have  great  faith  in  the 
sound  sense  of  the  English  people.  The 
noble  Lord  thinks  that  he  will,  at  some 
distant  period,  obtain  a  reversal  of  the 
last  decision  at  the  poll.  Concede,  for 
argument's  sake,  that  it  is  possible 
that  prophecy  should  prove  true. 
Does  he  imagine  that  that  would  be  a 
close  of  the  controversy?  Does  he 
imagine  that  our  convictions  would  be 
affected  by  that,  or  that  we  should 
struggle  a  bit  the  less  earnestly  than 
before  to  maintain,  aud,  if  need  be,  to 
restore  the  Union.  We  are  engaged 
upon  an  enterprise  of  momentous  im- 
portance— that  of  keeping  unimpaired 
the  unity  of  an  Empire  which  has  never 
been  divided  yet — an  Empire  which  has 
lasted  for  centuries,  whose  glories  we 
have  inherited  and  which  we  are  bound  to 
transmit.  It  is  not  by  any  passing  vicissi- 
tudes of  political  opinion  that  our  duty 
in  such  a  matter  can  be  determined.  To 
the  end,  whether  through  good  report, 
or  through  evil  report,  but  sustained,  I 
fully  believe,  by  the  increasing  convic- 
tions and  the  courage  of  the  people  of 
this  country,  we  shadl  uphold  the  integ- 
rity of  the  Empire. 

Address  agreed  to,  nemtns  di^ientiente, 
and  ordered  to  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty by  the  Lords  with  White  Staves. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  COMMITTEES. 
The    Duke     of     Buckingham    and 
Chandos  appointed,  nemine  dis^entiente^ 
to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees  of 
this  House  for  this  Session. 

Committee  for  Privileges  —  Ap- 
pointed. 

SUB-COMMITTEB   FOR  THE  JOURNALS — 

Appointed. 

Appeal  Committee — Appointed. 

HooBe  adjourned  at  Twenty  minutea 

after  Six  o'clock  till  To-morrow, 

a  quarter  after  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
Thwriday,  2Ut  Fehruary,  1889. 


The  House  met  at  half  after  One  of 
the  clock. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Oom- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

NEW  WRITS  DURING  THE  REOESS. 

Mr.  speaker  acquainted  the 
House, — that  he  had  issued,  during  the 
Recess,  Warrants  for  New  Writs,  for 
Lanarkshire  (Govan  Division)  v.  Sir 
William  Pearce,  baronet,  deceased ;  for 
Perthshire  (Eastern  Division)  v,  Robert 
Stewart  Menzies,  esquire,  deceased. 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (IMPRISONMENT 

OF  MEMBERS.) 

Mr.  speaker  acquainted  the 
House,  that  he  had  received  the  follow- 
ing Letters  relating  to  the  imprisonment 
of  certain  Members  of  this  House: — 

Tralee, 

January  Ist,  1S89. 
Sir, 
I  have  the  honour  to  inform  70a  that  Mr. 
Edward  Harrington,  Member  of  Parliament 
for  West  Kerry,  was  yesterday  oonvioted  at 
a  0>urt  formed  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Bill  (Ireland) 
Act,  held  at  Tralee,  of  which  I  was  Chairman, 
on  a  charge  of  publishing  in  a  certain  news- 
paper, called  the  Kerry  StrUinsl,  a  report  of  a 
meeting  of  a  Branch  of  the  National  League, 
which  is  suppressed  by  order  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  was  sentenced  to  six  months*  im- 
prisonment with  hard  labour.  He  is  now  in 
Tralee  Gaol. 

I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 

Your  obedient  Senrant, 
Cecil  B.  Bochb, 

Resident  Magistrate, 
Tralee. 
To  the  Right  Honble.  The  Speaker. 


Sir, 


Limerick  Club, 

January  4th,  ]  889. 


I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  Mr. 
John  Finucane,  a  Member  of  tho  Honss  gf 
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Commons,   was  this  day  conyioted  before  a 

Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction,  at  which  I 

presided,  of  an  offence  under  the  Criminal  Law 

and  Procedure  Act,  50  and  51  Vict.,  and  was 

therefore  sentenced  to  be  imprisoned  in  the 

County  Gaol  at  Limerick  for  the  period  of  one 

calendar  month,  and  that  he  is  now  in  said 

gaol. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 

Tour  obt.  Servt. 

RicuAHD  Eaton,  B.M. 

The  Bight  Honble.  the  Speaker. 


Sir, 


Waterford, 

February  Ist,  1889. 


We  beg  to  inform  you  that,  on  the  25th  day 
January,  1888,  we  convicted  Mr.  William 
O'  Brien,  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
of  the  offence  **  of  having  on  the  30th  day  of 
September,  1888,  at  Ballyneale,  in  the  county 
of  Tipperary,  being  a  district  then  duly  pro- 
claimed pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  'The 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1887,*  with  divers  other  persons  whose  names 
were  unknown,  unlawfully  taken  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy  which,  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  said  last-mentioned  Act,  and 
also  on  the  said  30th. day  of  September,  1888 
was  punishable  by  law,  to  wit,  a  conspiracy 
to  induce  certain  persons  resident  in  said  county, 
whose  names  are  unknown,  who  then  were  or 
who  thereafter  might  become  desirous  to  hire 
or  occupy  any  land  or  lands  in  said  county, 
from  which  any  tenant  or  tenants,  occupier  or 
occupiers,  had  theretofore  been  or  should  there- 
after be  evicted  by  due  process  or  course  of 
law,  not  to  hire,  use,  or  occupy  any  such  land 
or  lands,"  under  **  The  Criminal  Law  and 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887,**  and  we  sen- 
tenced him  to  be  imprisoned  for  four  months, 
without  hard  labour,  in  the  County  of  Tipperary 
Gaol  at  Clonmel.  He  was  arrested  upon  our 
warrant  some  days  afterwards,  and  is  at  present 
iu  the  Prison  at  Clonmel. 

We  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir. 

Your  obedient  Servants, 

D.  G.  Bodkin,  Besident  Magistrate. 

Heff.  F.  Considine,  Besident  Magistrate. 
The  Bight  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
Westminster. 


Sir, 


Tralee, 

Feb.  19th,  1889. 


X  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  Member  of  Parliament,  was 
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this  day  convicted  at  a  Coif^  he^d  ^  fx^'^f 
under  *'The  Criminal  Law  and  Procc4«l9 
(Ireland)  Act,  1887,**  of  whtoh  I  was  CaiairmiUa, 
of  an  offence  under  Section  2  of  said  Actf— 
namely,  taking  part  in  a  cox^pix^aoy  puziisbiabia 
by  law.  He  was  sentenced  to  six  months*  im- 
prisonment without  hard  labour.  He  is  now 
in  Tralee  Gaol. 

I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 
Cecil  B.  Boche,  B.]|I. 
The  Bighi  Honble.  The  Speaker. 


ELECTIONS. 

Ordered,  That  all  Members  w|lo  are  fel^ui;!^^ 
for  two  or  more  places  in  any  part  of  tb9 
United  Kingdom  do  make  their  elQpt^on  for 
which  of  the  places  they  will  serve  withii^  op^ 
week  after  it  shall  appear  that  there  is  np 
question  upon  the  Beturn  for  that  place ;  and  if 
anything  shall  come  in  question  touching  the 
Beturn  or  Election  of  any  Member,  he  is  to 
withdraw  during  the  time  the  matter  is  in 
debate ;  and  that  all  Members  returned  upon 
double  Betums  do  withdraw  till  their  Betums 
are  determined. 

Resolved,  That  no  Peer  of  the  Bealm,  except 
such  Peers  of  Ireland  as  shall  for  the  time 
being  be  actually  elected,  and  shall  not  have 
declined  to  serve,  for  any  county,  city,  or 
borough  of  Great  Britain,  hath  any  right  to 
give  lus  vote  in  the  Election  of  any  Member  to 
serve  in  Parliament. 

Reto'vedf  That  it  is  a  high  ^)fringement  of 
the  liberties  and  privileges  of  the  Commons  of 
the  United  Kingdom  for  any  Lord  of  Parlia- 
ment, or  other  Peer  or  Prelate,  not  being  a 
Peer  of  Ireland  at  the  time  elected,  and  x^ot 
having  declined  to  serve  for  any  county,  city, 
or  borough  of  Great  Britain,  to  concern  himself 
in  the  Election  of  Members  to  serve  for  the 
Commons  in  Parliament,  except  only  any  Peer 
of  Ireland,  at  such  Elections  m  Gre&t  Britain 
respectively  where  such  Peer  shall  appear  as  a 
Candidate,  or  by  himself,  or  any  others,  be  pro- 
posed to  be  elected,  or  for  any  Lord  Lieutenant 
or  Governor  of  any  county  to  avail  himself  of 
any  authority  derived  from  his  Commission  to 
influence  the  Election  of  any  Member  to  serve 
for  the  Commons  in  Parliament 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  elected  or  returned  a  Member 
of  this  House,  or  endeavoured  so  to  be,  b^ 
bribery,  or  any  other  corrupt  practices,  thu 
House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  all  such  persons  as  shall  have  been  wil- 
fully concerned  m  such  bribery  or  other  cor- 
rupt practices. 

WITNESSES. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  been  tampering  with  any  Witness, 
in  respect  of  his  evidence  to  be  given  to  this 
House,  or  any  Committee  thereoi,  or  directly 
or  indirectly  hath  endeavoured  to  deter  ^  or 
hinder  any  person  from  appearing  or  giving 
evidence,  the  same  is  dec&ured  to  be  a  high 
crime  and  misdemeanor;  and  this  House  will 
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proceed  with  the  ntmoet  leyerity  against  saoh 
offender. 

Resolved,  That  if  it  shall  appear  that  any 
person  hath  given  false  evidence  in  any  case 
before  this  House,  or  an^  Committee  thereof, 
this  House  will  proceed  with  the  utmost  severity 
against  such  offender. 

METROPOLITAN  FOUOE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Commissioners  of  the  Police 
of  the  Metropolis  do  take  care  that,  during  the 
Session  of  Parliament,  the  passages  through 
the  streets  leading  to  this  House  be  kept  free 
and  open,  and  that  no  obstruction  be  permitted 
to  hinder  the  passage  of  Members  to  and  from 
this  House,  and  that  no  disorder  be  allowed  in 
Westminster  HaU,  or  in  the  passages  leading 
to  this  House,  during  the  sitting  of  Parliament, 
and  that  there  be  no  annoyance  therein  or 
thereabouts;  and  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms 
attending  this  House  do  communicate  this 
Order  to  the  Commissioners  aforesaid. 

VOTES  AND  FB00BEDIN08. 

Ordered,  That  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 
this  Honse  be  printed,  being  first  perused  by 
Mr.  Speaker  ;  and  that  he  do  appoint  the  print- 
ing thereof ;  and  that  no  person  but  such  as  he 
shall  appoint  do  presume  to  print  the  same. 

PRIVILEGES. 

Ordered,  That  a  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges be  appointed. 

OUTLAWRIES  BILL. 

'*  For  the  more  effectual  preventing 
Olandestine  Outlawries,"  read  the  first 
time,  ordered  to  be  read  a  second  time. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 
Sir  Horace  Davey,  knight,  Q.G.,  for 
StooktoA. 

N  0  TI  CJS. 


Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  Sir,  it  will,  perhaps,  be 
convenient  for  the  House  if  I  now  give 
notice  that  when  we  come  to  discuss  the 
Address  in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's  most 
gT£U3ious  Speech,  I  propose  to  move  an 
Amendment  upon  the  paragraph  re- 
lating to  administration  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  know  whether  I  shall  he  in  order 
in  reading  the  terms  of  the  motion  I 
propose  to  make.  My  Amendment  will 
be  this : — 

**  Hnmhly  to  represent  to  your  lilajesty  that 
the  present  system  of  administration  in  Ireland 
is  harsh,  oppressiro,  and  unjust ;  that  it  violates 
the  rights  and  alienates  the  afifections  of  your 
Majesty's  Irish  subjects,  and  is  viewed  with 
reprobation  and  aversion  by  the  people  of  Great 
Britain ;  and  also  humbly  to  represent  to  your 


Majesty  that  luoh  measoret  of  oopciliation 
should  be  adopted  as  may  bring  about  the  oon- 
tentmont  of  the  Irish  people,  and  eatabliah  a 
real  union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland." 

THE  QUEEN'S  SPEECH. 

Mr.  speaker  reported  Her  Majes- 
ty's Speech,  made  by  Her  GhanobXiIiOB, 
and  read  it  to  the  House. 

ADDRESS     IN    ANSWER    TO    HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

♦Mr.  M.  H.  SHAWSTEWART  (Ren- 
frew),  who  was  attired  in  the  uniform 
of  a  Deputy  Lieutenant :    Sir,   I   rise 
to  move   that   an   humble  Address  be 
presented    to    Her    Majesty    in    reply 
to  the  most  gpracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne.      I  believe  it   is   the  cuatom 
for  a  Member  undertaking  this  honour- 
able task,   to  ask  for  the  indulgence 
of  Uie  House,  and  I  can  assure  you, 
Sir,    and    I    can    assure    the    House, 
that    in    following    that    custom  it   is 
with   no   sense  of  any  formality,    but 
in  all  sincerity,  that  I  ask  for  that  in- 
dulgence,   more    especially  as  I   hare 
ventured  to  address  the  House  only   on 
one  previous  occasion.      Sir,   the  first 
portion  of  the  Royal  Speech  deals  with 
Foreign  Affairs,   and  commences  with 
the  gratifying  announcement  of  our  con- 
tinued and  cordial  relations  with   other 
Powers.     We  are  next  informed   that 
the  operations    in   Egypt   which   were 
carried  out   by  Her  Majesty's  troops, 
acting  in  concert  wit^  the  troops  of  His 
Highness  the  Khedi.     have  been   en- 
tirely successful.    Those  operations.  Sir, 
were  not  on  an  extensive  scale,  but  they 
afforded  an  opportunity  for  a  display  of 
tactical  skill  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mander, and  of  a  dash  and  discipline  on 
the   parts   of    the    British   and   native 
troops,  such  as  are  calculated  to  call  forth 
the  admiration  and  gratitude  of  all  who 
value    soldierly    qualities    in  our   own 
troops  and  in  those   of  our  allies.      In 
their  Egyptian  Policy,  the  Government 
have  been  bound   by   certain   engage- 
ments entered  into  by   their   predeces- 
sors, and  to   those   engagements  they 
have    steadily     and     loyally    adhered. 
The  protection  of  the  ports  on   the  Red 
Sea  was  one  of  the  conditions  of  those 
engagements,  and,   Suakim  being   one. 
of  those    ports,    the   Government  were 
bound  to  assist   the   Egyptian  Govern- 
ment in  protecting  that  place  from    the 
hostile  attacks  which  harassed  its  in* 
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habitants  and  endangered  its  safely. 
Suakim  has  by  the  action  of  the  Goy- 
emment  been  entirely  freed  from  those 
attacks,  and  I  am  sare  that  the  House 
will  learn  with  satisfaction  from  the 
Eoyal  Speech  that  there  is  no  ground 
for  apprehending  their  renewal.  There 
have  been  some  who  have  thought  that 
the  Oovemment  should  have  pushed 
forward  the  troops  and  occupied  Han- 
doub  and  Tokar,  with  a  view  of  re- 
entering the  Soudan.  Sir,  it  is  very 
far  from  my  wish  to  raise  or  revive 
Party  questions  on  the  present  occasion, 
but  it  is  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  that 
with  regard  to  the  policy  of  evacuating 
the  Soudan,  the  present  Government 
have  had  no  choice  in  the  matter; 
for  that  policy  was  decided  on  so  long 
ago  as  December,  1883,  as  appears  in  a 
despatch  from  Lord  Granville  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Baring,  dated  the  13th  of  that 
month;  and  to  occupy  those  places 
now  would  involve  us  in  a  reversal 
of  that  policy,  and  embark  us  in 
a  very  large  and  costly  enterprise. 
Sir,  with  regard  to  Sikkim,  I  am 
sure  that  this  House  re-echoes  the  hope 
expressed  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech,  that 
further  military  operations  will  not  be 
necessary,  although  the  negotiations 
have  not  yet  been  favourably  settled. 
In  dealing  with  the  Eulers  of  Thibet, 
Her  Majesty's  advisers  are  dealing  with 
a  people  well  versed  in  diplomatic  delays, 
but  we  may  trust  that  they  will 
soon  realize  the  fruitlessness  of  encroach- 
ing OD  our  undoubted  rights  over  the 
territory  of  Sikkim.  Sir,  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  has  intimated  that  this  country 
will  take  part  in  a  Conference  at  Berlin 
with  Germany  and  the  United  States 
upon  the  affairs  of  Samoa.  It  would 
not  be  right  further  to  allude  to  the  sub- 
ject, except  to  say  that  I  am  sure  I  am 
only  giving  utterance  to  the  sentiments 
of  every  Member  of  this  House  when  I 
express  the  hope  that  the  Conference 
will  be  attended  with  happy  results,  and 
that  the  affairs  of  Samoa  will  be  har- 
moniously and  satisfactorily  settled.  I 
will  now  leave  the  difficult  and  delicate 
subject  of  Foreign  Affairs,  believing  that 
the  conduct  of  our  foreign  relations  are, 
humanly  speaking,  safe  in  the  hands  of 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  to  whose  pru- 
dence and  foresight  we  owe  in  very 
great  measure  the  satisfactory  state  of 
our  relations  with  other  Powers.  Sir, 
the  next  paragraph  is  of  the  utmost  im- 
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portanoe.  It  foreshadows  increased  ex- 
penditure, but  expenditure  which  can- 
not safely  be  witUield,  and  in  a  direc- 
tion which  I  do  not  think  will  be  seri- 
ously objected  to  by  anyone  who  knows 
anything  of  the  necessities  of  the 
case.  I  cannot  conceive.  Sir,  that  any 
serious  opposition  will  arise  as  to  the 
expediency  of  the  proposals  to  be  sub- 
mitted by  the  Government,  although 
the  details  will  no  doubt  be  me 
subject  of  considerable  discussion. 
But  I  shall  leave  all  further  con- 
sideration of  this  subject  to  my  hon. 
and  eallant  Friend,  who  is  so  well  quali- 
fied by  training  and  knowledge  to  deal 
with  it.  I  will  only  add  that,  having 
some  opportunities  of  knowing  the 
opinions  of  those  engaged  in  the  great 
mercantile  shipping  industry  of  the 
Clyde,  I  can  safely  say  that  all  those 
who  are  engaged  in  every  branch  of  that 
industry  are  awaiting  with  the  deepest 
interest  the  proposals  of  the  Government 
and  the  result  of  our  deliberations  upon 
this  vital  question.  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
next  directs  our  attention  to  a  subject 
which  has  already  occupied  this  House, 
viz..  Local  Government.  I  believe.  Sir, 
that  future  politicians  will  acknowledge 
as  one  of  the  gpreatest  achievements  of 
the  present  Administration,  the  develop- 
ment and  extension  throughout  the 
country  of  the  system  of  Local  Govern- 
ment. It  is  impossible  t^  regard 
without  the  gpreatest  interest  that 
which  is  passing  around  us  in  England 
at  present,  as  we  watch  the  fruit  of 
our  labours  of  last  Session  gradually 
developing  since  the  Local  Government 
Act  has  come  into  operation.  Sir,  it 
had  not  been  my  intention  to  dwell  on 
the  subject  of  Local  Government  farther 
than  to  allude  to  the  proposed  measure 
for  Scotland,  but  an  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  having  just  called 
attention  to  opinions  which  I  have  ven- 
tured to  lay  before  my  constituents,  I 
should  not  like  to  lose  this  opportunity 
of  saying  that  I  stand  by  all  I  have 
said.  I  am  in  favour  of  extending  the 
system  of  Local  Government  to  all  parts 
of  the  United  Elingdom,  but  it  must  be 
done  with  prudence,  and  we  must  be 
perfectly  certain  that  the  people  to 
whom  it  is  proposed  to  give  increased 
powers  are  free  agents,  and  altogether 
independent  of  the  control  of  any  organi- 
zation which  may  be  at  ^exiasj^^^  -^SJjSs^. 
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laws  may  be  at  the  time  we  extend 
those  powers.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  with 
the  greatest  satisfaction  that  I  turn 
to  that  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Speech 
which  announces  the  introduction  of  a 
Local  Q-ovemment  Bill  for  Scotland.  I 
read  the  other  day— -I  think  in  a  speech 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  a 
suggestion  that  the  discussions  on 
Scottish  matters  might  possibly  be  dull. 
"Well,  Sir,  I  hope  that  Scottish  members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  will  allow 
these  discussions  to  be  dull,  because  my 
short  experience  of  Parliament  has 
taught  me  that  it  is  in  what  are  called 
the  dull  sittings  of  this  House  that  the 
most  satisfactory  work  is  performed. 
We  do  not  know  what  are  the  proposals 
of  the  Government  on  the  subject,  and 
this  is  not  the  time  or  the  occasion  to 
inflict  my  own  views  on  the  House,  but  I 
think  my  hon.  Friends  from  Scotland 
will  agree  with  me  that  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  Local  Government  in  Scotland 
is  of  a  very  difficult  and  complicated 
character,  and  will  demand  the  closest 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  believe  that  the  Government  will  con- 
sider the  question  with  the  utmost  care, 
and  that  their  counsels  will  result  in  the 
introduction  of  a  sound  and  efficient 
measure,  drawn  up  on  a  broad  and 
popular  basis.  If  any  indication  were 
needed  of  the  importance  that  the 
Government  attach  to  this  measure,  I 
think  it  may  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
they  have  selected  for  the  honourable 
task  of  submitting  this  motion  a  mem- 
ber returned  by  a  Scottish  county  con- 
stituency. The  paragraph  which  an- 
nounces proposala  to  develop  the 
material  resources  of  Ireland  will  be 
regarded  with  pleasure  by  all  who 
desire  to  see  Ireland  a  prosperous 
country.  I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
time  has  come  when  such  measures  will 
be  most  beneficial,  seeing  that  confidence 
is  gradually  but  surely  being  restored 
in  Ireland,  owing  to  the  firm  manner  in 
which  the  rights  and  safeguards  of 
individual  liberty  are  being  there  main- 
tained by  the  Executive.  Sir,  the  refer- 
ence to  the  Sugar  Bounties  Oonvention 
will  be  received  by  thousands  of  working 
men  with  g^eat  satisfaction.  There  are 
a  gpreat  number  of  trades  besides 
those  directly  connected  with  the 
sugar  trade  which  are  to  a  certain 
extent  dependent  on  the  sugar  trade, 

Mr.  M,  H.  Sh0W'8Uwart 


and  I  have  seen  something  of  th« 
distress  caused  in  recent  years  by  the 
unfair  operation  of  the  Bounty  system. 
The  removal  of  the  Sugar  Bounties  will 
place  the  important  industries  of  sugar- 
producing  and  sugar-refining  on  a  stable 
footing,  less  liable  to  violent  changes 
and  depressions.  Sir,  I  have  heard  it 
objected  to  the  removal  of  these  bounties 
that  the  price  of  sugar  will  be  raised, 
but  I  do  not  anticipate  that  result.  I 
do  not  believe  the  average  of  those 
recent  years  will  be  raised,  because  it  is 
only  the  uncertainty  and  fear  of  one 
country  suddenly  increasing  its  Bounty, 
which  prevents  a  large  increase  in  the 
sugar-producing  area  of  our  colonies. 
It  must  be  remembered  there  has  been 
no  steadiness  in  the  price  of  sugar  pro- 
duced in  bounty-giving  countries,  for 
we  find  that  in  the  last  few  years  it  has 
fluctuated  from  between  something  over 
10s.  per  cwt.  to  over  16s.  Another 
objection,  that  it  savours  of  Protection, 
is  I  think  altogether  groundless.  Pro- 
tection, if  it  means  anything,  means 
''an  artificial  advantage  given  by  a 
Government  to  one  producer  over  an- 
other." But  that  is  also  an  accurate  de- 
scription of  the  Bounty  system  which 
this  Convention  is  formed  to  suppress. 
So  that  far  from  being  a  Protective 
measure  it  actually  puts  an  end  to  a 
Protective  policy.  I  think.  Sir,  we 
may  chiefly  rejoice  in  the  fact  that 
the  Sugar  Bounties  Oonvention  receives 
prominent  notice  in  the  Koyal  Speech, 
because  it  is  so  important  that  other 
countries  should  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  earnest  and  are  deter- 
mined to  carry  to  a  conclusion  the 
negotiations  so  happily  and  so  success- 
fully begun.  When  this  is  once  clearly 
understood  abroad,  there  will  no  longer 
be  any  temptation  to  any  one  country 
to  withhold  its  allegiance  to  the  Oon- 
vention, but  on  the  contrary,  there  will 
be  every  inducement  for  it  to  join 
those  which  have  already  come  together. 
We  are  next  informed  that  measures 
will  be  introduced  dealing  with  the 
Three  per  cent.  Annuities  and  with  the 
gold  coinage,  measures  which  I  am  sure 
will  be  brought  to  a  successful  issue  in 
the  able  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Next  in  order  come  proposed  changes  in 
the  Oivil  establishment,  the  mention  of 
whicti  shows  the  honest  desire  of  the 
Government  to  take  in  hand  the  timely 
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leforma    of   our  Public   Departments. 
This  bringfl  me  to  the  list  of  what  I  maj 
call  the  AjTsars  of  Le^atatioD:    mea- 
sures which  it  waa  found  impossible  to 
pasa  into  law  last  Session,  but  of  which 
the  Qovernment  realise  the  importance, 
and  which  they  are  determined  to  endea- 
vour to  pasa  during  the  present  Session. 
Sir,  the  UniTsraitiefl  Bill  for  Scotland  is 
a  measure  which  has  received  the  sup- 
port and  approval  of  those  best  qualified 
to  form  an  opinion  on  University  teach- 
ing, and  it  would  be  matter  for  deep  i ..     .,  .  .. 

*'.....  .     ,        J  .  .,  i*^    tion  that  the  nairoti 

regret  if  it  were  airau  found  tmpoesible  ' ,    ,  ,.     ,  , .    ? 

.    ^  '.  '    .     1       °    TTT'ii.  i  .     ..1.        had  oirected  to  hfi   . 

to  pass  it  into  law.  With  rsgard  to  the 
proposed  Department  of  Agriculture,  I , 
am  not  one  of  those  who  fear  that  this  j 
great  industry  has  seen  its  best  daya  in  ' 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  we  are  now  standing 
only  on  the  threshold  of  scientific  dis- 
coveries and  researches,  which,  whan 
applied  to  agriculture,  will  give  it  new 
life  and  fresh  impetus.  I  think  we  may 
look  forward  to  the  establishment  of  the 
long-expected  Department  of  Agrioul- 
ture  as  likely  to  expedite  this  deairable 
application  of  modem  science  to  the 
oldest  of  our  industries.  Such,  Sir,  is 
the  programme  of  Her  Majesty's 
Qovernment,  one  which  I  veutnre  to 
describe  as  substantial  and  statesman- 
like, and  which  I  believe  will  find 
general  acceptance  throughout  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  have  only  to 
say  in  conclusion,  that  I  am  so  con- 
vinced of  the  wisdom  of  the  pro- 
posals contained  in  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech,  and  of  the  benefit 
which  will  accrue  to  the  country  by  their 
being  passed  into  law,  that  I  trust  we 
may  soon  reach  the  discussion  of  them, 
and  that  the  House  will  agree  without 
any  prolonged  delay  to  the  Motion  which 
I  now  have  the  honour  to  submit.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  now  beg  to  move,  "  That  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  as  followeth:— 
"  Moft  Qraciong  ISajaAj, — 

"  We,  Tour  Hajeaty'i  most  dutifal  and  loyal 
Subjects,  the  CommotiB  of  the  United  Eingdom 
of  Great  Biitaia  itod  Ireland,  in  Parlianiait 
asiemblad,  beg  leave  to  thank  Yodi  Majesty 
for  the  Uoat  Oracious  Speech  which  Tour 
Hajeity  hat  addreawd  to  both  Ha  uses  of 
Faxlianient : 

"We  hamblj  thanlc  Tour  Majeity  for  the 
Lnlonnation  that  during  the  brief  period  that 


nothing  baa  taken  place  to  aSect  the  cordial 
relationa  which  eiiat  between  Tour  Majesty  and 
other  Powers  : 

"We  aanire  Tour  Majerty  that  we  leam 
with  Batiefaction  that  the  operations  which  biid 
been  ■occeBsfully  completed  in  Bgypt  a  few 
daya  before  the  last  Prorogation,  have  effected 
the  object  for  which  they  were  undertaken,  and 
that  Your  Majesty  sees  no  ground  for  appre- 
hending the  renewal  of  disturbance  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin  : 

"We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  the  informa- 
ations  which  Your  Majesty 
had  directed  to  be  opened  with  the  Rulers  of 
Thibet  for  the  pnrpote  of  pteTenting  encroach- 
ment on  Tour  Majesty's  rights  over  the 
territory  of  Sikkim  have  not  as  yet  been 
brought  to  a  favourable  conclusion,  but  that 
Your  Majesty  hopes  that  further  military 
operations  will  not  be  necessary. 

"  We  humbly  thank  Tour  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  Yoni  Majesty  hae  consented  to 
take  part  in  a  Conference  with  Uennany  and 
the  United  States  at  Berlin  upon  tbe  afiaira  of 
Samoa,  in  continuation  of  that  which  was 
recently  assembled  at  Washington. 

"  We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  the  informa- 
tion that  the  Estimates  for  the  public  service  of 
tbe  year  will  be  laid  before  ns.  That  the  un- 
ceasing expenditure  upon  warlike  preparations 
which  has  been  incarred  by  other  Enropean 
nations  has  rendered  noceesary  an  iociease  in 
the  precautions  which  have  hitherto  been  taken 
for  ibe  safety  of  our  shores  and  our  commerce. 
That  the  conneele  by  which  other  Powers  are 
guided,  and  which  dispose  of  their  vast  forces, 
are  at  present  uniformly  friendly  to  this 
country,  but  that  Y'our  Majesty  has  do  right 
to  assume  that  this  condition  ie  necessarily 
secure  from  tbe  possibility  of  change. 

"We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  us 
that  some  portions  of  tbe  Bill  which  was  pre< 
aented  to  u*  last  year  for  amending  the  Local 
Government  of  England  and  Wales  were  laid 
aside  in  consequence  of  tbe  prossure  upon  the 
time  of  Parliament,  and  that  from  the  same 
cause  it  was  found  to  be  impossible  to  enter 
upon  the  question  of  Local  Government  for 
Scotland.  That  Bills  dealing  with  these 
matters  will  be  Uid  before  us. 

"We  humbly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  tbe 
information  that  our  early  attontion  vill  be 
asked  to  measures  for  developing  the  material 
resources  of  Ireland,  and  for  amending  tbe 
canstitutioa  of  the  various  tribunals  which 
have  special  jurisdiction  over  real  property  ii 


le  elapsed  si 


:e  the  close  of  the  last  Session  i  that  country.    We  assure   Yuur  Mi!.>,««.-i  "jMi. 
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t  lemi  with  BtiActi'n  tbat  the  StktatM  I  for  hu  T«ry  sbls  ipeeeh.  and  ibr  licvng 


wlii;2i  rt  Lktv  nomiU  puMd  for  th>  rat/;rm- 
ttMi  'A  '/ria  mi  tx/t^ii-mx  in  Ir^Iuid  hir* 
kln»JT  t-^n  att«n]»l  vitfa  mlaUrr  r^alu.  ' 

'■  Wt  tLmh  Tom  il»jt«ty  fw  infdnsiiif  ni 
a»t  I'-mlktiTe  proTiBoo  *iil  b«  twctwry  for 
exacatia^  tha  C^oTentioa  into  vliich  Toar 
)faj«MT  bM  «aut«d  for  the  mpprewoo  of 
bonnliM  'jd  tt;  eip?TUti:iii  of  n^w,  aiid  kUo 
for  oompUUng  the  ooaTanan  of  the  Three  p«r 
Cent  Aimaiti«a.  Hut  tb«  itste  of  th«  fold 
ooica^  hu  for  lome  reu«  past  bWD  the  i'-iti- 
jed  of  U^timste  oomplunt.  and  th&t  &  meunre 
(or  t««t<rii&g  it  to  a  ntiffkctorr  cooditioD  will 
be  liid  Iiefore  dl 

"We  hnnhlT  thank  Yonr  UajMtj  for  in- 
funning  ni  tlut  the  CommiadOTi  which  Your 
UsjestT  ■ppsinted  to  inqaire  into  th«  Civil 
EftKbUihm^nl*  el  th«  Uiut«l  Kiagi'ya  hu  not 
jet  completed  iti  lahonn.  that  it  has  alrraJv 
made  ■  Beport  of  nach  ralae,  and  that  pra- 
poMl*  for  legislation  arising  oot  of  that  Keport 
will  be  snbmitted  to  us. 

"  We  thank  Your  Uajesty  tor  informing  ns 
that  Bereral  mbjects  which  Voar  Majesty  com- 
mended to  our  care  in  previous  veua,  bat 
which  the  increasing  bunlL'n  of  our  duties  hu 
shot  out  from  conddpntion,  will  be  tubmitled 
to  us  again.  That  in  this  number  will  be  in- 
cluded SteBinrea  relating  to  titbcs.  for  the 
regulation  of  the  Univenitiea  of  .Scotland,  for 
dctennining  the  liability  of  employers  in  the 
case  of  accidents,  tor  establiihing  a  Department 
of  Agriculture,  for  cheapening  the  transfer  of 
land,  and  for  remedying  abuses  attaching  to 
Jmnt  Stock  Companioa  formed  under  limited 
liability. 

"  Ws  humbly  assure  Tour  Majesty  that  onr 
camful  consideistioo  shall  be  given  to  the 
subjects  which  Yoor  Majesty  has  i^commeoded 
to  onr  attention,  and  to  the  Measures  which 
may  be  sabmitttd  to  as  ;  and  we  earnestly 
trust  that  in  these  and  aU  other  efforts  which  wi 
may  make  to  promote  the  well  being  of  Your 
Uajesty'i  people  we  may  be  guided  by  the 
hand  ol  Almighty  Qod." 
*Si»  J.  C.  R.  COLOMB  {Tower  Ham 
leta,  Bow,  £c.),  who  was  attired  in  the 
uniform  of  the  Boyal  Marine  Artillery : 
I  majr  commence.  Sir,  b;  asking  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  and  the  kind 
aud  courteous  oonsi deration  which  it 
is  erer  read;  to  extend  to  those  who 
are  anxious  neither  to  trespass  upon  its 
time,  nor  to  infringe  by  one  iota  upon 
its  ancient  privileges  and  customs.  I 
wish  also.  Sir,  to  thank  my  hon.  Friend 
Mr,  M.  R.  BluM-BtMoart 


dealt  with  so  many  msttoiw  in  ao  ahort 
a  space  of  lime,  with  cluaiuoM  and  viA 
forc«>,  and  altogether  in  a  mannar  worthj 
of  tb»  country  which  ha  tvproaeats. 
Now.  Sir.  puling  to  Her  IC^aaty'a  gT«- 
cions  Speech.  I  will  reatnrv  io  asj  tihat, 
looking  at  the  Speech  aa  s  vlic4«.  it 
may  be  taken  to  indi<:ata  that  tlw  p(di^ 
of  Her  Uajesty'a  adTia««  isctaadntfin 
its  aim.  and  continnoua  in  its  tmtxw&m, 
aa  wet)  as  business-like  in  ita  cnsracter; 
and  I  look  forward.  Sir,  vith  bop«  to 
seeing  the  various  meaanTsa  therein  pto- 
poted  converted  into  lav.  I  oonenr 
generally  in  all  that  haa  fallen  from  mj 
hon.  Friend,  and  it  is  uunfiffi— ij  foe 
me,  therefore,  to  follow  in  detail  his 
speech,  but  I  cannot  help  giving  m  paa- 
•ing  reference  to  the  paragraph  dealing 
with  the  operations  against  Soakini.  for 
I  wish  to  express  satiefactioD,  on  behalf 
of  my  constituents,  that  the  black  troops 
showed  courage,  endurance,  and  diaei- 
pline ;  that  onr  officers  who  ware  on  tht 
spot  showed  that  their  opiniona  were  ao 
trustworthy,  and  that  Her  Majeaty'B 
Govemmeat  in  trusting  to  the  officeca 
on  the  spot  were  so  completely  and  ao 
absolutely  vindicated.  On  behalf  of 
East  London,  and  as  one  of  the  repre- 
"pntatives  of  industrial  London,  I  oor 
diallj  re-echo  what  has  fallen  from  my 
hon.  Friend  with  regard  to  the  Sugar 
Bountie!).  It  has  been,  Sir,  a  aoarce  of 
considerable  agitation  in  the  Eaat  Sod 
(if  London,  and  I  am  thankful  to  think 
that  the  persistent  exertions  of  Hw 
Majesty's  Government  have  remoTed 
what  was  a  just  cause  of  complaint ;  and 
not  only,  Sir,  is  this  a  matter  affecting 
the  working- classes  of  tlus  Kingdom, 
but  what  haa  been  done  is  also  regarded 
with  satisfaction  by  our  fellow  anb^cta 
in  the  Colonies  of  Mauritiuaand  the  West 
Indies.  I  come  now  to  the  Employera* 
Liability  Bill,  in  which  working-claaa 
constituencies  take  great  interest,  andl 
congratulate  the  Government  on  the  per- 
sistency with  which  it  is  pressing  the 
measure.  I  hope  that  it  will  soon  be- 
come law.  And  now.  Sir,  I  will  venture 
to  offer  one  or  two  brief  observations 
with  respect  to  the  reference  in  the 
Speech  to  Ireland,  and  I  wonld  aak  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  that  country  to  remem- 
ber that  my  opinions  have  not  been 
formed  from  newspaper  reporta  or  from 
reading  pamphlets  or  speecaea,  but  from 
my  long  association  with  the  oonntrj 
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itself — an  association  which  I  hope  will 
long  continue.  But  the  Ireland  I  know 
is  not  the  Ireland  of  certain  classes  of 
the  Press.  All  my  sympathies  and  my 
pleasantest  memories  are  associated  with 
that  country.  I  certainly  desire  to  refrain 
from  saying  anything  calculated  to  raise 
a  heated  controversy,  hut  I  must  say 
that  from  personal  knowledge  I  can  en- 
dorse the  view  that  recent  legislation 
has  had  a  salutary  efifect.  Liberty  to 
the  individual  is  returning,  and  some- 
thing more  is  returning  as  a  conse- 
quence, and  that  is  hope.  Ireland  is 
settling  down  in  the  walks  of  peaceful 
industry,  and  I  am  sure  that  in  de- 
veloping the  resources  of  Ireland  as  the 
Government  propose,  you  will  really 
help  people  who  are  ready  and  will- 
ing to  help  themselves.  I  hope,  Sir, 
and  believe  that  the  development  of  the 
natural  and  material  resources  of  Ireland 
will  be  a  crowning  success,  as  it  must  be 
if  it  is  carried  through  in  a  broad  and 
statesmanlike  spirit.  I  believe  that  as 
knowledge  increases  among  the  Irish 
people,  they  will  recognize  the  value 
and  truth  of  the  dictum  of  Dean  Swift, 
that  the  truest  patriotism  may  be  found 
in  the  prosaic  work  of  Agriculture, 
and  in  making  '^  two  blades  of  com 
grow  where  one  only  grew  before." 
I  am  rejoiced  to  see  that  the  land 
tribunals  of  the  country  are  to  be 
dealt  with,  because  there  has  been  so 
much  legislation  during  the  two  past 
decades  with  regard  to  land  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  over-lapping  and  a 
great  deal  of  friction  which  requires  to 
be  removed  in  the  transactions  of  the 
different  Courts.  This  reform  will  prove 
a  real  and  common- sense  advantage  to 
the  country.  It  is  undoubtedly  true, 
Sir,  that  order  is  being  restored  and 
that  confidence  is  returning  in  Ireland, 
and  as  order  is  Heaven's  first  law,  so 
must  it  be  Ireland's  first  hope.  If  you 
look  at  the  returns  of  the  railways, 
you  will  see  that  there  is  an  increase  of 
traffic,  and  surely  that  is  good  evidence 
of  increased  business  ?  The  other  day, 
looking  at  the  traffic  returns  of  the 
Great  Southern  and  Western  Railway, 
which  connects  the  whole  of  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland  with  the  rest  of 
that  country,  and  with  the  United 
Kingdom,  I  saw  evidence  of  a  remark- 
able fact  which  justifies  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  advisers,  that  in  every 
branch  of  traffic  the  receipts  have  enor- 


mously increased,  except  in  one  class  of 
traffic,  and  that  is  for  the  transport  of 
troops.  And  so.  Sir,  you  see  that  while 
we  have  not  to  pay  for  the  movement  of 
troops  to  enforce  order  at  the  same 
rate  as  we  formerly  had  to,  the  Irish 
people  are  getting  the  benefit  of  in- 
creased trade  and  business,  and  the 
Irish  shareholders  are  reaping  the  fruits 
of  returning  confidence.  Besides  the 
beneficent  legislation  that  has  been 
passed  to  aid  the  Irish  tenantry,  and 
besides  the  legislation  which  was  un- 
fortunately necessary  to  restore  to  a 
settled  state  of  things  the  disturbed 
mind  of  Ireland,  we  have  to  thank  also 
the  Executive,  from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest,  for  the  courage  and  resolution 
with  which  they  have  carried  out, 
as  it  was  their  duty  to  do,  the  law. 
I  now.  Sir,  will  venture  to  make  a 
few  general  observations  with  regard 
to  the  one  paragraph  in  the  Speech 
which  my  hon.  Friend  left  very  much 
to  me.  I  com^.  Sir,  to  the  announce- 
ment as  to  the  increase  in  the  precau- 
tions which  have  hitherto  been  taken 
for  the  safety  of  our  shores  and  of  our 
commerce,  and  I  venture  to  say.  Sir, 
that  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  this  Kingdom,  and  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  this  mighty 
Empire,  there  will  be  a  sense  of  satis- 
faction and  of  thankfulness  that  the  pre- 
cautions necessary  for  the  safety  of  our 
shores  and  commerce  are — at  last — to  be 
increased.  We  have.  Sir,  no  indication  as 
yet  as  to  what  those  measures  are  to  be, 
and  it  would  be  premature  to  discuss 
proposals  which  may  rest  after  all  upon 
imagination,  but  we  have  this,  which 
we  have  never  had  before — we  have 
guarantees  that  the  expenditure  is  not 
going  to  be  hastily  incurred.  We  have 
the  unusual  guarantee  that  the  whole 
subject  has  been  examined  by  a  Special 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet,  presided  over 
by  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  and  any 
casual  reader  even  of  the  daily  papers 
will  see  how  unceasingly — although  he 
is  bowed  down  with  his  duties  and 
responsibilities  as  Foreign  Minister 
— Lord  Salisbury  has  applied  him- 
self to  investigating  the  question.  We 
have  another  guarantee  that,  besides 
this  Committee  of  the  Cabinet,  there 
has  been  a  Boyal  Commission  pre- 
sided over  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Kossendale,  investiga- 
ting various    branches    of    this   sub- 
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jeot.  And,  Sir,  added  to  all  that, 
we  have  the  most  valuable  and  practi- 
cal e^eriments  of  the  Naval  Man- 
OBnvree,  and  we  have  the  opinions  of  the 
distinguished  Admirals  who  formed  a 
Oommittee  thereupon.  Therefore  I  say 
that  we  have  ample  security  that  the 
#hole  question  has  been  deliberately 
and  calmly  examined.  Now,  Sir, 
speaking  as  one  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  and  by  no  means  as  a 
professional  man,  I  venture  to  say,  in 
their  name,  that  we  certainly  mean  to 
keep  our  Empire,  come  what  may.  We 
must  maintain  the  freedom  of  the  seas, 
wad  we  know  that  the  greatest  interest 
of  our  vast  Empire  is  the  interest  of 
peace.  We  also  know  from  the  teach- 
ing of  history  that  weakness  in  de- 
ibnsive  power  is  but  a  temptation  to  war 
and  to  attack,  and,  in  the  interest  of 
peace,  therefore,  it  is  that  the  people  of 
the  Empire  demand  adequate  security  to 
be  taken  against  the  terrors  of  war.  We 
oonfidently  hope  that  these  obligations 
will  be  faced  by  the  Government,  and  that 
their  responsibilities  will  be  courage- 
ously discharged.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not 
ffoing  to  detain  the  House  with  details, 
Dut  tkere  are  one  or  two  matters  which 
I  trust  the  House  will  kindly  allow  me 
to  touch  upon.  As  I  said  before,  I  am 
endeavouring  to  speak  on  this  question, 
not  from  a  professional  point  of  view, 
aor  as  in  any  sense  representing 
expert  opinion,  but  simply  as  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  repre- 
senting a  large  working  class  con- 
stituency. It  is  commonly  said,  Sir, 
that  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire  and 
of  our  rigfhts  we  are  ready  to  spend  our 
last  shilling  and  our  last  man.  But,  Sir, 
it  is  the  mt  shilling  and  the  first  ship 
which  will  count  the  most  in  modem 
war,  and  the  countiy  will,  therefore, 
«ant  whatever  funds  are  necessary  for 
Its  defence.  All  it  asks,  and  rightly 
asks,  is  that  it  shall  have  twenty  shil- 
Hngs  of  real  protection  for  every  pound 
it  spends.  This  is  a  question,  Sir, 
which  affects  the  industrial  classes  more 
than  any  other  class.  Trade  and  com- 
merce are  the  breath  of  our. National 
Ufe,  and  if  they  are  interrupted,  even 
temporarily,  by  armed  forces,  the  result 
must  be  ruin  to  those  who  live  by  com- 
merce. Since  this  country  was  last 
oaUed'  upon  to  defend  itself,  there  have 
been  two  main  fundamental  changes  in 
our  condition;  then  the  population  was 
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practically  independent  of  a  supply  of 
food  or  raw  material  from  over  the  seas; 
now  it  is  to  the  sea  that  the  toiling 
millions  must  look  for  the   means   of 
subsistence  and  for  their  food.   In  those 
days  when  we  last  had  to  defend  our^ 
selves,  the  operations  of  war  were  slow 
in  achieving  decisive  results,  and  defen- 
sive armaments  could  be  hastily  devised, 
but  now  armaments  cannot  be  impro- 
vised, and  to  be  unprepared  means,  not 
merely  danger,  but   final  destruction. 
These  considerations  point  primarily  to 
the  necessity  for  having  adeouate  naval 
protection.  But  that  is  not  all ;   we  have 
military     duties  to    perform    as  well. 
Across  the  sea  we  have  great  frontiers 
to  defend,  and  these  military  responsi- 
bilities must   be  fully  and  completely 
discharged.     We  have  recently  createa 
works  and  are  providing  Naval  bases 
and  coaling  stations,  and  these  places 
require  to  be  armed,  because,  imless  they 
are  sufficiently  and  efficiently  garrisoned, 
they  can  ouly  aggravate  the  danger  to 
the  Empire.     Above  all,  we  must  main* 
tain  at  the  highest  point  of  efficiency 
our  sea-going  and  sea-keepiug  fleet.     I 
will  conclude  by  expressing  the  personal 
hope    that    the    phraseology    of     the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  means 
an  increase  of  that  Navy  to  which,  under 
the  providence  of   God,    we    owe  the 
wealth,   safety,   and    strength  of  this 
kingdom.    I  sincerely  thank  the  House 
for  the  kindness    with    which  it  has 
listened  to  me,  and  I  beg  to  second  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.* 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That,"  &c.     [See  page  41.] 

Mb.  W-  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid-Lothian)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
speeches  of  the  mover  and  seconder  of 
the  Address,  which  were  heard  by  the 
House  with  respectful  and  friendly 
attentioD,  do  not,  I  think,  give  to  those 
who  think  as  I  do  on  politics  any 
title  to  complain.  They  contain,  no 
doubt,  the  expression  of  many  opinions 
in  which  we  are  unable  to  concur, 
and  which  on  fitting  occasions  it  might 
be  our  duty  to  contest.  But  those 
opinions  were  stated  by  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  exercise  of  their 
Parliamentary  freedom  from  their  own 
point  of  view  with  frankness,  with  care, 
and  intelligence,  and  with  a  just  ob- 
servance of  Parliamentary  usage.  I 
therefore  ofPer  them  my  congratulations 
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upon  the  creditable  manner  in  wliich 
they  discharged  the  task  committed  to 
them.  One  observation  alone  may  call 
for  a  word  of  remark  from  me  before  I 
sit  down.  But  I  gladly  abstain  from 
anything  like  detailed  comment  upon 
points  in  those  speeches  whereupon  our 
opinions  may  not  be  in  entire  con- 
currence. Following  the  example  of 
the  mover  of  the  Address,  I  will  say  a 
few  words  with  reference  to  that  portion 
of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  which 
relates  to  foreign  politicn.  I  should  also 
state  that  I  am  airaid  it  will  not  be  in 
my  power  in  sach  remarks  as  I  have 
now  to  make  very  greatly  to  advance 
this  debate  towards  its  conclusion.  The 
main  interest  of  the  debate — although 
there  are  many  subjects,  I  might  almost 
say  an  unusual  number  of  subjects,  of 
extreme  importance  and  interest — the 
main  interest  of  the  debate  must  centre 
in  the  paragraph  relating  to  Ireland. 
Bearing  in  mind  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  has 
already  expressed  his  intention  of  pro- 
posing to  the  House  an  amendment  to 
that  paragraph,  I  have  also  to  bear  in 
mind  the  condition  in  which  we  are 

S laced  by  the  rules  of  the  House  as 
elivered  from  the  Chair  in  consequence 
of  the  prospect  of  that  Amendment.  I 
believe,  Sir,  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
after  that  Amendment  shall  have  been 
moved,  it  will  not  be  competent  for  us 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  Speech  which  precede  the 
passage  in  the  Address  where  the  Amend- 
ment would  naturally  find  place.  Con- 
sequently, I  think  it  is  well  that  it 
should  be  understood  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  and  be  almost 
a  necessity  of  debate,  that  whatever 
observations  have  to  be  made,  whatever 
proposals  have  to  be  made,  hon.  Gentle- 
men should  deem  these  proposals  neces- 
sary to  be  made  before  we  arrive  at  the 
paragraph  relating  to  Irish  affairs,  when 
the  Amendment  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  given  notice  of  his  intention 
to  propose  upon  that  paragraph  is 
reachea.  Therefore,  I  will  make  my 
remarks,  which  I  trust  will  not  be  of 
g^eat  length,  upon  points  as  they  arise. 
I  receive.  Sir,  with  satisfaction  the 
assurances  contained  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gbracious  Speech  that  the  military  opera- 
tions at  Suakin,  which  reached  their 
termination  shortly  before  the  proroga- 
tion of  Parliament,  have  been  successful 


in  attaining  the  objects  to  which  they 
were  addressed.  I  must,  however — 
without  going  so  far  as  to  introduce  any 
subject  of  reproach — I  must  say  that  my 
satisfaction  would  have  been  more  lively 
and  would  have  had  greater  reference  to 
permanence  had  it  been  in  the  power  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  point  in 
this  portion  of  the  Speech  to  any  pros- 
pective contraction  m  that  quarter  of 
the  responsibilities  of  Egypt,  and  of 
the  indirect  but  possible  responsibilities 
which  may  attach  to  ourselves  in 
connection  with  the  duties  of  Egypt 
on  the  Red  Sea.  I  am  bound  to  say — 
I  am  almost  obliged  to  say — that  I  do 
not  consider  that  anything  has  ever  been 
said  by  a  preceding  Government  to  indi- 
cate a  permanent  policy,  or  anything 
like  a  permanent  engagement  being 
entered  into  with  reference  to  the  main- 
tenance of  Egyptian  establishments  in 
the  Forts  on  the  Red  Sea.  I  pass  from 
that — because  I  do  not  think  that  that 
portion  of  the  Speech  calls  for  special 
attention — and  I  come  to  the  question 
of  Samoa.  I  must  there  observe  upon 
an  omission  in  the  Speech  which  I  greatly 
regret,  because  the  question  of  Samoa 
is  evidently  one  which,  either  on  this 
occasion  or  on  some  future  occasion,  calls 
for  some  clear  and  detailed  explanation. 
The  proceedings  have  not  altogether 
been  of  a  very  simple  charatter.  There 
was  some  time  ago  a  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  sit,  and  which,  I  believe,  was 
actually  sitting  at  Washington,  for  the 
adjustment  of  the  relations  of  the  three 
Powers  which  have  an  especial  interest 
in  the  affairs  of  Samoa.  That  Com- 
mission  sitting  at  Washiugton  was 
brought  to  a  close  for  reasons  which  I 
do  not  know  to  have  been  explained  to 
Parliament.  Time  has  elapsed,  and  now 
we  are  told,  without  reference  to  or  ex- 
planation of  foregoing  circumstances, 
that  another  Commission  or  Conference 
is  about  to  sit  at  Berlin  for  the  purpose 
of  reversing  the  decision  taken  with 
regard  to  the  Conference  at  Washing- 
ton— I  beg  pardon  for  having  used  the 
word  ''  Commission  "  in  lieu  of  the  word 
**  Conference  " — for  the  purpose  of  re- 
versing that  decision,  and  for  promoting 
in  Conference  the  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion. What  I  certainly  hoped,  and  what 
I  still  hope  may  happen,  is  that  an  en- 
gagement will  be  given  by  the  GK)vem- 
ment  that  the  papers  will  be  laid  before 
us  with  reasonable  ^T^ta^^^f*:^^.   "V  ^ia 
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not  wish  to  inyite  lengthened  discussion 
on  this  matter  at  the  present  time,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  we  can  profitably 
engage  in  it  until  we  hare  the  papers 
in  our  hands.  There  is  another  sub- 
ject of  which  no  notice  is  taken  in 
this  portion  of  the  Speech,  upon  which  I 
certainly,  for  one,  had  expected  that  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  could  not  be  silent — ^I 
mean  the  subject  of  the  state  of  Zanzibar, 
and  the  prosecution  of  the  joint  enter- 
prise, for  an  honourable  and  philan- 
thropic purpose  undoubtedly — the  joint 
enterprise  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Gh>Yemment  has  entered  along  with  the 
German  Empire,  in  relation  to  the 
Slave  Trade  off  the  Coast  of  Zanzibar. 
This  is  a  subject  on  which  I  urgently 
press  upon  the  Government  a  request  for 
early  and  ample  information — I  do  not 
mean  so  much  in  the  present  debate, 
unless  it  should  be  raised,  as  I  suppose 
is  possible,  in  an  explicit  and  detailed 
form,  by  hon.  Members  in  the  exercise 
of  their  own  judgment,  either  on  this 
or  the  other  side  of  the  House.  At  any 
rate,  it  is  desirable  that  we  should  soon 
have  information  which  will  enable  us 
to  fonn  a  judgment  upon  what  has 
passed  and  what  is  passing  in  that 
country.  Undoubtedly  no  one  would 
question  that  incidents  have  there  oc- 
curred which  are  or  may  be  of  a  character 
calculated  to  excite  misgiving,  appre- 
hension, and  regret.  I  speak  now,  not 
of  the  Convention  with  Germany  with 
regard  to  the  Slave  Trade,  but  of  what 
has  taken  place  in  the  interior.  And, 
without  any  prejudice  to  the  more  ex- 
tended observations  which  may  be  made 
in  this  debate  on  the  question  of  Zani- 
bar,  I  press  earnestly  on  the  Government 
that  it  is  quite  necessary  that  adequate 
information  should  be  laid  before  us  to 
enable  us  to  form  a  judgment  upon  the 
condition  of  that  country.  Now,  Sir,  I 
come  to  the  paragraph  which  relates  to 
the  Estimates,  and  I  cannot  help  ob- 
serving that  there  is  not  an  absolute 
equality  between  the  measure  which  we 
deal  out  to  ourselves  and  that  which  we 
deal  out  to  foreign  countries.  When  we 
speak  of  the  increase  of  our  own  arma- 
ments we  speak  of  "  precautions  taken 
forthesafetyof  our  trade  and  commerce." 
When  we  speak  of  the  increase  of  foreign 
armaments,  though  the  things  done  are 
preeiadj  the  same,  it  is  no  longer  the 
that  foreign  countries  are  to  be 
with  anxietv  about  their  shorea 
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or  about  their  borders,  which  are  as  im- 
portant as  their  shores,  or  about  their 
commerce,  but  changes,  which  for  us  are 
only  peaceful  precautions,  in  their  case 
are  described  by  Her  Majesty  from  the 
Throne  as  *  *  warlike  preparations. "  I  can- 
not think  that  this  distinction  in  phrase- 
ology is  altogether  felicitous.  But  on 
the  subject  itself  I  am  much  too  sensible 
of  its  gravity  and  of  its  importance,  and 
likewise  of  the  necessity  of  leaving  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  a  perfectly 
free  and  open  field  for  the  declaration  of 
what  they  mean  to  do  and  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  mean  to  do  it,  to 
say  anything  which  can  imply  any  fore- 
gone conclusion,  or  which  can  impede  in 
any  degree  the  exercise  of  their  free 
action  on  a  very  great  and  urgent  sub- 
ject. But  this  I  will  say,  that  if  it  be 
true  that  there  is  to  be  very  great 
addition  to  the  expenditure,  which 
is  already  not  far  short  of  three  times 
what  it  was  at  a  period  within  my  re- 
collection, it  will  be  certainly  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  be  exacting  in  the 
proof  of  the  necessity  for  that  addition. 
Further,  I  will  say  that,  instead  of 
speaking  with  exultation  of  the  un- 
doubted power  of  this  country  to  dis- 
charge all  the  responsibilities  of  empire 
by  military  means,  instead  of  simply 
regarding  that  as  a  matter  of  exul- 
tation, I  hope  we  shall  bear  in  mind  that 
these  augmentations — whether  you  call 
them  warlike  preparations  or  peaceful 
precautions — are  one  of  the  greatest 
calamities,  and  not  only  one  of  the 
greatest  calamities,  but  one  of  the  great- 
est dangers  which  threaten  our  time  and 
the  time  of  our  descendants.  It  is 
extremely  difficult  even  for  those  who 
think  that  they  are  rendering  but  a  slow 
obedience  to  the  call  of  necessity — and 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment credit  for  that  belief — it  is  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  be  absolutely  sure 
that  you  are  not  aggravating  this  evil 
elsewhere,  even  while  you  think  that 
the  measures  you  are  adopting  are 
simply  those  of  a  needful  and  whole- 
some character.  I  may  observe  that 
there  was  in  this  country  a  word  which 
I  believe  still  retains  its  place  in  the 
dictionaries,  but  which  I  believe  in 
other  respects  has  faded  out  of  reool- 
lection,  and  in  particular  out  of  the 
recollection  of  those  who  at  the  present 
time  frame  the  speeches  from  the  Throne 
— I  mean  the  word  economy.    It  was  a 
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Parliamentary  tradition  that  the  Queen 
should  assure  Her  faithful  Oommons 
that  economy  had  been  observed  in  the 

E reparation  of  the  Estimates,  and  I  am 
ound  to  say  that  I  do  not  see,  in  the 
assumed  necessity,  or  even  in  the  real 
necessity,  if  it  should  be  proved,  for  the 
extension  of  armaments,  any  adequate 
reason  for  the  omission  to  convey  to  us 
an  assurance  of  the  pledge  of  Her  Ma* 
jesty  that  what  was  to  be  done  should 
be  done  with  a  careful  regard  for 
economy  in  its  conception  and  its  exe- 
cution. I  pass  on  from  this  important 
subject,  into  which  I  do  not  think  it 
would  become  me  more  deeply  to  enter, 
especially  at  the  present  time— I  pass 
on  to  the  commencement  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  Speech  which  relate  to 
coming  legislation ;  and  here  I  must  say 
I  cannot  withhold  my  tribute  to  the 
courage  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  It 
is  commonly  said  that  the  burnt  child 
dreads  the  fire.  The  Government  has 
had  xperience  from  which  it  has  un- 
questionably learned  that  long  cata- 
logues of  legislative  measures  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  are  liable  to  be 
grievously  and  terribly  abridged  before 
arriving  at  the  close  of  the  Session, 
before  the  records  of  actual  accomplish* 
ment  can  be  completed.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  had  that  experience, 
but  their  courage  is  unabated,  and  I 
think  in  the  present  Speech—  although  I 
gladly  admit  that  it  is  a  document  which 
has  the  recommendation  of  brevity — a 
longer  catalogue  of  important  measures, 
and  I  am  afraid  a  longer  catalogue  of 
contentious  measures,  is  promised  to 
Parliament  than  has  been  usual  even 
upon  former  occasions,  when  not  such 
copious  warnings  had  been  delivered  by 
practical  experience  as  to  the  danger  of 
propounding  multitudes  of  proposals 
that  are  not  likely  to  become  legislative 
measures.  I  will  confine  myself  to  this 
subject  generally,  without  touching 
upon  those  measures  except  in  almost  a 
single  word.  I  will  confine  myself  to 
the  expression  of  a  very  humble  and 
earnest  hope  that  the  Session  which  we 
begin  to-day  may  reach  its  prorogation 
before  Christmas  Eve.  There  is  a  sen- 
tence upon  the  subject  of  the  Local 
Government  Act  with  regard  to  which  I 
shall  be  glad  if  a  word  of  explanation 
oan  be  given.  Of  course,  I  do  not  intend 
to  ask  Mer  Majesty's  Government  for  a 


description  of  the  various  particulars 
which  they  may  intend  to  include  in 
their  amending  Act,  but  they  state  that 
it  is  intended,  with  regard  to  some  por- 
tions of  the  Bill  which  were  dropped 
last  year  in  consequence  of  the  pressure 
on  the  time  of  Parliament,  to  introduce 
a  Bill  dealing  with  those  matters.  I 
think  it  would  be  vain  to  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  by  the 
proposals  they  may  make  this  year  to 
give  that  largeness  of  scope  to  the  value- 
able  Bill  of  last  Session  which  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  desire.  But  there 
is  one  very  important  subject  which  was 
dropped  out  of  the  Bill,  and  with  which 
it  does  not  seem  too  much  to 
anticipate — and  I  venture  to  anticipate 
—  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  deal  this  Session ;  I  mean,  the  ques- 
tion of  District  Councils.  That  is 
a  subject  upon  which  I  ask  for  no  details 
whatever,  but  it  would  be  well  if  the 
House  were  apprised  that  upon  that 
subject  at  any  rate  it  is  intended  by  the 
Government  to  propose  legislation.  I 
am  afraid  that  the  Government  may 
have  reason  to  expect  that  those  of  us 
who  think  that  the  Local  Government 
Bill — honourable  as  it  was  to  its  original 
propounder  in  this  House  and  to  the 
Government  which  was  responsible  for 
it — yet  does  require  a  far  larger  pro- 
vision, afar  larger  catalogue  of  legislative 
provisions  and  powers,  than  those  with 
which  it  has  yet  been  supplied — it  may 
be  our  duty  in  some  cases  undoubtedly 
to  make  endeavours  for  the  enlargement 
of  such  a  measure  as  they  may  lay 
before  us.  But  at  any  rate  it  will  be 
satisfactory  as  far  as  it  g^es  to  know 
that  an  important  supplementary  pro- 
position in  aid  of  the  scheme  of  last  year 
is  to  be  submitted  to  us  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government.  I  accord  my 
best  wishes  for  the  measure  of  Local 
Government  for  Scotland.  That  question, 
I  hope,  will  not  be  found  to  raise 
difficulties  more  serious  than  those 
which  we  were  enabled  to  surmount 
last  year.  I  am  quite  sure  that  as  far 
as  the  capacity  of  the  Scottish  people 
for  self-governing  operations  is  con- 
cerned it  would  be  impossible  to  secure 
a  more  favourable  theatre  of  operations 
for  any  measure  aiming  at  the  ex- 
tension of  local  privilege  and  power 
than  the  theatre  which  is  offered  by  the 
kingdom  of  Scotland.  With  regfurd  to 
the  absence  of  Ireland  ts^t^  ^2^  ^ss^^ 
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visions  for  Local  GoTernment,  I  might 
indeed  express  the  deep  regret  with 
which  I  noticed  that  absence.  But  such 
an  expression  would  tend  to  become  a 
part  of  the  discussion  into  which  we  are 
to  be  drawn,,  and  I  therefore  pass  on- 
wards from  that  subject  without  com- 
ment. I  can  only  say,  upon  the  subject 
of  the  Irish  paragraph,  without  touching 
upon  that  which  is  the  most  important 
part  of  it,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
earlier  portions  of  that  paragraph  which 
tends  to  improve  the  features  of  the 
Irish  policy  of  the  Government.  I  do 
not  understand  these  measures  for  the 
development  of  the  industrial  resources 
of  Ireland  to  be  anything   but   a  re- 

Eetition  of  old  experiments,  which  have 
een  tried  before  with  large  outlay  of 
money,  and  with  total  failure  for  the 
most  part  of  purpose,  and  which  haye 
constituted,  in  fact  and  in  the  main,  an 
exhibition  of  our  impotence  to  deal  with 
the  gpreat  and  fundamental  interests  in- 
volved in  the  government  of  Ireland. 
With  respect  to  the  landed  tribunals  in 
particular — the  tribunals  having  special 
jurisdiction  over  land — I  hope  in  the 
preparation  of  their  measures  the 
Government  will  bear  in  mind  the  ex- 
tremely delicate  nature  of  the  ground 
upon  which  they  tread,  and  the  state  of 
mind  of  the  tenantry  throughout  the 
country  in  regard  to  the  securities  given 
them  for  the  legislative  privileges  that 
they  enjoy;  and  that  they  will  avoid 
even  the  appearance  of  anything  which 
can  tend  to  justify  the  supposition  that 
there  is  any  intention,  avowed  or  un- 
avowed,  under  the  name  of  remodelling 
tribunals,  to  abridge  or  endanger  any  of 
those  privileges.  As  I  have  said,  I  will 
refrain  from  making  the  legislative  in- 
tentions of  the  Government  the  subject 
of  comment.  I  will  only  make  that 
observation  of  which  I  have  already 
spoken  on  that  part  of  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  mover,  where  he  expressed  his 
hope  that  the  debate  on  the  Address 
wiu  not  be  such  as  to  reach  any  con- 
siderable length.  Had  there  been  a 
doubt  in  the  mind  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  as  to  the  necessity  of  an 
Irish  discussion,  the  Government  have 
themselves,  by  an  unusual  proceeding, 
but  a  proceeding  that  I  do  not  deny  to 
have  been  undoubtedly  within  their  com- 
petence to  adopt,  settled  the  question 
for  us.  The  usual  form  of  drawing  the 
Queen's  iSpoech  is  not  to   commit  the 

J/r.  W.  L\  Gladstone 


House  on  contested  matters  to  mn  ex- 
pression of  opinion.  But  the  Gh>Yen- 
ment  on  this  occasion  have  thought  fit 
in  framing  the  Address  to  deviate  from 
that  well-established  usage.  I  do  not 
say  it  is  a  binding  usage.  The  Oov* 
ernment  may  have  a  right — I  do  not 
enter  into  that  question — to  introdnee 
into  the  Address  what  they  please, 
though  if  it  is  to  be  done,  it  is  well  it 
should  be  done  after  notice  to  hon. 
Members.  But  I  do  not  recollect  for 
very  many  years  a  case  where  the  House 
has  been  called  upon  to  express  its 
opinion  upon  contested  matter  in  an 
Address  to  the  Throne.  One  sentence 
read  by  the  hon.  mover  was  as  follows: 
— '*  We  assure  your  Majesty  that  we 
learn  with  satisfaction  that  the  statutes 
which  we  have  recently  passed  for  the 
restoration  of  order  and  confidence  in 
Ireland  have  already  been  attended  with 
salutary  effects."  [^Cheers.']  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  are  quite  prepared,  I  dare 
say,  to  adopt  that  proposition,  but  those 
cheers  are  the  strongest  confirmation  of 
the  observation  which  I  find  it  my  duty  to 
make,  that  this  declaration  in  the  Speech 
is  a  binding  one,  and  therefore  to  us 
who  do  not  agree  with  the  proposition 
set  forth,  but  who,  on  the  contrary,  do 
emphatically  dissent  from  it,  is  not  only 
a  binding,  but  also  distinctly  a  chal- 
lenging proposition.  If  the  debate  on 
the  Address  be  a  prolonged  debate,  and 
if  it  deal  widely  with  the  system  of  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  as  it  now  pre- 
vails, it  is  to  the  direct  action,  to  the 
responsible  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  first  degree,  and  to 
the  amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
only  in  the  second  degree,  that  the  pro- 
longation of  the  debate  will  be  due. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  will  not  shrink 
from  his  responsibility.  He  would  have 
found  it  his  duty  to  make  his  proposal 
even  if  the  form  of  the  Speech  had 
been  the  usual  one.  The  form,  how- 
ever, is  not  the  usual  one,  and  we  resist, 
and  must  resist  to  the  utmost,  an  at- 
tempt to  pledge  us  to  a  proposition  with 
regard  to  the  condition  of  Ireland,  which 
proposition  is,  in  our  judgment,  totally 
untrue.  I  wish  to  make  only  one  more 
observation.  Beyond  stating  that  we  are 
compelled  to  challenge  the  truth  of  that 
proposition,  I  have  not  said,  and  I  do 
not  mean  to  say,  a  single  word  upon  the 
Irish  question.  I  venture  respectfully 
to  suggest  that  it  will  be  for  the  conve- 
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nience  of  the  House,  if  there  is  to  be 
npoQ  the  Irish  paragraph  a  distinct 
motion,  debate,  and  division,  that  we 
should  separate  that  debate  and  dis- 
cussion entirely  from  the  remarks  which 
we  may  think  it  our  duty  to  make  on 
the  preceding  portions  of  the  Speech, 
and  that  we  should,  if  we  can,  deal  with 
them  as  separate  subjects  and  reserve 
for  Ireland  the  advantage  of  a  discussion 
which  will  be,  of  course,  proportional 
to  its  importance,  never,  I  hope,  forget- 
ting the  great  importance  likewise  of 
getting  forward  with  public  business; 
and  that  we  shall  not  lose  the  time 
of  the  House  by  casual,  partial,  and 
imperfect  discussion  of  the  Irish 
question  mixed  with  a  number  of 
other  subjects.  With  these  remarks 
I  will  conclude  what  I  have  to 
say  on  the  present  occasion.  I  will 
only  now  say  that  if  it  should  be  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  that 
it  would  be  better  to  revert  to  the  usual 
form  of  Address  and  to  remove  the 
binding  statement — if  it  has  crept  in 
through  inadvertence  and  it  is  desired 
to  amend  it — I  should  be  the  last  person 
to  interpose  any  technical  objection  in 
the  way  of  that  amendment.  However 
that  may  be,  it  is  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  consider.  The  debate 
upon  Ireland  is  an  inevitable  debate. 
As  to  the  discussion  of  other  questions, 
important  as  they  are,  I  trust  we  shall 
recollect  that  as  to  most  of  them  the 
fullest  opportunities  are  certain  to  be 
afforded  to  us  in  the  development  of 
the  business  of  the  Session.  In  regard 
to  all  of  them  we  shall  endeavour  to 
evince  a  desire  which  I  think,  in  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament,  we  (the 
Opposition)  did  evince,  to  avoid  the 
unnecessary  prolongation  of  debate,  and 
to  forward  the  business  of  the  House. 
♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  My  first  duty  is  to  join 
in  the  congratulations  which  have  been 
offered  to  my  hon.  Friends  behind  me 
with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
they  have  discharged  the  very  difficult 
duty  of  moving  and  seconding  the 
Address  to  the  Crown.  The  speeches 
from  my  hon.  Friends  give  promise  of 
great  usefulness  in  the  part  my  hon. 
Friends  may  take  in  discussions  in  this 
House,  which  I  feel  confident  will  be 
amply  fulfilled.  I  may  perhaps  be 
permitted  to  refer  to  the  last  observations 


of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  before  I 

Proceed  to  deal  with  his  earlier  remarks, 
'he  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  made  an 
offer  to  the  Government  to  assist  them 
in  removing  from  the  Address  a  passage 
which  he  said  would  bind  the  House  to 
an  expression  of  opinion,  but  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  any  marked  difference 
in  the  tone  and  character  of  Her 
Majesty's  Speech  fram  the  Speeches 
which  preceded  it  under  the  Government 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself. 
In  the  Queen's  Speech  reference  has 
always  been  made  to  Ireland  and  to  the 
success  of  the  measures  which  have 
been  adopted  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  It  was  not  the 
form  of  the  Speech,  but  the  form  of  the 
Address,  that  I  complained  of. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  do  not  enter 
into  any  question  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  form  of  the  Address, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  much 
more  a  master  of  matters  of  that  kind 
than  I  can  be ;  but  my  impression  is 
that  the  Address  is  framed  in  the  usual 
form,  and  that  it  is  simply  an  echo  of 
the  Speech.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  reminded  the  House  that  we  must 
have  a  debate  on  Ireland.  We  recoe^- 
nize  that,  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  we  are  placed,  a  debate  on  the 
affairs  of  Ireland,  on  the  Administration 
of  Ireland,  and  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Administration  of  Ireland  is  one  which 
we  must  be  prepared  to  meet  throughly 
and  completly  in  the  face  of  the  country 
and  of  the  House.  We  are  perfectly 
ready  to  meet  the  challenge  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  has  thrown  down.  But, 
like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down,  I  trust  that  regard  will 
be  had  to  the  exigencies  of  the  public 
service,  and  to  the  duties  which  the 
House  has  to  discharge  in  addition  to 
those  with  reference  to  Ireland.  Taking 
the  advice  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  given,  I  will  refrain  from  making 
any  allusion  to  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  until  we  come  to  the  debate  on  that 
subject.  Now  I  will  turn  to  the  obser- 
vations which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  regard  to  Foreign  Affairs. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  his 
satisfaction  at  the  result  of  the  opera- 
tions at  Suakin ;  but  he  insisted  that 
there  was  no  indication  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  of  any  prospective 
contraction    of   the    responslbilitlQ.%  ol 
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we  laam  with  mtiifnation  that  tha  Statutes 
which  we  have  recently  paraed  for  the  restora- 
tion of  order  aod  coDfidence  in  Ireland  have 
already  been  attended  with  ealutaiy  resulta. 

"We  thank  Your  Majesty  for  informing  al 
that  legialative  provision  will  ba  necessary  for 
executing  the  ConTsntion  into  which  Tour 
Majesty  haa  entered  for  the  suppresdan  of 
bounties  on  the  exportation  of  sugar,  and  also 
for  completing  the  conversion  of  the  Three  per 
Cent.  Annnitiea.  That  the  state  of  the  gold 
coinage  has  for  some  years  past  bean  the  sub- 
ject of  legfitiuate  complaint,  and  that  a  measure 
for  restoring  it  tA  a  satisfactory  condition  will 
be  laid  before  as. 

"We  hnmhly  thank  Your  Majesty  for  in- 
forming us  that  the  Commiaido:i  which  Your 
Majesty  appointed  to  inquire  into  tha  Civil 
Establishment*  of  tba  United  Kingdom  has  not 
yet  completed  its  labonra,  that  it  has  already 
made  a  fieport  of  much  valae,  and  that  pro- 
posals for  le^sIaUon  arising  out  of  that  Keport 
will  ba  submitted  to  na. 

"Wb  thank  Your  Majesty  for  infonaiDg  ua 
that  several  aubjacts  which  Your  Majesty  com- 
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1   previous   years. 
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to  ua  again.  That  in  thia  number  will  be  in- 
cluded Measures  relating  to  tithes,  for  the 
regulation  of  the  TJniversitiea  of  Scotland,  for 
determiaiag  tha  liability  of  employers  in 
case  of  accidents,  for  eetablishing  a  Department 
of  Agriculture,  for  cheapening  the  transfer  of 
land,  and  for  remedying  abuaee  attaching 
J<rint  Stock  Companies  formed  under  limited 
liability. 

"  Wa  humbly  assure  Your  Majesty  that 
caieful  consideratian  shall  be  given  to  the 
subjects  which  Your  Majesty  boa  rooommanded 
to  our  attention,  and  to  the  Measures  which 
may  be  submitted  to  ua  ;  and  we  earnestly 
trust  that  in  these  and  all  other  aBbrts  which  wi 
may  make  to  promote  the  well  being  of  Tour 
Majesty's  people  wa  may  be  guided  by  tho 
hand  of  Almighty  Qod." 

•8iH  J.  C.  R.  OOLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets, Bow,  &c.),  who  was  attired  in  the 
uniform  of  the  Bojal  Marine  Artilleiy 
I  may  commence,  Sir,  by  asking  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  and  the  kind 
and  courteous  consideration  which  it 
is  ever  ready  to  extend  to  those  wh( 
are  anxious  neither  to  trespass  upon  its 
time,  nor  to  infringe  by  one  iota  upon 
ita  ancient  privilegea  and  customs.  I 
wish  also,  Sir,  to  thank  my  hon.  Friend 
Mr.  M.  M.  Shaw-StMcart 


for  bis  very  able  speech,  and  for  having 
dealt  with  so  many  matters  in  eo  short 
A  space  of  time,  with  clearness  and  with 
force,  and  altogether  ia  a  manner  worthy 
of  the  country  which  he  represents. 
Now,  Sir,  passing  to  Het  Majesty's  gra- 
niouB  Speech,  I  will  venture  to  say  that, 
looking  at  the  Speech  as  a  whole,  it 
may  be  taken  to  indicate  that  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  advisers  is  steadfast  in 
its  aim,  and  continuous  in  its  operation, 
as  well  as  busioess-like  in  its  character ; 
and  I  look  forward,  Sir,  with  hope  to 
seeing  the  various  measures  therein  pro- 
posed converted  into  law.  I  concur 
generally  in  all  that  has  fallen  from  my 
hon.  Friend,  and  it  is  unnecessary  for 
me,  therefore,  to  follow  in  det^  his 
speech,  but  I  cannot  help  giving  a  pas- 
sing reference  to  the  paragraph  dealing 
with  the  operations  against  Suakim,  for 
I  wish  to  express  satisfaction,  on  behalf 
of  my  constituents,  that  the  black  troops 
showed  courage,  endurance,  and  dieci- 
pline ;  that  our  officers  who  were  on  the 
spot  showed  that  their  opinions  were  so 
trustworthy,  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  truatiDg  to  the  officers 
on  the  spot  were  so  completely  and  so 
absolutely  vindicated.  On  behalf  ol 
East  Loudon,  and  as  one  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of  industrial  London,  I  cor 
dially  re-echo  what  has  fallen  from  my 
hon.  Friend  with  regard  to  the  Sugar 
Bounties.  It  has  been,  Sir,  a  source  of 
considerable  agitation  in  the  Bast  End 
of  London,  and  I  am  thankful  to  think 
that  the  persistent  exertions  of  Hw 
Majesty's  Government  have  removed 
what  was  a  just  cause  of  complaint ;  and 
not  only,  Sir,  is  this  a  matter  affecting: 
the  working- classes  of  this  Kingdom, 
but  what  has  been  done  is  also  regarded 
with  satisfaction  by  our  fellow  subjecta 
in  the  Colonies  of  Mauritius  and  the  West 
Indies.  I  come  now  to  the  Employera' 
Liability  Bill,  in  which  working-olaas 
constituencies  take  great  intereat,  audi 
congratulate  the  Government  on  the  per- 
sistency with  which  it  is  pressing  the 
measure.  I  hope  that  it  will  eoon  be- 
come  law.  And  now,  Sir,  I  will  venture 
to  offer  one  or  two  brief  obaervationB 
with  respect  to  the  reference  in  the 
Speech  to  Ireland,  and  I  would  askhoo. 
Gentlemen  from  that  oonntry  to  remem- 
ber that  my  opini'  have  not  been 
formed  horn  newi 
reading]  pbli 
my  long 
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itself — an  association  which  I  hope  will 
long  continue.  But  the  Ireland  I  know 
is  not  the  Ireland  of  certain  classes  of 
the  Press.  All  my  sympathies  and  my 
pleasantest  memories  are  associated  with 
that  country.  I  certainly  desire  to  refrain 
from  saying  anything  calculated  to  raise 
a  heated  controversy,  but  I  must  say 
that  from  personal  knowledge  I  can  en- 
dorse the  view  that  recent  legislation 
has  had  a  salutary  effect.  Liberty  to 
the  individual  is  returning,  and  some- 
thing more  is  returning  as  a  conse- 
quence, and  that  is  hope.  Ireland  is 
settling  down  in  the  walks  of  peaceful 
industry,  and  I  am  sure  that  in  de- 
veloping the  resources  of  Ireland  as  the 
Government  propose,  you  will  really 
help  people  who  are  ready  and  will- 
ing to  help  themselves.  I  hope,  Sir, 
and  believe  that  the  development  of  the 
natural  and  material  resources  of  Ireland 
will  be  a  crowning  success,  as  it  must  be 
if  it  is  carried  through  in  a  broad  and 
statesmanlike  spirit.  I  believe  that  as 
knowledge  increases  among  the  Irish 
people,  they  will  recognize  the  value 
and  truth  of  the  dictum  of  Dean  Swift, 
that  the  truest  patriotism  may  be  found 
in  the  prosaic  work  of  Agriculture, 
and  in  making  '*  two  blades  of  com 
grow  where  one  only  grew  before." 
I  am  rejoiced  to  see  that  the  land 
tribunals  of  the  country  are  to  be 
dealt  with,  because  there  has  been  so 
much  legislation  during  the  two  past 
decades  with  regard  to  land  that  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  over-lapping  and  a 
great  deal  of  friction  which  requires  to 
be  removed  in  the  transactions  of  the 
different  Courts.  This  reform  will  prove 
a  real  and  common- sense  advantage  to 
the  country.  It  is  undoubtedly  true, 
Sir,  that  order  is  being  restored  and 
that  confidence  is  returning  in  Ireland, 
and  as  order  is  Heaven's  first  law,  so 
must  it  be  Ireland's  first  hope.  If  you 
look  at  the  returns  of  the  railways, 
you  will  see  that  there  is  an  increase  of 
traffic,  and  surely  that  is  good  evidence 
of  increased  business  ?  The  other  day, 
looking  at  the  traffic  returns  of  the 
Qreat  Southern  and  Western  Kailway, 
which  connects  the  whole  of  the  South 
and  West  of  Ireland  with  the  rest  of 
that  country,  and  with  the  United 
Kingdom,  I  saw  evidence  of  a  remark- 
able fact  which  justifies  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  advisers,  that  in  every 
branch  of  traffic  the  receipts  have  enor- 


mously increased,  except  in  one  class  of 
traffic,  and  that  is  for  the  transport  of 
troops.  And  so.  Sir,  you  see  that  while 
we  have  not  to  pay  for  the  movement  of 
troops  to  enforce  order  at  the  same 
rate  as  we  formerly  had  to,  the  Irish 
people  are  getting  the  benefit  of  in- 
creased trade  and  business,  and  the 
Irish  shareholders  are  reaping  the  fruits 
of  returning  confidence.  Besides  the 
beneficent  legislation  that  has  been 
passed  to  aid  the  Irish  tenantry,  and 
besides  the  legislation  which  was  un- 
fortunately necessary  to  restore  to  a 
settled  state  of  things  the  disturbed 
mind  of  Ireland,  we  have  to  thank  also 
the  Executive,  irom,  the  highest  to  the 
lowest,  for  the  courage  and  resolution 
with  which  they  have  carried  out, 
as  it  was  their  duty  to  do,  the  law. 
I  now,  Sir,  will  venture  to  make  a 
few  general  observations  with  regard 
to  the  one  paragraph  in  the  Speech 
which  my  hon.  Friend  left  very  much 
to  me.  I  com^.  Sir,  to  the  announce- 
ment as  to  the  increase  in  the  precau- 
tions which  have  hitherto  been  taken 
for  the  safety  of  our  shores  and  of  our 
commerce,  and  I  venture  to  say,  Sir, 
that  throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  this  Kingdom,  and  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  this  mighty 
Empire,  there  will  be  a  sense  of  satis- 
faction and  of  thankfulness  that  the  pre- 
cautions necessary  for  the  safety  of  our 
shores  and  commerce  are — at  last — to  be 
increased.  We  have,  Sir,  no  indication  as 
yet  as  to  what  those  measures  are  to  be, 
and  it  would  be  premature  to  discuss 
proposals  which  may  rest  after  all  upon 
imagination,  but  we  have  this,  which 
we  have  never  had  before — we  have 
guarantees  that  the  expenditure  is  not 
going  to  be  hastily  incurred.  We  have 
the  unusual  guarantee  that  the  whole 
subject  has  been  examined  by  a  Special 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet,  presided  over 
by  the  Prime  Minister  himself,  and  any 
casual  reader  even  of  the  daily  papers 
will  see  how  unceasingly — although  he 
is  bowed  down  with  his  duties  and 
responsibilities  as  Foreign  Minister 
— Lord  Salisbury  has  applied  him- 
self to  investigating  the  question.  We 
have  another  guarantee  that,  besides 
this  Committee  of  the  Cabinet,  there 
has  been  a  Eoyal  Commission  pre- 
sided over  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Eossendale,  investiga- 
ting yarious    branches    of    this   sub- 
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jeot.  And,  Sir,  added  to  all  that, 
we  have  the  most  valuable  and  practi- 
oal  etperimentB  of  the  Naval  Uan- 
oauvreB,  and  we  have  the  opinions  of  the 
distingiifBhed  Admirals  who  formed  a 
Oommittee  therenpon.  Therefore  I  aay 
that  we  have  ample  security  that  the 
#hole  question  has  been  deliberately 
and  c^mly  examined.  Now,  Sir, 
speaking  as  one  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  and  by  no  means  as  a 
professional  man,  I  venture  to  say,  in 
their  name,  that  we  certainly  mean  to 
keep  our  Empire,  oome  what  may.  We 
must  maiutam  the  freedom  of  the  seas, 
and  we  know  that  the  greatest  interest 
of  oar  vast  Empire  is  the  interest  of 
peace.  We  also  know  from  the  teach- 
ing of  history  that  weakness  in  de- 
fisneive  power  is  but  a  temptation  to  war 
and  to  attack,  and,  in  the  interest  of 
peace,  therefore,  it  is  that  the  people  of 
the  Empire  demand  adequate  security  to 
be  taken  against  the  terrors  of  war.  We 
oonfidently  hope  that  these  obligations 
willbefaoedbytheGovemment,  and  that 
their  responsibilities  will  be  courage- 
ously discharged.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not 
going  to  detain  the  House  with  details, 
but  there  are  one  or  two  matters  which 
I  trust  the  House  will  kindly  allow  me 
to  touch  upon.  As  I  said  before,  I  am 
endeavouring  to  speak  on  this  question, 
not  from  a  professional  point  of  view, 
nor  as  in  any  sense  representing 
expert  opinion,  bat  simply  as  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  repre- 
senting a  large  working  class  con- 
stituency. It  is  commonly  said,  Sir, 
that  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire  and 
of  oar  rights  we  are  ready  to  spend  our 
last  shilling  and  our  last  man.  But,  Sir, 
it  is  the  first  shilling  and  the  first  ship 
whioh  will  count  the  most  in  modem 
war,  and  the  country  will,  therefore, 
jirant  whatever  funds  are  necessary  for 
Its  defence.  All  it  asks,  and  rightly 
asks,  is  that  it  shall  hare  twenty  shil- 
HngB  of  real  protection  for  every  pound 
it  spends.  This  is  a  question.  Sir, 
whiclt  affects  the  industrial  classes  more 
than  any  other  class.  Trade  and  com- 
merce are  the  breath  of  our  National 
life,  and  if  they  are  interrupted,  even 
temporarily,  by  armed  forces,  the  result 
mnet  be  ruin  to  those  who  live  by  com- 
merce. Since  this  country  was  last 
called  upon  to  defend  itself,  there  have 
been  two  main  fundamental  changes  in 
OUT  condition;  then  the  population  was 
Sir  J.  C.  R.  Colemb 


practically  independent  of  a  sapply  of 
food  or  raw  material  &om  over  theaeaa; 
now  it  is  to  the  sea  that  the  toiling 
millions  must  look  for  the  means  of 
subsistence  and  for  their  food.  In  those 
days  when  we  last  had  to  defend  our- 
selves, the  operations  cf  war  were  slow 
in  achieving  decisive  results,  and  defen- 
aive  armaments  could  be  hastily  devised, 
but  now  armaments  cannot  he  impro- 
vised, and  to  be  unprepared  means,  not 
merely  danger,  but  final  destruction. 
These  considerations  point  primarily  to 
the  necessity  for  having  adequate  naval 
protection.  But  that  is  not  all ;  we  have 
military  duties  to  perform  as  well. 
Across  the  sea  we  have  great  frontiers 
to  defend,  and  these  military  responsi- 
bilitits  must  be  fully  and  oom^etely 
discharged.  We  have  recently  created 
works  and  are  providing  Naval  bases 
and  coaling  stations,  and  these  places 
require  to  be  armed,  because,  unless  they 
are  sufficiently  and  efficiently  garrisoned, 
they  can  only  a^ravate  the  danger  to 
the  Empire.  Above  all,  we  must  maia- 
tain  at  the  highest  point  of  effitnent^ 
our  sea-going  and  sea-keeping  fleet.  I 
will  conclude  by  expressing  the  personal 
hope  that  the  phraseology  of  the 
gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne  means 
an  increase  of  that  Navy  to  which,  under 
the  providence  of  Ood,  we  owe  the 
wealth,  safety,  and  strength  of  this 
kingdom.  I  sincerely  thank  the  House 
for  the  kindness  with  whioh  it  has 
listened  to  me,  and  I  beg  to  second  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.* 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
"That,"  &c.    [See  page41.J 

Mr.    W.    E.    GLADSTONE   (Bdhi- 

burgh,  Mid-Lotbiuu) ;  Mr,  Speaker,  the 
speeches  of  the  mover  aud  accondet  of 
the  Address,  which  were  heard  by  the 
House  with  respectful  and  friendly 
attention,  do  not,  I  think,  give  to  those 
who  think  as  I  do  on  politics  any 
title  to  complain.  They  contain,  no 
doubt,  the  expression  of  many  opinions 
in  which  we  are  unable  to  concur, 
and  which  on  fitting  occasions  it  might 
be  our  duty  to  contest.  But  thosa 
opinions  were  stated  by  those  hon. 
Qentlemen  in  the  exercise  of  their  ,  >. 
Parliamentary  freedom  irom  tbe!r  DvjT'' 
point  of  view  w  9e,  ^^1^  J   " 
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upon  the  creditable  manner  in  which 
they  discharged  the  task  committed  to 
them.  One  obsenration  alone  may  call 
for  a  word  of  remark  from  me  before  I 
sit  down.  But  I  gladly  abstain  from 
anything  like  detailed  comment  upon 
points  in  those  speeches  whereupon  our 
opinions  may  not  be  in  entire  con- 
currence. Following  the  example  of 
the  moTer  of  the  Address,  I  will  say  a 
few  words  with  reference  to  that  portion 
of  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  which 
relates  to  foreign  politics.  I  should  also 
state  that  I  am  afraid  it  will  not  be  in 
my  power  in  such  remarks  as  I  have 
now  to  make  very  greatly  to  advance 
this  debate  towards  its  conclusion.  The 
main  interest  of  the  debate — although 
there  are  many  subjects,  I  might  almost 
say  an  unusual  number  of  subjects,  of 
extreme  importance  and  interest — the 
main  interest  of  the  debate  must  centre 
in  the  paragraph  relating  to  Ireland. 
Bearing  in  mind  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  near  me  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  has 
already  expressed  his  intention  of  pro- 
posing to  the  House  an  amendment  to 
that  paragraph,  I  have  also  to  bear  in 
mind  the  condition  in  which  we  are 
placed  by  the  rules  of  the  House  as 
delivered  from  the  Chair  in  consequence 
of  the  prospect  of  that  Amendment.  I 
believe,  Sir,  I  am  right  in  saying  that 
after  that  Amendment  shall  have  been 
moved,  it  will  not  be  competent  for  us 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  Speech  which  precede  the 
passage  in  the  Address  where  the  Amend- 
ment would  naturally  find  place.  Con- 
sequently, I  think  it  is  well  that  it 
should  be  understood  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House,  and  be  almost 
a  necessity  of  debate,  that  whatever 
observations  have  to  be  made,  whatever 
proposals  have  to  be  made,  hon.  Gentle- 
men should  deem  these  proposals  neces- 
sary to  be  made  before  we  arrive  at  the 
paragraph  relating  to  Irish  affairs,  when 
the  Amendment  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  given  notice  of  his  intention 
to  propose  upon  that  paragraph  is 
reached.  Therefore,  I  will  make  my 
remarks,  which  I  trust  will  not  be  of 
great  length,  upon  points  as  they  arise. 
I  receive.  Sir,  with  satisfaction  the 
assurances  contained  in  Her  Majesty's 
edacious  Speech  that  the  military  opera- 
tions at  Suakin,  which  reached  their 
termination  shortly  before  the  proroga- 
tion of  Parliament,  have  been  successful 


in  attaining  the  objects  to  which  they 
were  addressed.  I  must,  however — 
without  going  so  far  as  to  introduce  any 
subject  of  reproach — I  must  say  that  my 
satisfaction  would  have  been  more  lively 
and  would  have  had  greater  reference  to 
permanence  had  it  been  in  the  power  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  point  in 
this  portion  of  the  Speech  to  any  pros- 
pective contraction  in  that  quarter  of 
the  responsibilities  of  Egypt,  and  of 
the  indirect  but  possible  responsibilities 
which  may  attach  to  ourselves  in 
connection  with  the  duties  of  Egypt 
on  the  Red  Sea.  I  am  bound  to  say — 
I  am  almost  obliged  to  say — that  I  do 
not  consider  that  anything  has  ever  been 
said  by  a  preceding  Government  to  indi- 
cate a  permanent  policy,  or  anything 
like  a  permanent  engagement  being 
entered  into  with  reference  to  the  main- 
tenance of  Egyptian  establishments  in 
the  Ports  on  the  Red  Sea.  I  pass  from 
that — because  I  do  not  think  that  that 
portion  of  the  Speech  calls  for  special 
attention — and  I  come  to  the  question 
of  Samoa.  I  must  there  observe  upon 
an  omission  in  the  Speech  which  I  greatly 
regret,  because  the  question  of  Samoa 
is  evidently  one  which,  either  on  this 
occasion  or  on  some  future  occasion,  calls 
for  some  clear  and  detailed  explanation. 
The  proceedings  have  not  altogether 
been  of  a  very  simple  character.  There 
was  some  time  ago  a  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  sit,  and  which,  I  believe,  was 
actually  sitting  at  Washington,  for  the 
adjustment  of  the  relations  of  the  three 
Powers  which  have  an  especial  interest 
in  the  affairs  of  Samoa.  That  Com- 
mission sitting  at  Washington  was 
brought  to  a  close  for  reasons  which  I 
do  not  know  to  have  been  explained  to 
Parliament.  Time  has  elapsed,  and  now 
we  are  told,  without  reference  to  or  ex- 
planation of  foregoing  circumstances, 
that  another  Commission  or  Conference 
is  about  to  sit  at  Berlin  for  the  purpose 
of  reversing  the  decision  taken  with 
regard  to  the  Conference  at  Washing- 
ton— I  beg  pardon  for  having  used  the 
word  "  Commission  "  in  lieu  of  the  word 
**  Conference  " — for  the  purpose  of  re- 
versing that  decision,  and  for  promoting 
in  Conference  the  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion. What  I  certainly  hoped,  and  what 
I  still  hope  may  happen,  is  that  an  en- 
gagement will  be  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment that  the  papers  will  be  laid  before 
us  with  reasonable  promptitude.     I  db 
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to  imite  lengthened  diaciunon 
on  lUs  mstter  at  the  present  time,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  we  can  profitably 
engage  in  it  nntil  we  hare  the  papers 
in  oar  hands.  There  is  another  sub- 
jeet  of  which  no  notice  is  taken  in 
this  portion  of  the  Speech,  npon  which  I 
eertatnlj,  for  one,  had  expected  that  Her 
Msjestj's  Speech  oonld  not  be  silent — ^I 
mean  the  snbject  of  the  state  of  Zanzibar, 
and  the  proseention  of  the  joint  enter- 
prise, for  an  honourable  and  philan- 
thro^  pnrpose  undoubtedly — ^the  joint 
enterprise  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  has  entered  along  with  the 
German  Empire,  in  relation  to  the 
Slare  Trade  off  the  Coast  of  Zanzibar. 
This  is  a  subject  on  which  I  urgently 
press  upon  the  GoTemment  a  request  for 
early  and  ample  information — I  do  not 
mean  so  much  in  the  present  debate, 
unless  it  should  be  raised,  as  I  suppose 
is  possible,  in  an  explicit  and  detailed 
form,  by  hon.  Members  in  the  exercise 
of  their  own  judgment,  either  on  this 
or  the  other  side  of  the  House.  At  any 
rate,  it  is  desirable  that  we  should  soon 
have  information  which  will  enable  us 
to  form  a  judgment  upon  what  has 
passed  and  what  is  passing  in  that 
country.  Undoubtedly  no  one  would 
question  that  incidents  have  there  oc- 
curred which  are  or  may  be  of  a  character 
calculated  to  excite  misgiving,  appre- 
hension, and  regret.  I  speak  now,  not 
of  the  Convention  with  Germany  with 
regard  to  the  Slave  Trade,  but  of  what 
has  taken  place  in  the  interior.  And, 
without  any  prejudice  to  the  more  ex- 
tended observations  which  may  be  made 
in  this  debate  on  the  question  of  Zani- 
bar,  I  press  earnestly  on  the  Government 
that  it  is  quite  necessary  that  adequate 
information  should  be  laid  before  us  to 
enable  us  to  form  a  judgment  upon  the 
condition  of  that  country.  Now,  Sir,  I 
come  to  the  paragraph  which  relates  to 
the  Estimates,  and  I  cannot  help  ob- 
serving that  there  is  not  an  absolute 
equality  between  the  measure  which  we 
deal  out  to  ourselves  and  that  which  we 
deal  out  to  foreign  countries  Whon  we 
speak  of  the  increase  of  our  own  tiriuA* 
ments  we  speak  of  *'  prooautions  takon 
for  the  safety  of  our  traae  and  oonunortH)/ ' 
When  we  speak  of  the  iuoroaHo  of  foroigu 
armaments,  though  the  thinirs  dono  are 
precisely  the  same,  it  is  no  lougt^r  thi» 
case  that  foreign  countries  art»  to  b^ 
credited  with  anxiety  about  their  shores 
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or  about  their  borders,  which  are  as  im- 
portant as  their  shores,  or  about  their 
commerce,  but  changes,  which  for  us  are 
only  peaceful  precautions,  in  their  case 
are  described  by  Her  Majesty  from  the 
Throne  as ' '  warlike  preparations."  I  can- 
not think  that  this  distinction  in  phrase- 
ology is  altogether  felicitous.     But  on 
the  subject  itself  I  am  much  too  sensible 
of  its  gravity  and  of  its  importance,  and 
likewise  of  the  necessity  of  leaving  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  a  perfectly 
free  and  open  field  for  the  declaration  of 
what  they  mean  to  do  and  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  mean  to  do  it,  to 
say  anything  which  can  imply  any  fore- 
gone conclusion,  or  which  can  impede  in 
any  degree  the  exercise  of  their  free 
action  on  a  very  great  and  urgent  sub- 
ject.    But  this  I  will  say,  that  if  it  be 
true  that    there   is  to   be  very  great 
addition    to    the    expenditure,    which 
is  already  not  far  short  of  three  times 
what  it  was  at  a  period  within  my  re- 
collection, it  will  be  certainly  the  duty 
of   the  House  to  be  exacting  in  the 
proof  of  the  necessity  for  that  addition. 
Further,   I   will    say  that,   instead  of 
speaking   with   exultation    of    the  un- 
doubted power  of  this  country  to  dis- 
charge all  the  responsibilities  of  empire 
by   military  means,   instead  of  simply 
regarding  that  as    a  matter  of  exul- 
tation, I  hope  we  shall  bear  in  mind  that 
these  augmentations — whether  you  call 
them  warlike  preparations  or  peaceful 
precautions — are  one  of   the    greatest 
calamities,    and  not  only  one    of    the 
greatest  calamities,  but  one  of  the  great- 
est dangers  which  threaten  our  time  and 
the  time  of    our  descendants.      It   is 
extremely  difficult  even  for  those  who 
think  that  they  are  rendering  but  a  slow 
obedience  to  the  call  of  necessity — and 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  g^ve  the  Govern- 
ment credit  for  that  belief — ^it  is  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  be  absolutely  sure 
that  you  are  not  aggravating  this  evil 
elsewhere,   even  while  you  think  that 
the    measures    you    are  adopting    are 
simply  those  of  a  needful  and  whole- 
some character.      I  may  observe  that 
thoro  was  in  this  country  a  word  which 
1  boliovo  still  retaius  its  place  in  the 
iUotiouarios,   but   which    I   believe    in 
othor  rotipei'ts  has  faded  out  of  reeol- 
lootiim,   aud  in   particular  out  of   the 
rt^ooUwtiou  of  those  who  at  the  present 
timo  frame  the  speeches  from  the  Throne 
—1  mean  the  word  economy.    It  was  a 
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Parliamentary  tradition  that  the  Queen 
should  assure  Her  faithful  Oommons 
that  economy  had  been  obserTed  in  the 
preparation  of  the  Estimates,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  see,  in  the 
assumed  necessity,  or  even  in  the  real 
necessity,  if  it  should  be  proved,  for  the 
extension  of  armaments,  any  adequate 
reason  for  the  omission  to  oonTey  to  us 
an  assurance  of  the  pledge  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  what  was  to  be  done  should 
be  done  with  a  careful  regard  for 
economy  in  its  conception  and  its  exe- 
cution. I  pass  on  from  this  important 
subject,  into  which  I  do  not  think  it 
would  become  me  more  deeply  to  enter, 
especially  at  the  present  time — I  pass 
on  to  the  commencement  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  Speech  which  relate  to 
coming  legislation ;  and  here  I  must  say 
I  cannot  withhold  my  tribute  to  the 
courage  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  It 
is  commonly  said  that  the  burnt  child 
dreads  the  fire.  The  Government  has 
had  xperience  from  which  it  has  un- 
questionably learned  that  long  cata- 
logues of  legislative  measures  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  at  the  beg^ning 
of  the  Session  are  liable  to  be 
grievously  and  terribly  abridged  before 
arriving  at  the  close  of  the  Session, 
before  the  records  of  actual  accomplish- 
ment can  be  completed.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  had  that  experience, 
but  their  courage  is  unabated,  and  I 
think  in  the  present  Speech—  although  I 
gladly  admit  that  it  is  a  document  which 
has  the  recommendation  of  brevity — a 
longer  catalogue  of  important  measures, 
and  I  am  afraid  a  longer  catalogue  of 
contentious  measures,  is  promised  to 
Parliament  than  has  been  usual  even 
upon  former  occasions,  when  not  such 
copious  warnings  had  been  delivered  by 
practical  experience  as  to  the  danger  of 
propounding  multitudes  of  proposals 
that  are  not  likely  to  become  legislative 
measures.  I  will  confine  myself  to  this 
subject  generally,  without  touching 
upon  those  measures  except  in  almost  a 
single  word.  I  will  confine  myself  to 
the  expression  of  a  very  humble  and 
earnest  hope  that  the  Session  which  we 
begin  to-day  may  reach  its  prorogation 
before  Christmas  Eve.  There  is  a  sen- 
tence upon  the  subject  of  the  Local 
Government  Act  with  regard  to  which  I 
shall  be  glad  if  a  word  of  explanation 
can  be  gniven.  Of  course,  I  do  not  intend 
to  uk  Mer  Majesty's  Government  for  a 


description  of  the  various  particulars 
which  they  may  intend  to  include  in 
their  amending  Act,  but  they  state  that 
it  is  intended,  with  regard  to  some  por- 
tions of  the  Bill  which  were  dropped 
last  year  in  consequence  of  the  pressure 
on  the  time  of  Parliament,  to  introduce 
a  Bill  dealing  with  those  matters.  I 
think  it  would  be  vain  to  hope  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  by  the 
proposals  they  may  make  this  year  to 
give  that  largeness  of  scope  to  the  value- 
able  Bill  of  last  Session  which  we  on 
this  side  of  the  House  desire.  But  there 
is  one  very  important  subject  which  was 
dropped  out  of  the  Bill,  and  with  which 
it  does  not  seem  too  much  to 
anticipate — and  I  venture  to  anticipate 
—  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  deal  this  Session ;  I  mean,  the  ques- 
tion of  District  Oouncils.  That  is 
a  subject  upon  which  I  ask  for  no  details 
whatever,  but  it  would  be  well  if  the 
House  were  apprised  that  upon  that 
subject  at  any  rate  it  is  intended  by  the 
Government  to  propose  legislation.  I 
am  afraid  that  the  Government  may 
have  reason  to  expect  that  those  of  us 
who  think  that  the  Local  Government 
Bill — ^honourable  as  it  was  to  its  original 
propounder  in  this  House  and  to  the 
Government  which  was  responsible  for 
it — yet  does  require  a  far  larger  pro- 
vision, afar  larger  catalogue  of  legislative 
provisions  and  powers,  than  those  with 
which  it  has  yet  been  supplied — it  may 
be  our  duty  in  some  cases  undoubtedly 
to  make  endeavours  for  the  enlargement 
of  such  a  measure  as  they  may  lay 
before  us.  But  at  any  rate  it  will  be 
satisfactory  as  far  as  it  goes  to  know 
that  an  important  supplementary  pro- 
position in  aid  of  the  scheme  of  last  year 
is  to  be  submitted  to  us  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Government.  I  accord  my 
best  wishes  for  the  measure  of  Local 
Government  for  Scotland.  That  question, 
I  hope,  will  not  be  found  to  raise 
difficulties  more  serious  than  those 
which  we  were  enabled  to  surmount 
last  year.  I  am  quite  sure  that  as  far 
as  the  capacity  of  the  Scottish  people 
for  self-governing  operations  is  con- 
cerned it  would  be  impossible  to  secure 
a  more  favourable  theatre  of  operations 
for  any  measure  aiming  at  the  ex- 
tension of  local  privilege  and  power 
than  the  theatre  which  is  ofiPered  by  the 
kingdom  of  Scotland.  With  regara  to 
the  absence  of  Ireland  from  the  pro- 
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Egypt  or  of  this  country  in  regard  to 
the  Ports  of  the  Bed  Sea.  We  have 
had  to  eonsidet  whether  the  circum- 
etances  are  so  greatlj'  changed  from 
those  UDder  which  the  obligations  were 
entered  into  by  the  late  Government  as 
to  justify  US  in  advisiDg  the  Oovernmeiit 
of  Egypt  to  relinquiBh  that  which  we 
believed,  and  which  the  late  Qovern- 
ment  believed,  to  be  necessary  for  the 
security  of  Egypt,  and  also  to  be 
necessary  for  that  policy  of  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  slave  trade  to  which  this 
oouatry  has  been  so  long  committed. 
We  believe  that  at  present  the  possee- 
8ton  of  Suakin  is  necessary  to  the  safety 
and  security  of  Egypt.  We  are  of  the 
same  opinion  as  that  under  which  the 
Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
acted  four  years  ago,  and  no  ciroum- 
stanoee  have  occurred  to  justify  ua  in 
tendering  Eidvice  to  the  Government  of 
the  Khedive  that  the  Fort  of  Suakin 
should  be  relinquished  in  favour  of  those 
whose  object  and  endeavours  have 
been  to  disturb  the  tranquility  and 
prosperity  of  Egypt.  I  think  we 
have  made  great  progress  towards 
a  settlement,  and  an  approach  to  a 
period  of  prosperity — progress  much 
greater  than  we  could  have  reasonably 
expected  within  the  time  during  which 
our  influence  has  been  exercised,  and  we 
have  every  reason  to  rely  on  the 
prudence,  judgment,  and  good  sense  of 
those  who  administer  the  government 
of  that  country.  The  right,  hon. 
Gentleman  has  remarked  on  the  omis- 
Bion  from  the  Speech  of  any  paragraph  in 
reference  to  Samoa,  and  he  regretted 
there  was  no  policy  indicated.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  hardly  accurate  in 
suggesting — I  do  not  know  that  he 
stated — that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  responsible  for  the  suspension  of  the 
Conference  which  sat  at  Washington. 
The  Conference  is  to  be  renewed  at 
Berlin,  and  papers  are  in  course  of 
preparation  and  will  be  presented  to  the 
House  ;  but  it  would  not  be  proper  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  pending  the 
proceedings  of  that  Conference,  should 
express  any  strong  opinion  as  to  the 
course  which  has  been  pursued  in 
Samoa.  We  have,  however,  the  as- 
surance of  the  German  Government  that 
they  do  not  recede  from  the  engagement 
which  they  gave  to  respect  the  rights  of 
the  English  and  Americans  in  Samoa, 
and  we  have  complete  oonfidenoe  that 
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the  German  Government  will  abide  by 
their  engagements,  and  carry  them  ont 
to  the  fullest  extent.  As  to  Zanzibar, 
no  one  could  have  read  the  aocount«  at 
the  proceedings  in  the  interior  of  Airioa 
without  the  deepest  regret,  but  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued.  Germany  acts  within  her  per- 
fect right  in  the  course  she  has  taken. 
She  is  exercising  no  powers  beyond 
those  given  under  the  arrangements 
made  by  the  late  Government  in  1885; 
and  we  certainly  have  no  right,  aa  a 
nation  or  as  a  Government,  to  oomphun 
of  the  course  which  has  been  pursued 
by  her.  Fapers  are  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred  to  the  paragraph  relating  to 
the  Estimates,  and  he  regretted  that  the 
word  "economy"  waa  omitted.  If  it 
will  be  any  satisfaction  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  to  the  House,  I  will  say 
that  the  greatest  possible  regard  has 
been  paid  to  economy  in  the  preparation 
of  the  Estimates  for  the  services  of  the 
country,  but  we  think  that  it  is  rather 
unnecessary  to  refer  to  economy  and  to 
take  credit  for  economy  at  a  time  when 
our  sense  of  public  duty  compels  ua  to 
ask  for  a  larger  provision  for  the  public 
service.  Economy  has  been  moat 
strictly,  rigidly  applied,  and  when  the 
Estimates  come  before  the  House  for 
consideration  it  will  be  found,  I  am 
confident,  that  the  Oivil  Servioe 
Estimates  show  evidence  of  ooonomy, 
and  that  even  in  the  military  and  navid 
departments  evidence  of  economy  will 
be  exhibited — facte  which,  in  my 
opinion,  are  far  more  valuable  to  the 
House  and  the  country  than  the  intro- 
duction of  words  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  We  prefer  to 
give  evidence  of  serious  work  in  this 
direction  rather  than  to  talk  loudly  o{  it. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gontleman  com- 
plains tbat  we  attribute  somewhat  dif- 
lerent  motives  when  we  come  to  refer  to 
the  warlike  preparations  of  others ;  we 
do  not  use  the  same  language  or  attri- 
bute the  same  motives  to  ourselves  when 
we  speak  of  the  defences  and  preoautioiu 
necessary  for  the  security  of  Uie  coantzy. 
We  attribute  no  unworthy  motiTee  to 
other  nations.  We  do  not  venture  to 
call  in  question — we  have  no  right  to 
call  in  question — the  (  iposition  made 
by  foreign  counties  of  i  le  resouruea  at 
their  disposaL     We       nnot    ^ueatioa 


Ua^uty't  9fott 


IFkbbvabt  21,  IB8»| 


SI 

their  right  to  do  vith  their 
they  think  fit — to  inoieaee  their  arma- 
ments, their  anniee,  and  their  navies. 
We  Bay  what  we  believe  to  be  the  atti- 
tude at  the  present  moment  of  every 
European  Power — we  say  that  it  is 
absolutely  friendly  to  this  country.  We 
have  no  res  ion  to  doubt  their  asauranoes 
or  mietruBt  their  good  intentions,  but 
the  enormous  armaments  that  prevail  in 
Europe  are  of  such  a  oharacter  that 
those  who  are  entrusted  with  the  great 
and  responsible  duty  of  caring  for  the 
security  of  our  interests,  our  trade,  our 
commerce,  cannot  but  regard  them  as 
dangerous,  as  menacing  to  our  interests. 
We  do  not  know,  but  we  do  hope  and 
believe,  that  we  shall  not  be  threatened 
by  any  combination  of  any  Foreign 
Powers ;  but.  Sir,  if  I  would  say  any- 
thing on  this  bead,  it  would  be  to  re- 
echo the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  evila,  the  misfor- 
tune, these  enormous  armaments  entail 
upon  those  who  have  to  bear  the  coat. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  say  in  any  case  such 
armament  ia  not  necessary  for  the  safety 
of  the  Power  making  it,  but  thi 
armaments  entail  an  expenditure  a 
create  a  danger  which  is  alarming  a 
serious  to  Europe.  It  is  deeply  to  be 
deplored  by  Europe  at  large ;  but,  in 
view  of  it,  it  becomes  our  duty  to  take 
such  precautions  for  defence  alone  as 
may  be  necessary  to  protect  the  country. 
I  will  not  venture  to  enter  into  these 
precautions,  because  an  opportunity 
will  be  afforded  on  Thursday  next,  when 
my  noble  Friend,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  will  lay  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  before  the  House.  We  have 
carefully  considered  these  proposals.  We 
believe  them,  upon  our  respoaaibiltty  as 
a  Oovemment,  to  be  necessary  for  the 
safety  and  security  of  the  Empire.  W< 
do  not  frame  them  from  any  hostilf 
purpose  or  inclination  towards  any 
Government  on  the  face  ofthe  earth. 
We  simply  desire  to  protect  and  render 
safe  the  interests  and  the  trade  of  the 
country,  its  food  supplies,  and  the  raw 
material  which  come  into  the  country, 
and  which  is  necessary  for  manufactures 
and  for  the  employment  of  the  people. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  oi 
the  long  catsloifue  of  mnaniires  and  its 
liability  to  abrii  aent,  i  i.  am  afraid 
he  ia  only 
of  a  long  Pb 
when  he  aa^s  it 
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in  the  Queen's  Speech  detfuls  %  nnmher 
of  measures  the  Government  desire  to 
lay  before  Parliament,  but  a  list  un- 
doubtedly liable  to  curtailment ;  but  I 

venture  to  think  that  if  we  had  put 
before  the  House  some  two  or  three 
measures  only  as  those  we  desired  the 
House  to  consider,  we  should  have  been 
reproachad  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Friends  for  ignoring  what  in  their 
view  were  many  burning  questions  ripe 
for  solution.  I  have  some  hope  that 
Members  of  Parliament,  looking  to  the 
importance  of  the  questions  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  their  consideration,  will,  for 
the  time,  deny  themselves  the  satisfac- 
tion of  prolonged  debate  on  measure* 
which  have  been  well  considered  in 
principle,  and  that  they  will  allow  these 
Bills,  so  far  as  the  details  are  concerned,' 
to  go  again  before  those  Standing 
Committees  which  rendered  great  service 
last  year.  I  hope  that  the  Session  may 
be  terminated  under  these  circumstances 
before  Christmas  Eve,  and  I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  contribute  to  that  result 
by  some  amount  of  self-denial  and  by 
the  avoidance  of  the  repetition  of  argu- 
ments used  by  previous  speakers.  I 
appeal  to  them  to  do  that  in  the  interest 
of  business.  The  country  requires  legis- 
lation, and  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  least  to  give  the  House  of 
Commons  an  opportunity  of  considering 
these  measures.  The  responsibility  will 
rest  with  individual  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  if  by  protracted 
debate  this  is  prevented.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Bill,  and  expressed  the  hops  that 
the  portion  which  referred  to  the  District 
Councils  would  be  submitted  to  the 
early  consideration  of  the  House.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  who  conducted  the 
Bill  with  marked  ability  and  conciliation 
will  reintroduce  that  measure  as  eoou  as 
engagements  will  permit.  We  shall 
redeem  our  engagement.  I  am  not  aware 
of  any  other  point  which  requires  an 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Will  the  District 
Councils  Bill  precede  the  Scotch  Bill? 
•Me.  W.  H  ,  SMITH  :  No,  Sir,  it  will 
not.  We  think  that  our  engagementto 
Scotland  to  introduce  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  for  Scotland  stands  first,  and 
we  shall  introduce  it  without  delay. 
This  measure  has  received  the  favourable 
consideration  of  Scotch  Hembers  on  both 
sidea  of  the  House,  and  I  trust  it  will 
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have  been  mainly  developed  by  Scotch- 
men. No  doubt  these  settlements  have 
been  the  most  prosperous  establish- 
ments in  that  part  of  the  world.  There 
has  been  no  introduction  of  the  liquor 
traffic  there,  such  as  has  been  so 
prejudicial  in  many  other  settlements 
we  have  established.  We  can  look 
upon  the  settlements  founded  here  as 
of  a  very  legitimate  kind  indeed,  and 
I  think  that  it  would  ill  become  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  are  entrus- 
ted with  the  interests  of  our  country  in 
all  parts  of  the  world,  to  be  remiss  or 
blind  to  anything  affecting  the  position 
and  safety  of  our  settlements  in  this 
part  of  Africa,  and  of  absolute  free 
access  to  them  from  the  seaboard.  I 
venture  to  make  these  few  remarks, 
because,  undoubtedly,  it  was  a  matter  of 
great  surprise  to  me,  and  it  will  be  a 
matter  of  great  surprise  to  others,  that 
this,  which  is  a  matter  relating  to  foreign 
affairs  of  the  greatest  interest,  and 
which  stands  in  a  most  critical  position, 
is  entirely  omitted  from  Her  Majesty's 
Speech.  I  would  press  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Under-Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs)  to  put  us,  at  as  early  a 
date  as  possible,  in  possession  of  further 
information,  and  I  would  call  his  atten- 
tion to  the  extreme  interest  felt  in  the 
question  by  the  people  of  Scotland. 
♦Colonel  EYEE  (Lincolnshire,  Gains- 
borough) :  I  wish  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  following  passage  con- 
tained in  the  gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne : — 

^*  The  unceasing  expenditure  upon  warlike 
preparation  which  has  been  incurred  by  other 
European  nations  has  rendered  necessary  an 
increase  in  the  precautions  which  have  hitherto 
been  taken  for  uie  safety  of  our  shores  and  our 
commerce." 

I  am  glad  to  see  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  at  length  recognised 
the  position  we  are  in,  having  regard  to 
the  enormous  armaments  of  continental 
nations.  An  immense  change  has  come 
over  our  foreign  neighbours  in  this 
respect  of  late  years.  Their  armies 
are  now  numbered  by  millions  where,  a 
few  years  ago,  they  were  only 
numbered  by  hundreds  and  thou- 
sands, and  it  therefore  seems  to  me 
imperative,  looking  at  our  peculiar 
position,  that  we  should  strengthen 
our  forces,  both  naval  and  military. 
In  former  times,  in  what  has  been  called 
juventui  mundi,  our  forefathers  were  in 
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the  habit  of  drawing  inferences  in 
favour  of  peace  or  war  from  the  flight 
of  birds,  but  in  these  less  imaginative 
days  we  find  indications  in  the  state  of 
the  money  market.  When  the  Funds  of 
a  foreign  nation  drop  we  have  every 
reason  to  believe  that  there  are  causes 
behind  that  induce  a  feeling  of  inse- 
curity. But  even  then  we  may  be 
deceived,  and  twenty-four  hours  before 
the  outbreak  of  the  Franco-German  war 
Foreign  Office  experts  asserted  that  at 
no  time  had  there  been  a  more  peaceful 
aspect  throughout  the  Continent.  With- 
in forty-eight  hours,  however,  the  most 
gigantic  war  of  the  century  commenced. 
We  have  no  reason  to  assume  that  what 
occurred  at  that  time  will  not  be  re- 

Seated,  therefore,  much  as  we  may 
eplore  that  civilization  at  the  end  of  the 
nineteenth  century  employs  its  arts  and 
expends  large  sums  of  money  in  elabora- 
ting the  means  for  destroying  human 
life,  it  is  necessary  we  should  be  pre- 
pared with  the  means  of  defence  for 
Great  Britain,  and  the  equally  or  more 
important  greater  Britain  beyond  these 
island  shores.  For  the  last  forfy  years 
our  belief,  whether  rightly  or  wrongly 
I  will  not  stop  to  argue,  has  been  to 
depend  almost  entirely  on  foreign  im- 
ports for  the  necessaries  of  life,  and  in 
proportion  to  this  dependence  we  should 
mcrease  the  means  of  protecting  our 
water  ways.  Comparison  with  foreign 
navies  should  not  be  by  number  of  ships 
or  amount  of  tonnage,  but  we  should 
have  in  view  the  naval  work  to  be  done. 
In  addition  to  our  own  water  ways  we 
have  our  colonies  to  protect,  and  we 
must  remember  that  we  have  to  send  our 
troops  out  to  the  continent  of  India. 
The  only  way  we  can  help  our  army 
there  is  by  sending  troops  by  way  of 
the  Suez  Canal  or  round  the  Gape  of 
Good  Hope,  and  we  must  remember 
that  the  former  of  these  was  a  doubttol 
passage,  seeing  that  the  sinking  of  a 
single  ship  in  tihe  Canal  would  stop  all 
naval  communication  for  weeks,  and 
possibly  for  months.  Therefore,  in  time 
of  war  wo  may  have  to  rely  on  the 
Cape  route,  and  upon  larg^  tranroort 
ships  in  the  foreign  stations,  snips 
which  will  have  to  be  relieved 
from  year  to  year ;  and  in  these 
days  of  steam  it  is  necessary  that  we 
should  have  coaling  stations  in  diffsrent 
parts  of  the  world.  It  ought  to  be  dis- 
tinctly laid  down,  therefore,  what  is  soie* 
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peoted  of  our  Nayy;  and  it  would  be 
falfle  economy  if  we  failed  to  put  our- 
selves in  Buoh  a  position  that  we  might 
feel  ourselves  safe  from  the  combination 
of  any  two  Great  Maritime  Powers  on 
the  Continent.     I  never  have  believed, 
and  never  shall,  in  the  actual  invasion 
of  this  country.    I  think  the  system  of 
attack  will  be  to  cut  off  our  food  supply ; 
and,  unfortunately,  it  is  the  fact — and  at 
no  time  except  just  after  the  harvest — 
is  there  more  than  six  months'  provi- 
sions in  the  country.     Therefore  the 
cutting  off  of  our  water  way  would  mean 
the  starvation  of  the  working  classes.    I 
believe  that  whatever  sum  of  money  Go- 
vernment may  demand  from  the  country 
for  providing  adequate  means  of  defence 
will  be  cheerfully  and  willingly  given. 
At  no  time  more  than  the  present  during 
the  last  thirty  years  has  there  been  a 
general  feeling  throughout  the  country 
that  it  is  necessary  to  do  something  for 
the  defences  of  the  country.    Before  I 
sit  down  there  is  another  point  to  which 
reference  is    made    in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech  to  which  I  should  like  to  make 
reference.     We  are  told  that  provision 
is  to  be  made  for  Local  Gt)vemment  in 
Scotland.     I  am  glad  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  g^ing  to  extend  the  immense 
advantages  to  Scotland  which  have  ac- 
crued to  England  from  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Bill  of  last  year.    It  is  im- 
possible to  exaggerate  the  amount  of  in- 
terest which  has  been  taken  in  the  Local 
Government   Bill  of  last  year  by  all 
classes  of  the  people,  and  especially  by 
the  working  classes.     I  believe  that  in 
the  future  wise  measures  of  this  kind 
will  greatly  tend  to  strengthen  the  con- 
stitution of  the  country.    I  am  told  that 
more  than  a  hundred  Peers  of  the  Bealm 
have    been    elected  upon   the  County 
Councils,  and  I  believe  that  the  position 
of  the  House  of  Lords  will  be  enor- 
mously strengthened   in    consequence. 
Then,  again,  a  very  large  number  of 
Magistrates  have  been  elected;  and  I 
am  certain  that  their  experience  will  be 
of  the  utmost  value  in  the  new  experi- 
ment which  is  about  to  be  tried  in  refer- 
ence to  Local  Government.    I  am  satis- 
fied that  the  extension  of  Local  Govern- 
ment to  Scotland  will  have  the  same 
beneficial  effects  as  in  England ;  and  I 
may  add  that  it  wiU  have  ^is  additional 
advantage— it  will    bring    home,    day 
by  day,  to  the  working  classes  the  duties 
wbiflih  derolve  upon  them  as  dtizans. 


In  former  times,  in  my  own  division,  the 
working  classes  took  little  interest  even 
in  Parliamentary  elections  before  they 
obtained  the  su&rage,  and  they  are  now 
looking  with  deep  interest  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  votes  which  have  been 
entrusted  to  them. 

*Mk.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) : 
I  desire.  Sir,  to  offer  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  the  omission  from  the  Queen's 
Speech  of   all   reference  to  the  Edu- 
cation question  as  it  relates  to  England 
and  Wales.     This  I  consider  to  be  a 
very  serious  defect.    I  would  point  out 
that  we  have  had  two  very  important 
Commissions  on  Educational  questions 
within   the    last    two   years  —  one  of 
which   was    the    Technical    Education 
Commission,   which    collected    a  most 
valuable  body  of  evidence^  and  whose 
recommendations  have  been  before  the 
country  for  several  years,  although  up 
to  the  present  moment  they  have  never 
been  acted  upon  by  the  Legislature. 
Besides    this,    we    have    had    in   two 
Speeches  from  the  Throne  references 
to  the  subject  of  technical  education, 
and  still  no  beneficial  result  has  been 
brought    about,    while    this    year    all 
allusion    to    the    question    has     been 
ignored.     When  we  consider  how  the 
people    of    this    country   are  suffering 
from  the  competition  of  Germany  and 
other  countries  in  which  technical  edu- 
cation is  promoted,  I  feel  sure  there  will 
be  a  feeling  of  great  disappointment 
throughout     this     country  if   nothing 
should  be  done  during  the  present  year 
in  the  shape  of  legislation  upon  this 
subject.    I  would  also  call  attention  to 
another,     and    an    equally    important, 
Commission  which  reported  last  year — 
I  allude  to  the  great  Eoyal  Commission 
on  elementary  education.      We  never 
had  a  stronger  Commission,   nor  one 
which    took    greater    pains   to    colleet 
evidence,  or  which  has  reported  with 
greater   force,   clearness,    and    ability. 
Their  report  covers  some  400  pages,  and 
the  Blue  Book  in  which  it  is  printed 
contains  an  enormous  mass  of  important 
information.  With  many  of  the  sugges- 
tions made  by  the  Commission  all  friends 
of   education  must  agree,   and    I    am 
happy  to  think  it  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  legislate  on  any  of 
those  questions  which  wotdd  disturb  the 
settlement  arrived  at  in  1870,  and  which 
was  accepted  by  the  oountxy.    I  wish, 
however,  to  caU  attention  to  the  great 
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nuiub«kr  of  important  roooromondations 
luadii^  bv  tho  Klomontary  Education 
iVmmimuon  of  a  non-oontentious  oha- 
vk^iw  which  havo  been  ignored  to 
thin  xlnkyi  but  which,  if  oarriod  out, 
wtmUi  itivo  an  iuimonao  impetus  to 
t(4muK^ntary  inluoation  in  tliis  country. 
KVmt  thuk  U«t  yt^tr  or  two  the  ele- 
mnntarv  t(Hiohor«  hare  all  been  on 
ih*  f •!♦  hW»  ox|HH'ting  that  thiwo  re- 
%H^umiuulationii  wt^ro  t^^  bo  aotoil  upon, 
wUil^  Uu*  whole  of  the  School  Ik^ards 
aii\i  olh^r  <K)uoational  authorities  have 
W^i^  auticiuatiu^  that  im|Kmant  legis- 
latj\xn  wxuild  fallow*  It  wiU«  there- 
fcvpiK  K*  a  |frieT\>u«  di^piKuntment 
if  thtjk  ^vretiNMil  8<MHuou  ahouU  W  l^arrt>n 
\>f  lf^»lati\H\  \\u  ihi»  \m(H>rtaut  aub- 
jiMs  W>  all  admit  th«^  ^rt^at  defects 
%\f  tW  i^xi«tin|t  *y*tt*xu;  \\  i*  far  t\x» 
Ksvki^K.  Kv  Utile  practioaK  and  iu- 
t\\t>re«  «k^  mu\^h  ^^xanxinatiou  ai\d  cram 
ikat  \t  baa  b^NMue  Kat^xfxU  n^  the  chiU 
^treiw  >iiK\^  are  ^^  f^v^N(^i  and  drit^m  that 
whem  tKev  Save  %>r*^>e  left  ;j^^h\v4  n^^hin^ 
>ii%U  i^'^>e  tiienx  tv^  v^urt^  tv^  it.  It  i^i^ 
>ii^i  k^s'^w^  iKat  we  bax^  tv>  a  ctysA) 
t^xt^Mi^l  V^e^w  wwrV^,*;^  ^NSi  w^.^l!^p  line* 
;>i^  l^^qi^  h\s;*U>.  a;(s\  «f^o>,\  ?y,i*  v^attynr 
iwMt  We*  t>^^x\^^^^'>>f  :^.\'e«;^*:'at^l  a>xd 

Sw*  t^vN(a***aW,  S  a  «^^i^A^N^^f«it  a^^titv'^* 

>^fv*  tj^^Mtt      \V>;x  *^N*;t\\  %y  alvw  t^*^  J  V>e  fart  »  tias  ^  Ait  of  1S70  laid 
y<^Wif»t  x^wcr  V  v^a»  %  x  ?>\N».t  wv^Ttr^  ^ W 

vV««».*te«NNr»#<r*'  ^^^Br^   ^^  %>;\^  \  wvs>, 
V>^a3^  >^«>v  AT^vwtLiN-iJK;  >x  ;)^i  ^^^  ^t^vA,* 

<Wtfr»>»  *,T  j^y     **s^   '.W  r«v\Vf  J^«^iJ4^*v^    vjj,>w^^fA^  ';rt  r!f«tT3«  <3* 

^viT^Eikt  4CQr^<v^^]iii»  a^nifi  4^\*k*»  F<*P^ 

rW  ?^«t;:  40>£  4^4rt^  iu3iui»  At  «^  books 

V  lijh^  «c  .t5ds$c  itikifaimliiifL^vifWflr 
«k*>>3Av{«tavy  w:  <««miii2^tvaiMi&.  skI  if  im 
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towns  is  a  positiTO  disgrace  to  the 
country,  and  I  never  return  here  from 
abroad  without  being  stmok  by  the 
numbers  of  ragged,  destitute  children 
idling  about  in  the  streets,  and  learning 
nothing  but  mischief.  It  is  this  that  is 
in  reality  the  foundation  of  the  large 
amount  of  destitution  which  is  prevalent 
in  London  and  many  of  our  great  towns, 
the  poorer  children  after  leaving  school 
being  allowed  to  run  about  the  streets 
almost  wild.  In  Oermany  it  is  entirely 
different.  There  the  children  are  com- 
pelled to  attend  school  till  they  are  four- 
teen, and  after  that  they  have  to  attend 
the  evening  schools  till  they  have  reached 
the  age  of  seventeen,  the  reenlt  being 
that  in  that  country  yon  see  no  soch 
honies  of  ill-conditioned  children  as  are 
found  inourlarge  English  towns.  Surety 
this  is  a  matter  vital  to  the  w^-being 
of  the  countrr*  and  one  which  the  Legis- 
latni^  ought  to  txT  and  remedy.  Anomer 
claas  of  rKcanmendadoas  is  contained 
in  the  Si^pcirt  signed  by  the  minority 
p^wtion  of  the  OommiasioBera  in  fiKvoar 
\>f  the  <«sablishment  <^  eroning  con- 
tinuadon  sriKX^  The  tfiidcpce  as  to 
the  Reiowisity  of  this  hfts  come  in  over- 
>ikhel'r&ir:f  fWMr&ofts  froci  all  parts  of 
i\e  vw&^xtiT.  Tbe  c&i  «v«nin^  adioolfl 
have  UnwiT  d>«d  oss:  wkmi^a  before 
t\e  TMbT  IST'v  t^iTT  wiet«  w^  attendeil 
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recommendation  of  the  Eoyal  Oom- 
mission,  and  establish  a  national 
system  of  evening  continuation  schools, 
in  which  the  attendance  should  be  made 
obligatory  up  to  15  or  16  years  of  age. 
For  my  part,  I  believe  that  no  Govern- 
ment could  confer  a  greater  blessine  on 
the  country  than  the  Qovemment  which 
succeeds  in  successfully  grappling  with 
this  important  question.  I  have  taken 
the  pains  to  make  considerable  inquiry 
into  the  subject,  and  I  find  that  the 
working-classes  are  practically  unani- 
mous in  their  desire  for  continuation 
evening  schools.  I  may  mention  that 
no  fewer  than  5,000  memorials  are  in 
process  of  signing,  and  will  be  sent  up 
to  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Education 
Department,  in  favour  of  this  system, 
and,  as  far  as  I  know,  not  a  single 
Trades  Union  has  objected  to  the 
recommendation.  The  fact  is,  that  the 
period  in  which  education  proves  to 
be  of  the  greatest  value  is  after  children 
leave  school,  say  from  12  to  17,  when 
character  is  being  formed.  Up  to  the  age 
of  1 2  children  have  not  the  intelligence 
which  would  enable  them  to  under- 
stand the  uses  of  education,  whereas, 
during  the  years  which  elapse  from  12 
to  1 6  or  17  you  may  sow  the  seeds  either 
of  a  good  and  useful  career,  or  of  a 
useless  and  disreputable  one.  I  ask, 
therefore,  that  this  House  should  take 
up  and  deal  with  this  question,  and 
that,  instead  of  paying  so  much  atten- 
tion to  affairs  in  every  other  part  of 
the  world,  we  should  look  at  home  and 
see  what  we  can  do  to  remedy  the  sad 
deficiencies  of  our  educational  system. 
For  these  reasons  I  greatly  regret 
that  the  Government  have  given  no 
place  to  this  important  subject  in  the 
§peech  from  the  Throne.  I  am  sure 
that  there  is  felt  throughout  the  country 
an  amount  of  interest  in  this  matter 
of  which  many  here  have  no  concep- 
tion, and  that  if  the  present  Govern- 
ment shrinks  from  dealing  with  it, 
from  mistaken  notions  of  economy,  they 
will  only  leave  to  their  successors  the 
honour  and  glory  of  passing  a  measure 
which  will  confer  inestimable  bless- 
ings on  the  children  of  this  coun- 
try. I  believe  that  false  ideas  of 
economy  have  much  to  do  with 
the  present  position  of  matters.  We 
are  told  that  ten  millions  of  money,  or 
some  other  large  sum,  is  to  be  asked  for 
the  oonatruotion  of  ironclads  and  the 


increase  of  our  armaments,  and  I  am 
one  of  those  who  would  not  object  to 
any  expenditure  that  is  proved  to  be 
necessary  for  the  proper  defence  of  the 
country ;  but  I  believe  th&t  better  and 
far  more  lasting  results  can  be  obtained 
from  the  improved  education  of  our 
people  and  in  properly  training  our  chil- 
dren at  that  critical  period  when  bo  many 
of  them  go  astray.  An  expenditure  for 
such  a  purpose  would  be  one  that  would 
bring  about  the  richest  possible  reward. 
Let  us  grant  that  it  would  add  half  a 
million  to  the  burdens  of  the  country. 
The  amount  is  hardly  worth  talking 
about,  especially  when  we  remember 
that  few  countries  spend  so  small  a 
proportion  of  their  revenue  on  national 
education  as  England,  which  certainly 
expends  in  this  way  far  less  than  France, 
Germany,  the  Scandinavian  countries, 
and  the  United  States  do  relatively  to  the 
income  of  those  countries.  By  spending 
the  amount  I  have  mentioned,  you  will 
be  certain  hereafter  to  reap  the  benefit 
of  it  ten,  twenty,  and  even  fifty  times 
told.  And,  Sir,  I  should  not  only  like 
to  see  evening  continuation  schools 
established,  but  I  should  also  like  them 
to  be  free  schools ;  in  fact,  I  should  like 
to  see  all  our  elementary  education  made 
free,  as  is  now  the  case  in  most  of  the 
civilized  countries  of  the  world.  In 
connection  with  this  question,  I  cannot 
forbear  alluding  to  the  cognate  subject 
of  Welsh  intermediate  education,  to 
which  I  am  sorry  to  see  the  Government 
have  made  no  reference  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  They  are  aware  that  we  have 
had  Bill  after  Bill  on  this  subject 
brought  before  Parliament  for  several 
years  past ;  and,  also,  that  the  people 
of  Wales  feel  the  strongest  and  deepest 
interest  in  it.  Wales  is  greatly  in 
need  of  Imperial  aid  for  the  creation 
of  a  more  complete  system  of  high-class 
schools,  and  the  Welsh  people  have  been 
deeply  disappointed  year  after  year  by 
the  neglect  of  this  question,  on  which 
their  hearts  are  so  firmly  set.  I  think 
the  matter  is  one  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  reasonably  expected  to 
meet  the  representatives  of  Wales  half- 
way, without  any  sacrifice  of  principle 
on  their  part.  Of  course,  I  can  hardly 
expect  that  a  Conservative  Government 
will  take  any  step  in  the  direction  of 
Welsh  Disestabli^ment.  The  miestion 
will  only  be  settled  when  a  liberal 
Gh>yemment  comes  into  power.    But  we 
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may  expect  them  to  do  something  for  the 
Welsh  people  in  the  way  of  higher  edu- 
cation, especially  when  they  know  the 
amount  of  discontent  which  exists  on 
account  of  the  neglect  of  Welsh  ques- 
tions generally.  If  the  Govemment  could 
only  meet  them  half-way,  by  conceding 
what  they  ask  in  the  matter  of  education, 
they  wotdd  do  something  towards  allay- 
ing the  discontent  which  is  prevalent  in 
regard  to  other  questions.  Apologising 
to  the  House  for  having  occupied  so  much 
more  time  than  I  had  intended,  I  will 
conclude  by  expressing  a  hope  that  this 
Session  will  not  be  allowed  to  end  with- 
out the  passage  of  some  useful  measures 
of  social  legislation — legislation  that  will 
touch  the  hearts  and  consciences  of  the 
people,  and  which  I  am  persuaded  is 
earnestly  desired  by  the  country  at  large. 
*SiB  EICHAED  TEMPLE :  I  had 
no  intention  of  intervening  in  this  de- 
bate, and  should  not  have  done  so  but 
for  iiie  remarks  which  have  just  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
S.  Smith).  I  feel  that  some  reply, 
however  slight,  ought  to  be  given  from 
these  benches.  In  the  first  place,  I  must 
renew  the  tribute  I  have  often  paid  to 
the  zeal  and  earnestness  evinced  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject  of  edu- 
cation generally,  and  on  certain  branches 
of  it  in  particular.  There  is  no  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  who  has  greater  claims 
to  respect,  not  only  from  this  own  side, 
but  from  both  sides  of  the  House,  for  his 
efforts  in  the  cause  of  education,  than 
the  hon.  Member.  He  not  only  preaches, 
but  he  also  prcictises  the  doctrine  he 
enunciates.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
complained  that  the  subject  of  education 
has  been  omitted  from  the  Queen's 
Speech.  I  may  state  that  I  am  no  more 
in  the  secrets  of  the  Government  than 
he ;  but  I  can  readily  imagine  that  in 
the  crowded  state  of  public  business 
there  are  many  useful  measures  they 
would  gladly  propose,  but  which  they 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  out  during 
the  present  session.  It  may  be  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  carry  out 
by  executive  action  some  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Eoyal  Commission  on 
Education.  But  if  there  is  any  difficulty 
in  legislation  the  hon.  Member  has  him- 
self supplied  one  reason  at  least.  He 
has  referred  to  the  question  of  free 
schools.  There  is  no  better  way  of 
applying  the  torch  to  the  combus- 
tioie    embers    of  controversy   on   the 
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subject  of  education  than  by   urging 
the  question  of  free    schools.     Surely 
he  must  know  this  raises  up  the  whole 
controversy  between  the  voluntary  and 
national  system  on  the  one  side  and  the 
Board  School  system,  which  I  unworthily 
represent,  on  the  other.     He  speaks  of 
free  education.    Well,  that,  probably  is 
at  the  bottom  of  the  difficulty  in  legisla- 
tion ;  certainly  it  is  as  regards  elementary 
education.    But  when  he  speaks  in  euoh 
terms  of  moving  pathos  about  the  num- 
bers of  poor  parents  who  are  dragg^,  in 
his  imagination,  before  the  magistrates 
by  the  School  Board  officers  for  not 
sending  their  children  to  school  because 
they  could  not  pay  the  school  fees,  let 
me  assure  him  that  that  is  a  picture 
which  is  greatly  exaggerated,  because 
parents  in  the  position  thus  described 
are  not  taken  before  the  magistrates, 
for  the  school  fees  of  their  children  are 
remitted.     The  difficulty  in  respect  to 
the  free  system  does  not,  in  fact,  ooncem 
the  poor,   but  concerns  the  class  above 
them  and  the  lower  middle  class.     Once 
fees  are  abolished,  it  will  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  exclude  the  middle  classes  from 
the  benefit  of  that  principle,  and  then 
the  question  will    arise    whether    we 
are  to  have  the  middle  class  educated 
at    the    cost    of    the    ratepayers    at 
large.        Well,      there      are      large 
classes    in    this    country    who    think 
otherwise — who  hold  the  doctrine  that 
the  first  duty  of  an  independent  English- 
man is  to  pay  for  the  education  of  his 
own  children,  so  far  as  he  can.    Those 
who  plead  this  doctrine  of  free  educa- 
tion, in  the  manner  adopted  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  quite  forget  that  the  greater  part 
of  the  cost  of  elementary  education  is 
paid  for  by  the  public  already.    We  have 
made  a  recent  calculation  in  London, 
and  it  shows  that  at  this  moment  eleven- 
twelfths  of    the    cost   of    elementary 
education  in   the  metropolitan  area  is 
defrayed  by  the  ratepayers,  so  that,  with 
all  the  talk  of  hardship  in  levying  the 
fees,  only  one-twelfth  of  the  actu^ooet 
of  elementary  education  falls  upon  the 
parents.     There  is  thus  no  gneranoe 
whatever.     One  can  readily  understand 
why  the  Government  should  hesitate  to 
set  aflame  the  embers  of  the  educational 
controversy  which  my  hon.  Friend  wishes 
to  stir  up.    Apart  from  legialatioa,  we 
might  have  some  of  the  matters  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  indicated  dealt  with 
by  executive  action.    In  a  i^^visod  Ood% 
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for  instance,  we  might  have  payment  by 
results  much  softened  and  greatly  modi- 
fied in  the  way  which  the  teachers,  both 
of  Board  and  voluntary  schools,  greatly 
desire.     Then»  in  regard  to  continuation 
schools,  my  hon.  Friend,  in  his  philan- 
thropic zeal  and  enthusiasm,  has  again 
allowed  himself  to  be  drawn  into  the 
vortex  of  exaggeration.   My  hon.  Friend 
makes  the  most  astonishing  statement, 
that  our  great  cities  are  swarming  with 
poor,  uneducated  children,  who  wander 
about  the  streets  in  idleness  and  neglect. 
But  is  it  not  the  fact  that  one  great 
reason  why   parents  in  both  town  and 
country  object  to  the  compulsory  clauses 
of  the  Education  Act  is,  that  they  want 
their  children  to  work,  in  order  to  eke 
out  the  family's  subsistence  ?    And  in 
the  towns  the  children  earn  a  certain 
pittance  and  livelihood  for  themselves 
out  of  school  hours.     The  truth  is,  the 
children  are  urgently  required  not  only 
for  domestic  duties  at  home,  but  actually 
to  earn  something  towards  the  family 
purse ;  and  I  appeal  if  this  is  not  a  truer 
description  of  the  real  facts  of  the  case 
than  that  g^ven  by   my  hon.   Friend. 
That   being  so,  what   becomes  of  the 
superstructure  of  my  hon.  Friend  ?    But 
apart  from  that  particular  argument,  I 
cordially  endorse  the  principle  of  my 
hon.    Friend's    remarks.      I    earnestly 
support  him  in   his  warm  contention, 
and  I  hold    it    is    a    matter  of  great 
national    importance    that   we   should 
have  a  system  of  continuation  schools. 
My  hon.  Friend  says  that  eyening  classes 
in  England  have  died  out.     I  say  they 
certainly  have  not  died  out  in  the  metro- 
politan area,  for  which  I  am  responsible, 
because  there  are  more  evening  classes, 
better  organised  and  better  attended, 
than  anything  of  the  kind  which  has 
existed  before.      The  London    School 
Board  began  that    system    about    six 
years  ago;    they  have  been  gradually 
working  it  out,  and  I  doubt  not  that 
Birmingham,    Manchester,    and    other 
large    towns    are  doing,    or    certainly 
could  be  got  to  do,  a  similar  work.     My 
hon.  Friend  entered  into  some  genered 
statistics  as  to  the  numbers  likely  to 
attend  the   continuation  classes.     But 
when  he  gives  large  round  numbers  I 
think  he  should  be  reminded  that  the 
proper  basis  of  calculation  is  the  number 
of  children  that  leare  school  annually. 
Now  the  number  of  chi^^®'^  ^^^  leave 
the  Ipndon  £oard  0chooU  annually  is 


about  40,000,  and  in  the  voluntary 
schools  about  25,000,  and  if  we  can 
obtain  a  certain  modification  in  the 
Code,  it  is  quite  possible  they  might  be 
able  within  a  very  few  years  to  secure 
an  attendance  at  the  evening  classes  not 
far  short  of  40,000.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  spoken  of  half  a  million  attending 
these  evening  classes  throughout  the 
country.  That  is  a  very  high  computa- 
tion. 

Ma.  SAMUEL  SMITH  :  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  half  a  million  in  at- 
tendance at  our  evening  classes,  pro- 
viding that  the  account  may  range 
from  13  to  16  years.  Eemember  we 
have  four  and  a  half  millions  under 
school  age. 

*SiK  EIOH AED  TEMPLE :  It  appears 
to  me  to  be  a  very  high  figure,  out  at 
this  short  notice  I  am  not  able  to  check 
the  calculation.      But  supposing  it  is 
half  a  million,  we  must  look  at  the  ques- 
tion of  the  cost.    In  my  opinion  the  cost 
would  not  be  excessive,  provided  we  did 
not  adopt  the  doctrine  of  free  education. 
At    this  moment   the  number  of  con- 
tinuation  schools  in  London  probably 
costs  the  local  rates  and  the  Govern- 
ment together  something  over    10s.  a 
scholar,   perhaps    12s.,   so  that  half  a 
million  of  scholars  might  be  arranged 
for    at  a    cost    of    about    a    quarter 
of    a    million    sterling.    That    is    of 
course  a  manageable  sum,  but  once  the 
prineiple  of  free  education  is  adopted, 
the  cost  would  be  excessive,  and  then 
we  should  have  an  educational  burden 
indeed.      I    venture  to  warn  my  hon. 
Friend  that  the  educational  burden  is 
beginning  to  be  felt  very  heavily  both  in 
town  and  country,  and  any  attempt  to 
increase  it  would  cause  great  dissatis- 
faction.   If  evening  schools  are  to  be 
made  successful,  the  curriculum  must 
be  at  once  improved,  and  why  that  has 
not  been  done  I  cannot  understand.    A 
year  or  two  ago  a  memorial  was  presented 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  IkUnister  of 
Education  from  the  London  School  Board 
suggesting    alterations    and     improve- 
ments which  could  have   been  carried 
out  by  a  wave  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
hand  or  a  stroke  of  his  u  asterly  pen. 
But   we    were  told  we  must  wait  the 
Ueport  of  the  Eoyal  Oommission.      We 
have  that  Beport  now,    I  entreat  my 
right  hon.  Friend  to  give  the  modifiea- 
tions  asked  for,  and  if  that  is  done  I 
will  undertime  within  a  year  or  two  to 
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the  Q-overnment  are  about  to  place  upon  i 
the  taxpaying  portion  of  the  com- , 
munity,  and  which  I  regard  as  entirely 
unnecessary.  I  believe  the  expendi- 
ture already  made  upon  the  Navy 
would,  if  properly  and  economically 
used,  and  used  with  common  sense, 
be  more  than  sufficient  for  all  the  pur- 
poses of  defence,  not  only  of  the  shores 
but  of  the  mercantile  marine.  I  would 
not  hesitate  to  stand  before  any  com- 
mercial community,  and  announce  exactly 
this  same  view,  and  though,  perhaps,  it 
is  always  popular  to  raise  a  cry  of  the 
country  in  danger  and  to  call  out  for 
more  expenditure  upon  the  Army  and 
Navy,  it  is  the  duty,  at  any  rate  of  those 
on  the  Liberal  side  of  the  House,  to 
protest,  and  let  our  protest  be  endorsed 
as  far  as  possible  by  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country. 

Me.  MAEK  J.  STEWAET  (Kirkcud- 
bright) :  The  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire (Mr.  S.  Smith)  has  introduced 
the  subject  of  education,  and  I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  from  the  point  of 
view  from  which  I  regard  the  matter. 
My  experience,  and  I  have  had  a  great 
deal  in  rural  districts  of  Scotland,  as 
Chairman  of  a  large  School  Board,  is 
that  at  the  present  moment  there  is  a 
very  great  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
parents  to  have  their  children  better 
educated  than  they  are  in  the  Board 
Schools  in  Scotland.  They  do  not 
blame  the  teachers.  The  teachers  do 
their  best,  but  the  time  at  their  dis- 
posal is  so  very  limited  that  it  is  impos- 
sible for  them  to  devote  any  real  time 
to  the  teaching  of  higher  education. 
Of  course  Board  Schools  are  in  the 
main  intended  to  supply  the  mere 
rudiments  of  education,  but  that  has 
never  been  held  sufficient  for  Scotch 
children.  The  result  is,  that  instead  of 
improving  scholarship  in  Scotland,  the 
present  School  Board  system  has  de- 
teriorated it.  The  system  is  no  doubt 
an  immense  boon  to  the  greater  number 
of  children,  but  for  those  children  who 
are  most  anxious  to  make  progress  it  has 
a  very  bad  effect.  It  does  not  offer  any 
real  incentive  or  stimulus  to  the  prose- 
cution of  matters  which  such  children 
are  expected  to  learn  in  after  life,  and 
under  such  circumstances,  in  view  of 
the  competition  in  foreign  nations  in 
matters  requiring  real  technical  educa- 
tion, we  shall  very  soon  find  that  our 
children  are   a  long  way  behind.     It 
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has  been  said  to-ni^ht  that  there  is  a 
strong  aversion  on  the  part  of  parents 
to  keep  their  children  at  school  even  as 
long  as  they  are  now  required  to  do, 
and  that  if  you  supplement  the  system 
by  evening  schools  that  aversion  would 

?erhaps  be  even  too  strong  to  overcome, 
do  not  see  the  point  of  that  at  all. 
My  belief  is  that  all  the  children  might 
be  taken  from  school  at  twelve  instead 
of  thirteen ;  they  could  at  once  go  to 
the  evening  schools,  and  there  obtain 
much  greater  knowledge  than  they 
would  if  they  continued  at  the  ele- 
mentary schools  another  year  or  so. 
There  is,  no  doubt,  a  strong  aversion 
to  burdening  the  rates  in  any  way  what- 
ever ;  that  would  be  resented  not  only 
by  the  parents,  but,  generally  speaking, 
by  the  whole  of  the  community.  But 
what  has  been  suggested  elsewhere, 
and  what,  I  think,  is  only  a  fair  sug- 
gestion, is  that  the  nation  should  take 
its  part  in  educating  the  children  of  the 
country.  It  is  false  economy  to  say  we 
cannot  afford  to  do  it.  I  would  much 
rather  spend  more  money  on  education 
than  on  the  defence  of  the  country, 
though  I  think  that  expenditure  on 
both  objects  is  essentially  needful  at 
the  present  time.  I  rejoice  to  learn 
from  the  Queen's  Speech  that  the 
Government  have  not  abandoned  the 
intention  to  establish  a  Department  of 
Agriculture.  I  trust  that  what  has 
been  done  by  dairy  schools  will  be  oon- 
tinued  in  other  directions,  so  that  to  the 
fullest  extent  science  will  be  brought  to 
bear  upon  agriculture,  in  the  production 
of  better  crops  and  such  improvements 
as  are  necessary  to  enable  our  farmers 
to  meet  the  foreign  competition  which 
they  have  to  face. 

Sib  DONALD  CUERIE  (Perth  W.) : 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hull 
(Mr.  C.  n.  Wilson)  has  protested  against 
the  action  proposed  by  the  Government  . 
in  regard  to  the  defence  of  the  Empire. 
Although  my  hon.  Friend  is  one  of  the 
largest  shipowners  in  the  country,  I 
hardly  think  he  represents  the  mercan- 
tile shipping  opinion  of  the  oountiy 
when  he  declares  that  the  merdiant 
shipping  community  are  unfavour- 
able to  the  proposed  expenditare. 
I  hold  the  very  contrary.  No 
menace  to  other  Powers  is  intended: 
all  that  is  made  is  a  declaration  that 
there  is  a  necessity  for  precaution  to  be 
taken.    It  is  said  in  the  Speeoh|  "  Ih^ 
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increasing  expenditure  upon  warlike 
preparations  which  has  been  incurred 
by  other  European  nations  has  rendered 
necessary  an  increase  in  the  precautions 
which  haye  hitherto  been  taken  for  the 
safety  of  our  shores  and  our  commerce." 
I  hold  that  we  require  this  expenditure 
for  the  protection  of  the  Channel;  for 
the  defence  of  our  position  in  the 
Channel  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
have  a  largely  increased  Fleet.  For  the 
protection  of  the  carrying  trade  of  the 
country  such  a  Fleet  is  absolutely  es- 
sential, though  you  would  find  that 
steamers  of  ten  knots  an  hour,  which 
carry  gprain  in  such  large  proportions  to 
this  country,  would  have  very  little  em- 
ployment under  the  British  flag  if  we 
were  at  war  with  a  large  and  important 
foreign  Power.  Further,  I  hold  that 
for  the  defence  of  the  Colonies  an  in- 
creased fleet  is  essential.  I  entertain 
the  strongest  opinion  that  we  are  utterly 
unable  to  compete  against  a  combina- 
tion of  any  two  Powers  such  as  might 
occur.  The  present,  however,  is  not 
the  time  to  enter  into  detail ;  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so  will  shortly  arrive. 
In  the  meantime,  I  answer  the  protest  of 
my  hon.  Friend  by  an  equally  strong 
disclaimer. 

Mr.  W.  MACDONALD  (Queen's  Co., 
Ossory) :  I  think  I  may  fairly  con- 
gratulate the  Government  on  the  form 
of  Her  Majesty's  Speech.  It  is  slightly 
more  original  than  usual.  Some  of  the 
old  worn  phrases  have  been  dropped, 
and,  altogether,  the  Speech  is  a  fairly 
readable  document.  But  when  I  pass 
from  the  form  to  the  various  subjects 
touched  upon,  I  cannot  be  equally  lau- 
datory. There  is,  as  usual,  a  statement 
as  to  the  condition  of  afifairs  at  home 
and  abroad,  and  there  is  an  enu- 
meration of  the  measures  which  the 
Government  intend  to  submit  to 
Parliament.  The  allusion  in  the 
Speech  to  foreign  affairs  is  singularly 
brief.  We  are  told  that  the  relations 
with  Foreign  Powers  continue  to  be 
friendly,  but  I  think  we  are  bound  to 
ask  whether  these  relations  are  on  a 
permanent  basis  of  security.  I  gather 
from  an  allusion  later  on  in  the  Speech, 
that  the  Government  have  some  mis- 
givings on  this  point.  Personally,  I 
think  that  the  relations  between  this 
oountry  and  the  United  States  are  by  no 
meana  so  satisfactory  as  those  who  really 
wiah  for  the  well-being  of  both  ooantriea 


desire.  There  is  the  Fishery  question 
between  Canada  and  the  United  States, 
which  is  not  yet  settled,  and  I  cannot 
altogether  congratulate  the  Government 
on  the  way  in  which  they  have  manag  d 
the  negotiations.  The  Government  sent 
to  the  United  States  as  their  representa- 
tive in  the  negotiations  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
miugham  (Mr.  Chamberlain).  It  no 
doubt  occurred  to  the  Government  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  very 
clever  intriguer,  and  that  he  might  pos- 
sibly turn  his  talents  against  tbem.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  intrigued 
against  a  former  colleague  of  his,  the 
late  Mr.  Forster ;  he  had  intrigued  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
he  had  intrigued  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  ;  he  had  intrigued  with 
Captain  O'Shee,  be  had  intrigued  with 
the  Times,  and  no  doubt  it  occurred  to 
our  sagacious  rulers  that  it  would  be  a 
good  thing  to  find  employment  for  him, 
lest  he  should  intrigue  against  them. 
Accordingly,  they  employed  him  on  this 
mission.  It  at  first  appeared  that  the 
experiment  would  be  successful.  The 
right  hon.  gentleman  was  fet»^d,  speeches 
very  complimentary  to  this  counti'y  were 
made  by  distinguished  Americans,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  congratu- 
lated upon  the  work  he  had  done,  not 
only  by  bis  allies  and  friends,  but  even 
by  some  of  his  opponents.  But  a  few 
months  passed,  and  when  the  time 
arrived  for  the  ratification  of  the  Con- 
vention which  had  been  drawn  up 
between  the  United  States  and  this 
country,  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
threw  the  thing  up,  and  almost  all  the 
labours  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proved  in  vain.  Why  did  they  prove 
iu  vain  ?  Because  of  the  feeling  enter- 
tained towards  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man by  the  Irish  race.  If  the 
Government  had  had  sufficient  saga- 
city to  send  a  man  who  was  not  hated 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  unfortu- 
nately is  by  the  Irish  race  at  home 
and  abroad,  the  probability  is  the  nego- 
tiations would  have  taken  a  different 
turn.  I  hope  there  is  one  lesson  which 
the  country  will  learn  fr  >m  this  failure, 
and  that  is,  that  until  you  satisfy  the 
demand  of  Ireland  there  will  always  be 
in  America  an  element  of  disturbance, 
an  element  which  you  will  have  to  reckon 
with  more  or  less.  Then  we  are  entitled 
to  ask,  with  regard  to  foreign  affairs. 
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vhHber  we  kATe  *'  PeAioe  with  Honour," 
m  phnuw  wliick  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  once  »o  fond  of  using.  Have  the 
GormiTae  t  shown  any  care  or  tender 
reigazd  for  the  honour  of  this  oountrj  ? 
Yovr  Ambassador  was  returned  his 
papeR  and  sent  awaj  from  the  United 
ceases  because  of  his  interference  in 
domestac  polities  in  that  country,  and 
Tst  I  cannot  find  that  one  word  of  re- 
xiKsiidrance  was  addressed  to  the 
Awfeenean  Goreninenl.  or  that  this 
sfETn^  Goremment  took  the  smallest 
■MASS  of  showing  diat  an  a£&x>nt  had 
beta  ofleiwi  to  tlus  countrr.  Again,  a 
T«x  odioits  charge  has  been  brought 
wiskia  the  lass  TXKmth  or  two  againM  the 
g«eil2«aian  who  now  r^wesents  this 
cic«imtnr  at  St.  PeOcisbuig.  The  charge 
was  d  the  basest  namre^  and  I  don't 
beH^re  it.  It  was  made  in  a  most  c^en- 
sire  inanner.  and  vM  I  cannot  find  that 
the  Go'renisMcit  made  anTrsBkonstrance. 
I  camnod  find  that  iheve  was  auTthing 
Hke  a  manhr,  outspoken  expireisskxi  of 
xndignaiScA  on  the  part  of  the  Gox^em- 
BMBi  ax  the  treaxment  of  thedri^presHft* 
tatzre.  ll^fre  is  an  irstmcdTe  ktfoon  in 
all  this.  Scae  x^f  us  hare  watehfd 
carefslhr  the  pal&  charftf':^e7  and  career 
9i  tike  PHme  lOidfOn'.  andhare  landed 


the  streets  of  his  natiye  town,  withovit  aa 
overcoat,  and  then  you  put  him  in  a 
third-class  railway  carriage.  My  hoo. 
Friend  is  as  well  known,  and  as  much 
respected  among  his  own  people  and 
constituents  as  any  Metropolitan  mem- 
ber is  in  this  city.  You  thought  to 
degrade  him,  but  in  truth  you  raised 
him  in  the  estimation  of  his  oountiymen. 
The  admiration  we  had  for  him  aa  a 
journalist  and  a  M^nber,  has  deepened 
into  respect  and  affection  since  your 
persecution  of  him.  I  need  not  go  orer 
the  treatment  of  my  hon.  friend,  the 
Memb»>  for  North  Cork.  That  gentle- 
man dofts  not  think  he  ought  to  be 
tr&ated  as  a  common  criminal,  but  the 
Chief  Secretary,  who  could  not  meet  my 
hon.  friend  on  the  fi3or  of  this  House, 
and  who  felt  the  great  injury  his  cause 
suffered  from  the  speeches  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  emplc>Ted  warders  to  stzip  my 
hon.  Friend  by  force,  notwithstanding 
erexTvuie  knew  the  deticacr  of  his  eon- 
stituticin,  which,  indeed,  is  stamped  upon 
his  featnx^eis.  If  you  subsequently 
changed  your  treatment,  and  restored 
him  hishabilimestsw  ycsa  did  so  not  from 
any  fe<e2ing  of  huTnanity,  but  in  defe- 
riNEK>e  t^  t^e  s:^n^^  of  indignation  raised 
throughout  the    counar."     Then    how 


a:r  ti!»«  ^ai  w>^  ncONd  in  him  a  dispiv  |  haT>e  ycsa  a<i^^d  towsris  my  friend,  aa  I 

mm  prcvod  to  traOI  hiia.  Fatiier  McFadden 
ictf  Gw««di>z>^  f    Yv^a  sent  to  airest  him 


st^ctt  ta»  biully  the  weak  and  t**  traekle 

^  the  scrong.     I  am  afraid  the  ssune 

d2i^*«ct2cm  has  been  manifwQieid  lateh*.    imm^ati^  af^M'  siassv  in  the  midst  of 

Whflt^  the  icz\^vas««a  Gi>Twmia«its  are    his  adsdrii^g  5,>rk.     Ni>  pri^dt  is  moi« 


Wior?A  i»  inos^  deswring  of  the  Ioto 
i^  the  {o^atScML.     He  »  widely  known 
1^  his  philaathrc^f  T,  h»  humanity,  and 
■  h»  «f  cvis  %>  ic«s\>fi*  the  indnstrr  and 


€i»M«mecL  xn^i^f  isncmaisg  ^ike  a  manly, 
c«a:»fic^k«n  aswTDon  c^f  £s^lish  rights^ 
^«t  wheal  the  Irish  MenbK^  ai«  t^  be 

iBSxbiid.  v^rihepec^iie  «^i India  ai*  Tc^be  |  h»  wJcvis  %>  jc«s.>fi*  the  indnstiy  and 

i»d.  bivtsnwtirt^y  a»  srarpwiedt'obe    <v\atfv\rt  erf  h»  ri?v«)^     Ihis  pnest  yoa 

:.  th«*»pi«itT  *^f  serciig  }as;^w^^^    ««t  a  I'^isa^'ij  in^^ecixw  iw>  an^6$  aiter 

-^  br  the  head  *.^  the  Gv>rNm3aeait.    3aa«<  wh«t  ti^  pe.^^  w«r*  sOzonglj 

a^fco^K  we  are  bavxi^t  )iind^  ti^^  ird.wctj^'xit  erf  th#fir  afiecftioQ 
&ce  t^'k^K^  with  the  ^^icmal  q)N«^c^ia  erf  f.^r  thw  pa$3te«r,  ax»d  x^^ii:  ai^  Aau|ntaed 
Ii«£isi.  \Hiai  hare  y.>«;.  ^«>*v  th^  '  ai  ti»  ihit*:.^  tiat*  ressa^^id:  Yoa 
H^Qse  rje*.  been  ie^i^r  ix  that  .-vvftnt?^.  \  haT-e  a^rwu^r  ii>^  aniaatr  ^  ias«dt 
aad  what  hare  tv^  tw^  ^^e^w  as  the  rwath  Fath#c  M4^>:a^^e«t;.  a3»£  "t^  whole 
of  ^war  ncc^eo:  *  Ye^a:  har^^  iapff^"**^  '  ^c^««hA.\^  ol  Ir^K^an^  with  a 
for'  six  asfc^tfe.  ^th  ^iari  ia>oia?.  as;  i  erf    e»,^a;j*iw:XT    ^    iixs^e^r :     Is 

erf  iti*e.  weC:  k»H>wn  i^  h»  t  a  jwvwc:::^^  iii  tije  ixsurcoQ  oC  law 
aasd  reaiCBWiVwe  ^^»e6ftb»  »  a»i  e«^^  x^^tst  ^^^^  ve^snicli^st  ao 
this  Hoa8».  Te«  ^t^  i:s? W:^^a^f*5  ^^  aa^i^tow  v  ;^^^«we^  •  \vW  have  tou 
fOT  pul^^iida^  >  Vi*  ^^*^w  a  *^*<?^^  W  ^[^r^i  >t  t^*  ^ts^^ui^r  erf  i^TO^  thia 
deliTewc,  *3  *i:^t  \\v<i  *r#  ^^.a*?^  x^,*i*C:«<v  il^*  ,^fi«j;h:Tx  :3:  l^^baid?  We 
ealL  a  ?npf«v^5«<  ^cwsnI  ,-rf  tiif'  )t<»^  ^»a^  ?  *^ist  a  xv'^c^>^  nev&Tu:  ^-tf  what 
National  Le«^:«^  l^w«s,^tt^  >ii^  t^.^Wi  ti^  vVxr^wt/**^!  iJ^t.k  rh^y  hax^ 
the  gaol  in  whx^  W  wa*  A^*»N*i  V  t^    hv-ta   4   *|hwv-;i  ^^K::>£^«^*<">t  t^ 

Fortress  of  Tu2la3avwyvw*e*m#^hm^^!ft    ^^^f^^a^^^c  >^a*ttt^  ^^c«i>yc  iif  r 

an  outride  c«r  in  jtiiii»  A^m«iw  i^jjv^    ITW  ft|^  W«a  K^T>ititiMt  Siiwi^^  ^ 


89 


Majesty^  B  Most 


{Febbttaby  21,  1889} 


Oraoioui  Speech,        90 


^eat  improvement  in  the  material  con- 
dition of   Ireland  because  deposits  in 
Irish   Savings    Banks  had  greatly  in- 
creased, and  this  he  assumed  was  en- 
tirely due   to  the  firm    policy    of   the 
Government.  But  I  should  have  thought 
the  veriest  tyro  in  Irish  affairs  would 
attribute  this  to  a  very  different    and 
less  high-flown  cause.    There  has  been 
a  great  increase  in  the  price  of  stock, 
enabling  farmers  to  put  by  more  money 
than  heretofore.    The  relations  between 
the  police  and  the  people,  said  the  Chief 
Secretary,  were  improved,  and  then  the 
very  next  day  we  have  this  deplorable 
murder  of  a  police  officer  at  Gweedore. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  quoted  statis- 
tics, at  which  he  usually    sneers,  per- 
haps because  he  has  no  special  faculty 
for  dealing     with   them — they  require 
an  impartiality   of  mind   he  does  not 
possess.       Boycotting,     he    said,     had 
diminished  something  like  70  per  cent. 
I  have  always  felt  very  sceptical  as  to 
these  boycotting  returns.      Suppose   a 
Government  set  about  tabulating    the 
number  of   persons  boycotted  by    the 
Primrose  League  in  this  country,  would 
not  the  statistics  present  a  very  different 
appearance  prepared  under  the  authority 
of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side  or 
on    this  ?      In    fact,  these  boycotting 
returns  may  be  made  big  or  small  at 
pleasure.     They  afford  cover  for    co- 
ercive   legislation,    but     they   do    not 
afford  sufficient  information  to  allow  of 
verification.      Then,    it    is    said,    out- 
rages were  200  fewer  in  1888  than  in 
any  year  since  1879.      But   there  the 
statement    stops,    and    I    attach   little 
importance    to    it.      Under  the    term 
outrages  are  included  not  only  murder, 
conspiracy  to  murder,  and  manslaughter, 
but  also  threatening  letters    and    the 
taking  of  forcible  possession — an  offence 
that  means  that  some  unfortunate  wretch, 
driven  out  on  the  hillside  in  midwinter, 
crept  back  to  his  dwelling  for  shelter 
for  himself  or  kin.     We  do  not  want  to 
know  if  offences  of  this  kind  or  threat- 
ening    letters    have    diminished,    but 
whether    murder,    and    what    we    all 
recognise     as     serious     crimes     have 
diminished.       Show    us    this    clearly, 
and  we  may  be  inclined  to  recognize 
some      improvement      in     the     state 
of    Ireland.      Until      then     I     must 
preserve  my  scepticism   and    conclude 
that  all  this  straining  of  the  law,  all 
thia  oruelty  to  Irish  Members,  all  this 


harshness,  all  these  insults  heaped  on 
the  priesthood  of  Ireland  have  had  no 
compensating  advantage  to  the  side  of 
the  Government,  into  all  this  despotism 
with  which  the  Government  of  Ireland 
has  degenerated  must  go  down  before 
investigation  and  the  light  of  public 
opinion.  As  to  proposed  litigation,  we 
are  rejoiced  that  proposals  for  local 
government  in  Scotland  are  to  be 
brought  forward  this  Session.  Scotch 
business  has  been  very  much  neglected, 
and  the  complaints  of  Scotch  Members 
are  amply  justified.  I  am  glad  the 
Government  are  trying  in  a  small  way 
to  repair  the  evil.  But,  I  confess,  my 
mind  is  not  altogether  easy  on  this 
subject.  In  years  long  ago,  before  I  sat 
here,  I  used  to  constantly  hear  that 
Scotland  was  governed  in  accordance 
with  the  wishes  of  Scotch  people,  just 
as  if  a  Parliament  sat  in  Edinburgh ; 
but  I  have  long  since  ceased  to  accept 
such  a  statement.  Again  and  again, 
I  have  seen  the  wishes  of  Scotch  mem- 
bers set  aside  and  overlooked  by  the 
votes  of  English  Members  holding 
different  political  views  to  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  Scotland,  and  I  am  very 
much  afraid  that  in  this  Bill  some 
crucial  question  will  arise,  when  this 
same  thing  will  be  repeated,  and  my 
Scotch  friends  will  be  on  a  purely  Scotch 
question  overvoted  by  English  Members. 
Should  that  be  so,  I  hope  the  lesson 
will  sink  deep  into  the  hearts  of  the 
people,  that  never  can  Scotland  really 
attain  justice  until  a  Parliament  for 
Scotland  legislates  for  the  wishes  of  the 
people,  unclogged  by  English  votes.  I 
observe  in  the  Speech  no  promise  of  any 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Ireland,  and 
from  the  point  of  view  of  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber I  do  not  regret  that  for  one  I  am 
absolutely  convinced  that  no  mere 
Local  Government  Scheme  will  satisfy 
the  demand  of  the  Irish  people  for  a 
Legislature  in  Dublin.  That  demand 
would  be  just  as  strong  though  a  Local 
Government  Bill  were  passed,  but  the 
fact  of  the  omission  is  worth  noting, 
with  the  recollection  that  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  pledged 
themselves  over  and  over  again  on 
the  hustings  and  through  the  mouth 
of  the  noble  Lord,  the  member  for 
Paddington  to  ''simultaneity,"  in  the 
treatment  of  Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland. 
Where  is  the  approach  to  ''simul- 
taneity "  ?     You  shift  this  over  from 
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that  the  qnestion  of  the  honsing  of  the 
indnstrial  classes  has  found  no  place  in 
the  Queen's  Speech.  It  must  oe  per- 
fectly clear  to  all  Members  who  have 
read  the  report  of  the  Boyal  Commis. 
sion  on  the  Housing  of  the  Poor,  pub. 
lished  in  1885,  that  the  question  is  one 
of  urgent  importance.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bristol  referred  just 
now  to  the  East  of  London,  but  I  must 
remind  the  House  that  there  is  a  South 
of  London  and  a  West  of  London.  It  is 
well  known  that  there  are  poor  people 
living. within  200  yards  of  the  House, 
whose  homes  are  a  disgrace  to  civili- 
zation. It  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  question  now  stands  upon  an 
entirely  different  footing  to  that  on 
which  it  stood  in  1885.  We  had  not 
then,  as  we  have  now,  a  thoroughly 
representative  Municipal  body  for  the 
whole  of  London.  We  have  now  a  County 
Council  who,  if  they  have  not  already 
sufficient  powers,  should  have  them  at 
once.  I  hope  that  the  Government  will 
either  bring  in  a  Bill  upon  the  subject 
or  g^ve  facilities  for  the  consideration 
of  the  measure  which  is  to  be  intro- 
duced by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hoxton  (Mr.  Stuart).  I  have  made 
these  observations  in  no  party  spirit, 
but  because  I  feel  that  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  d^  ellings  of  tiie  poor  is  a 
disgrace  to  the  country  and  demands 
immediate  attention. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway  County, 
N.) :  I  am  afraid  that  there  is  one  sub- 
ject which  has  been  slurred  over 
in  the  speech  from  the  throne.  The 
seconder  of  the  address  (Sir  John 
Colomb)  in  his  excellent  speech 
made  one  remarkable  assertion.  The 
hon.  Member  sits  for  a  Metropolitan 
constituency,  and  he  dealt  ably  with 
such  topics  as  he  understands ;  but  he 
certainly  made  an  unfortunate  reference 
to  Irish  matters.  He  spoke  of  law  and 
order  having  been  restored  in  Ireland. 
When  we  look  around  us  we  miss 
many  of  our  colleagues  who  are  locked 
up  in  prison  or  are  awaiting  their  trial. 
That  sort  of  talk  might  do  in  a  Primrose 
Cabinet,  but  it  is  altogether  absurd  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  The  Queen's 
Speech  contains  some  reference  to  the 
policy  of  developing  the  material  re- 
sources of  Ireland.  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
finds  it  necessarv  to  do  something  for 
Ireland,  and  looking  at  the  words  put 
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into  the  mouth  of  Her  Majesty,  we  may, 
perhaps,  assume  that  tiie  policy  of 
evasion  pursued  by  the  Government  on 
this  subject  during  the  last  two  and  a- 
half  years  will  no  longer  be  followed 
up.  We  were  told  then  of  the  great 
Conservative  policy  of  developing  the 
resources  of  Ireland,  but  more  than  two 
years  have  elapsed,  and  absolutely 
nothing  has  been  done.  They  said  that 
in  the  first  place  we  must  have  a 
Eoyal  Commission.  Well,  we  have 
had  a  Boyal  Commission,  but  it  re- 
ported a  year  and  a*  half  ago,  and  no- 
thing has  been  done.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Paddington  (Lord  Ban- 
dolph  Churchill)  made  promises,  but 
the  GK)vernmeat  have  done  nothing  to 
redeem  them,  and  I  think  it  is  their 
duty  now,  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses- 
sion to  explain  to  the  House  how  we 
stand  in  the  matter.  All  that  the  Go- 
vernment did  when  they  received  the 
Eeport  of  the  Hoyal  Commission  was  to 
take  the  most  difficult  part  of  it — ^that 
which  referred  to  drainage  and  naviga- 
tion combined — and  they  insisted  on 
dealing  with  that  or  nothing.  They 
proposed  that  a  large  amount  of  money 
should  be  spent  out  of  local  resouzoes 
upon  the  drainage  of  the  Shannon  and 
the  Barrow,  which  the  people  of  Ireland 
thoroughly  objected  to;  and  they  did 
nothing  for  the  general  improvement  of 
the  Irish  harbours  and  railways.  They 
are  now  more  solemn  than  ever  in  their 
promises ;  but  as  there  has  not  been, 
during  the  last  six  or  twelve  months, 
any  increase  in  armaments  on  the 
part  of  the  European  Powers,  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  are  justified  in 
neglecting  the  development  of  the  re- 
sources of  Ireland,  and  demanding  a 
large  sum  of  money  on  behalf  the  Naval 
and  Military  Services.  All  this  expen- 
diture might  have  been  foreseen  by  the 
Government,  seeing  that  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  part  of  Foreign  Powers  has 
been  a  gradual  one.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  have  made  their 
preparations  earlier,  and  I  believe  the 
money  would  have  been  more  profitably 
expended.  They  now  propose  to  spend 
a  large  sum  of  money  sill  at  once,  and  at 
least  one-half  of  it  will  be  wasted. 
At  present  our  relations  with  foreign 
couutries  are  satisfactory,  but  £e 
Foreign  Minister  may  say  ''  we  maj  be 
in  difficulties  with  a  foreign  coxiftfrj^  and 
it  is  well  to  be  prepared."    If  fliAt  -"*~* 
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said  I  should   not  think  it  would  be 
out  of  the  way  to  ask  for  £1,000,000  or 
£2.000,000  at  the  outside.     However,  if 
the  Government  should    say  it  is  in- 
sufficient my  reply  would  be.     **Then 
you  have  been   neglecting    your  duty 
during  this  past  two  years."     We  must 
remember  that  our  foreign  neighbours 
have  been  spending  these  vast  sums  on 
armaments  K)r  the  last  8  or  1 0  years  and 
that  they  have  made  no  change  in  their 
policy  during  the  past  6  months — if  they 
had  changed  their  policy,  no  doubt  a 
change  of  policy  on  the  part   of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  justified. 
At  present,  no  doubt  we  are  beating  the 
air,  the  Government  having  given  us  no 
information  as  to  how  much  they  intend 
to  spend.     But  should  their  proposal  be 
to  spend  as  much  as  £12,000,000,  the 
result  would  be  that  the  contractors  will 
revel  in  it,    the  War  Department  will 
indulge  in    every    conceivable  fad,  the 
country  will  get    only    £4,000,000  or 
£5,000,000  of  value,  and  the  House  of 
Commons    will   lose    control    over  the 
Estimates.    More  than  that,  a  precedent 
will  have  been  set  for  future    gigantic 
expenditure.    I  think  the  War  Minister 
and  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  ought 
to  imitate  the  economy  of  those  of  their 
predecessors  who  have  endeavoured  to 
make  money  iro  a  long  way,   and  not 
imitate  the  extravagance  of  Mr.  Wm. 
Pitt,  who  burdened  this  country  with  a 
debt  of  hundreds  of  millions.     I  hope 
the  Government  will,  as  soon  as  possible, 
give  us  some  indication  of  the  amount 
of  money  they  are  going  to  ask  for. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fergusson,  Manchester,  N.E.):  This 
debate  has  been  somewhat  desultory, 
because  by  common  consent  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  most  important  ques- 
tions mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
has  been  postponed  until  the  Measures 
are  before  the  House.  Hon.  Members 
have  complained  of  omissions  from  the 
Speech,  but  that  is  a  little  at  variance 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  hinted  in  his  remarks  that 
perhaps  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
fallen  into  the  error  of  proposing  too 
many  Measures.  There  are,  I  think, 
plenty  of  topics  for  the  consideration 
of  Parliament  which  in  due  time  will 
en^A^o  its  attention.  I  have  risen 
principally  to  notice  remarks  made  by 
some  hon.    Members    which    deserve 
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reply,  and  particularly  those  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Buchanan),  who  has  in  a  very  temperate 
speech  referred  to  subjects  which  have 
in  former  Sessions  been  discussed  by 
him.     The  hon.  Member  takes  a  warm 
and  very  natural  interest  in  the  safety 
of  trading  and  mission  stations  in  Cen- 
tral Africa.     Well,   I  cannot  on  this 
occasion   say   anything   of   a  different 
nature  to  what  I  have  said  before,  which 
is  that,  while  those  stations,  whether 
commercial  or  missionary,  are  entitled 
to  all  the  respect  that  belongs  to  enter- 
prises  most  honourable  in  themselves 
and  involving  great  personal  sacrifices 
on  the  part  of  their  promoters,  it  is 
impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
imposing  on  this  country  any  burdens 
in  connection  with  them.     These  enter- 
prises are  undertaken  by  the  free  act  of 
their  promoters,  and  are  in  a  region  with 
which  the  Government  of  this  country 
are  not  in  immediate  contact,  and  in 
which  no   assistance   the  Government 
can   render  them  could  proceed  from 
any  base.      It  is  therefore  impossible 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
give  any  indication  that  those  persons 
could  depend  upon  any  material  assist- 
ance from  them.     I  have  stated  that 
there    are    certain    things    that    Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  require  on 
behalf  of  those  persons.      When  the 
Portuguese  endeavoured    to  close  the 
Zambesi,    their    right    to   do    so    was 
disputed,     and      it      was     stipulated 
that    our   countrymen    should    not  be 
interrupted   in    obtaining    those  war- 
h'ke   stores  wl^ich  might  be  necessary 
to  maintain  their  positions.     I  cannot 
recognize  the  justice  of  the  complaint 
that  the  Portuguese  have  established 
a  custom-house  on  a  tributary  of  the 
Zambesi,  because  it  was  an  admission 
that  the    Portuguese    territory    ended 
there,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  rather  reason   to  complain    that 
that  custom-house  has  been  removed. 
The  hon.  Member  suggested  that  the 
Gt>vemment  should  interfere  with  the 
progress  of  the  Portuguese  force,  which 
has  gone  into  the  interior  of  the  country, 
lest  it  should  disturb  our  Settlements. 
If  such  were  likely  to  be  the  result  of 
the  expedition,   it  would  undoubtedly 
be  a  matter  of  complaint  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but  I  hope 
no    such    occasion     will    arise.       Her 
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or  by  an  J  attempt  te  fan  the  affair  into 
undeserred  importance  by  those  who 
might  not  wish  well  to  the  good  relations 
between  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
States.  As  to  the  affair  in  which  the 
name  of  her  Majesty's  Ambassador  in 
St  Petersburg  has  been  involved,  I  can 
only  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  any  one  in  this  country  who  believes 
for  a  moment  that  that  distinguished 
British  servant  would  have  been  guilty 
of  any  act  which  was  unworthy  of  his 
position  or  of  which  he  would  have 
cause  to  be  ashamed.  It  is  to  be  re- 
gretted that  misebief- makers  should  have 
dragged  his  name  forward  in  this  un- 
deserved manner ;  but  it  has  not  been 
neeeesaiT  at  any  time  to  clear  it.  The 
ineident  has  passed  by  without  any  in- 
terruption of  the  good  relations  between 
thoee  great  countries  which  have  so 
many  common  intereet$«  and  which  are 
ao  ccoieexned  in  the  advancement  of 
dviHiation    and    the    pi^ifiervation    of 


*Mk.  JAMES  BRYCE  (Aberdeen^  : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  thmk  that  the 
preeent  moment  is  one  very  well  suited 
to  the  discu;^on.  large  discussion,  of 
the  Foreign  l\>lioy  of  Her  Majesty *s 
Govemment  ;  a;  die  $ame  time  there  are 
•ome  matters  rai^i^  bv  the  remarks  oi 
my  righ;  hon.  Friend,  and  by  (hv>*e 
zuade  in  an  earlier  (>an  of  the  evening* 
whicb  iw^em  tv>  require  v\>miueut.  1 
was  a  li^de  disappvuute^l  that  uxy 
right  hv>tt.  Friend  the  Tnder  Se^^ 
r^rtazy  did  uv^s  answer  mv>re  fully 
socne  of  the  j\uuts  rai^  by  the  hv^ii. 
Meiuber  for  Kdiuburgh.  and  ^hat  ih> 
sK>re    distiuc:     iudicatis>u     has    beexi 

fiv^»  v^f    what    iutvxrmatioM  wv^uUl   be 
?rchcv>uxittg  oju  thv>se  subjiec?s  iu  the  ^Mnu 
oif  F^irliatu^WLtary  l^^^vJt>.     I  wouUl  like 
to  kB\>w  wh^tt  we    ate  tv*  e\).H?\*;  l*^r* 
lia:2teauury  i^A^vw  regardi*Ag  i^auAx^Ar. 
aad  1  wculd  be  <laxi  aUv*  it'  he  wvh*U 
give  u;s  ;5ee:e  tu.*Ie*  jwvvuut  svf  what 
lia*   :lte   vX^vertim^ijit    iuvjv*e  tv^  lake 
a»    regar\l>     S4UUssa>    s.ud    aW   wheu 
she  Saaix^att  (Na^NMrriL  ^,U  be    ^NK\Hiu\W 
1    quite     s^tee    tha:     v>y>kais     l^ttaxu 
haiS  ao    re<wv^iJL    ^.*   N*   >\*V;;s   v^    th<» 
aettLemeut     ex     svIcauvAtioa     oi     vwi- 
many  en  aay  ^nwk  s*z  lii^  ^^a*i  \t\<cau 
CcadC    Xhe  ^\.*««e8»4CJxsoJ^  v»rea5  ^o<ai>ik 
are  large  encash  t^*  cuabZe  ^<^ji'  Sv^  «v- 
gard  even   witi   satitstas^^'M   ttxe   ^mn"^ 
gresa  of  a    Fower   alwe^f*   tti<NiKt^>  ^.^ 


herself  and  connected  by  so  many  ties  of 
blood  and  sympathy.  I  do  not  under- 
stand from  what  was  said  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh, 
and  those  who  before  the  late  Hecess 
criticised  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  East  Africa, 
that  they  at  all  desired  that  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  should  have  adopted  a 
policy  of  suspicion  or  jealousy  towards 
Germany,  but  merely  doubted  the  wisdom 
of  the  action  which  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vemment  had  taken  in  joining  Germany 
in  the  blockade.  I  do  not  wish  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  on  that  until  further 
information  is  forthcoming.  But  the 
question  is  more  serious  than  the 
Under  Secretary  seemed  to  admit. 
What  has  been  feared  all  along  was  that 
the  participation  of  the  English  Gk>Yem- 
ment  in  these  hostilities,  which  seemed 
to  be  in  danger  of  spreading  into  the  in- 

J  terior,  might  prejudicially  affect  British 
traders  on  the    coast  and  missionaries 

•  in  the  interior.  We  know  that  no  incon- 
siderable loss  has  already  been  suffered 
by  English  and  Indian  coast  reaidents, 
and  there  is  grave  risk  that  the  relations 
with  the  internal  tribes  may  be  farther 
disturbed.  I  should  like  to  hear  from  the 
Government  what  action  they  will  take 
in  that  matter.  The  House  has  not 
been  :v>Id  what  advice  Her  Majesty's 
itoveruiuen:  are  tendering  to  Germany 
with  r>f»^i%i  to  her  poHcy  in  East  Africa, 
and  how  far  they  have  informed  them- 
eelve^j^  with  regard  to  the  risks  arising  in 
the  iutt^riv'r  to  the  trade  and  interests  of 
l>ri:ish  subj^^ts.  Theee  are  points  on 
which  the  Itv^vemniexrt  may  not  be  pre- 
I'^irvd  tv>  giv«  aiLswer  at  a  moment's 
uotiv-e ;  but  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  before 
Wju^  the  Uou;$e  will  have  the  aasormnoe 
)Ka;  the  Gwertiuient  are  aHve  to 
ciVsd  ar«,>  taki*.:^  precautions  against 
th^  vUv'ger^  which  any  active  opera* 
tio^s  oiu  :h>^  p^irt  of  the  Crennans 
ut4v\  entail  ttivn  Britiah  sabjects. 
Ns'w  I  vau.>:  ^v  tka:  our  anxiety  on  these 
luassv^^  a:i^  the  care  with  which  hon. 
MetuN.yc^  are  lucliaed  to  watch  the  con- 
viuve  .\(  tN<?^  vVveruzaent  in  co-oi 

b\  .>.,»  vr\»vuvL>  svticjx*c  of  the  Qovem- 
iiiv;i;  W^  ,;i:jL:icc  btely  remembering 
5ri.ti  ;s;uw  U«  \la;^?ety"s  Oov%nunent 
sx*.\ttv  .uv  .^v*  ^\»Ji5rc;  oi  ^iiese  mnttan, 
v^^»v  ^A*'N^^tt,  ij*  oiw  way  or  saotftsr 
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position  of  influence  which  Great  Britain 
has  occupied  on  the  Zanzibar  coast,  and 
to  a  great  extent  that  position  of  in- 
fluence and  authority,  held  by  her 
without  offence  to  any  other  Power, 
and  with  great  benefit  to  East  Africa, 
has  been  yielded  to  the  German  Govern- 
ment. We  cannot  forget  that  it  was 
they  who  recalled  Sir  John  Kirk, 
and  I  must  say  that  the  disposition  to 
be  subservient  to  Germany  in  every 
demand  has  led  hon.  Members  to  regard 
with  more  suspicion  than  would  other- 
wise have  been  the  case  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  joining  the  blockade. 
If  this  was  the  feeling  in  regard  to 
Zanzibar,  it  was  much  more  intensified 
in  the  case  of  Samoa.  I  defy  any  hon. 
Member  to  study  the  history  of  the  last 
two  or  three  years  in  Samoa  without 
perceiving  that  the  English  Gt>vemment 
has  played  a  rather  ignoble  and  subser- 
vient part  there.  Hon.  Members  will 
remember  the  debate  which  took 
place  in  June  or  July  last  on 
Samoan  affairs.  It  was  shown,  and 
has  not  been  denied  by  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  Germans  had  treated 
Malietoa  with  unjustifiable  severity,  and 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  remonstrated.  The  remonstrance 
against  their  high-handed  behaviour, 
which  continued  even  after  the  de- 
thronement of  that  unfortunate  King, 
at  last  proceeded  not  from  the 
English  Government,  but  from  the 
United  States,  and  I  confess  to  a  feeling 
of  regret  that  it  has  been  left  to  the 
American  Government  to  vindicate  the 
rights  of  the  people  of  Samoa,  and  to 
remonstrate  against  the  harsh  and  high- 
handed action  of  the  German  Govern- 
ment. We  find  now  that  the  United 
States  are  determined  to  see  that  the 
interests  of  their  subjects  and  what  they 
considered  to  be  their  influence  are 
placed  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  in- 
fluence exercised  by  Germany.  Perhaps 
the  Government  will  now  take  a  similar 
view,  but  I  hope  it  is  not  too  late  for 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  the 
United  States  into  their  confidence  and 
to  act  as  cordially  with  them  as  they  have 
acted  compliantly  with  Germany.  The 
Government  have  told  the  House  scarcely 
anything  with  regard  to  Suakin.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that 
the  country  looked  with  considerable 
anxiety  for  an  expression  of  the  views 


of  the  Government  as  to  the  future  of 
that  place.  What  are  the  reasons 
which  induce  the  Government  to  expect 
a  more  pacific  state  of  things  ?  What 
are  their  intentions  in  case  the  security 
of  the  garrison  should  be  figajin  threat- 
ened? Before  sitting  down  I  have 
a  word  to  say  on  another  matter. 
Some  time  ago  a  proposal  was 
made  from  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  the  chief  maritime 
Powers  that  they  should  join  in,  a  con- 
gress to  be  held  at  Washington  to  settle 
a  number  of  questions  relating  to  the 
safety  of  life  at  sea.  I  understand  that  for 
some  reason  no  definite  reply  has  been 
received  from  Her  Majesty's  Gx)vem- 
ment  to  that  invitation,  but  the  state- 
ment has  appeared  in  public  prints  that 
the  invitation  was  declined,  and  appa- 
rently on  no  very  weighty  grounds.  I 
believe  an  impression  exists  in  Ameriea 
that  the  Government  were  in  a  state  of 
some  irritation,  arising  out  of  what  is 
called  the  Sackville  incident,  and  it  has 
been  supposed  that  their  refusal  to  take 
part  in  what  conference  had  something 
to  do  with  the  annoyance  caused  to 
them  by  that  incident.  I  feel,  how- 
ever, that  this  is  not  a  likely  circum- 
stance, and  I  hope  Her  Majesty's 
Government  take  a  higher  view  of  their 
own  international  responsibilities  and 
duties  than  to  allow  an  incident  of 
that  comparatively  trivial  nature  to 
make  any  difference  to  their  diplo-. 
matic  action  in  a  matter  such  as 
this  proposed  Maritime  Conference. 
I  shall  be  glad  to  receive  some  assurance 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
given  full  consideration  to  the  invitation 
to  take  part  in  this  congress ;  whether 
they  have  refused  the  invitation  ;  and, 
if  so,  on  what  ground.  I  trust  that  full 
information  will  be  forthcoming  on  the 
whole  matter,  but  must  express  the  hope 
that  no  such  petty  diplomatic  troubles 
as  those  which  occurred  immediately 
before  the  recent  Presidential  Election 
will  be  suffered  to  affect  the  relations  of 
two  great  peoples  who  are  animated 
by  sentiments  of  mutual  affection  and 
respect. 

Sni  J.  FERGUSSON :  If  the  House 
will  permit  me,  I  should  like  to  satisfy 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Bryoe)  as  to 
one  matter  he  has  just  referred  to.  It  is 
a  mistake  to  suppose  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  declined  the  invitation 
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of  the  United  States  to  join  them  in  the 
Maritime  Conference.  There  was  a 
mistake  made  in  communicating  the 
message  of  the  United  States  Gk>vem* 
ment  to  Her  Majesty's  GovemmeDt,  and 
it  was  understood  that  the  points  to  be 
disenssed  were  to  be  particularized 
before  the  answer  of  the  Government 
was  giren.  But  when  that  view  was 
corrected  and  the  United  States  desired 
that  the  point  should  be  particularized 
after  Her  Majeety's  Qovemment  and 
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Ma.  0.  A.  V.  CONYBEARE  (Cam- 
borne):  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury whether  he  is  going  to  give  the 
House  the  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  contract  with  the  new  printers 
of  the  Parliamentary  Debates?  We 
were  told  last  session  we  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  considering  and  re- 
vising that  contract ;   but  I  understand 


other  Governments  had  given  a  general  ^^^  ^^  '^^\^.  ^^®  already  begun 
assent.  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  operations.  If  this  be  so,  I  do  not  see 
once  expi«eed  its  wiUingness  to  enter  ^<?^  this  House  can  revise  the  oonteact 
the  Conference.  Then  the  United  States  :  with  the  least  possibibty  of  modifying, 
said  it  was  too  late  to  meet  at  Washing- '  ▼aryin^.  or  objecting  to  it.  If,  as  I  am 
ton  in  the  coming  season,  and  it  was  j  ^^^^^  t?®  ^^^  printers  have  commenced 
proposed  that  the  Oonf  ewnce  should  be ;  operations,  we  have  a  nght  to  complain 
pos^c^  until  the  autumn.  Before  the  of  the  course  the  Govenunent  have 
autuow  arrives  no  doubt  pi^Uminaries  ^^  ^  9^^  *way  from  their  promise, 
will  be  arranged,  and  I  hope  the  Confer-  ^^  »ot  aUowmg  us  the  opportunity  we 
enee  will  meet.  As  to  Suakin,  I  think  were  to  have  had. 
the  Firet  Lord  of  the  Tt^^urv  has  *^^  JACKSON :  I  cannot  adimt  Uiat 
dealt  sufficienUy  with  that  point  which,  Y^^  Government  has  gone  back  from 
I  may  point  out,  has  not  been  noticed  ^«=«!  ^'^"^  ^  reference  to  the  alleged  pro- 
by  anv  subsequent  speaker.  The  opera-  nuse  to  give  the  House  an  opportumjy 
tions  "there  have  been  perfectlv  success-  ^^  discussing  the  new  oontraet  for  the 
iul.  The  tribes  are  showing  i  peaceful  r^pomng  and  pubbshing  of  A^^ 
disposition,  the  I>ervishee  have  retired.  ^^  Parliament.  What  I  said  in  anawer 
and  the  policv  of  standing  on  the  defen-  *^i  ^*  *^o««  Uendeman  was  that  a  copy 
sive  has  proved  so  successful  in  Egypt  jf  ^J^^^  ^,^  ^^^^  >  ^^^^^  J^^ 
that  notirithstanding  the  lossee  caused  Table.  That  has  been  done.  The  Qo- 
bv  the  unusuaUv  low  Nile,  thers  is  a  sub-  vemment  has  mi^e  the  contract  on  Uieir 
suntial  surplus' on  the  proceeds  of  the  r^ponsibihty.  They  beheve  it  to  be  a 
vw  and  a  substantial  addiUon  to  the  ^T  g^>^  contract  m  the  mtereeta  of 
^t^erve  fund  formed  bv  the  Egyptian    ^^nomy    and  they  have  no  reason  to 

Government.  "  ^o«^^  ^*5  ^^^  ^?^^ Jl^^.^^  •?  ^ 

Ma.  BRADLAUGH :  I  beg  to  move  «one  as  hitherto :  mdeed,  th^  the  de- 

-  That  this  debate  be  now  adjourned.^'  batee  will  be  mors  ftiUy  repented  in  the 

^,    .  .  new  Htnuiri  than  had  previooaly  been 

Motion  agreed  to,  ^j^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  I  believe  the  contract  it 

one  with  which  the  Houae  will  be  aatis* 
CIVIL  WKTINUKXCIES  FrXl>.  IJiST-S.      6^* 

ru       ^      J   .  ^  1  ^  K     •  ^^«  OONTBEARE:  I  do  notobject 

Copy  ordered,  -of  Accounts  showing-   ^^,  ,j^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^  contract;  bntltidnk 

I .  The  Receipts  and  Payments  m  con-   i  m^  ri^ ht  in  saying  it  waa  not  laid  cm 

nection  with  the  F\md  in  the  year  ended   the  Table  or  placed  betoe  the  country 

the  .-^Ist  dav  of  March.  ISS8 :  ^«^til  after  the  Houae  had  adjourned 

>.  The  IMstribution  of  the  i\ipitml  of  ^^^l^^  V^^^^^v^"^^      xa       ^  x. 
^     ^     ,  ^  *         ,       MK.  JACKSON :  It  could  not  have 

the  Fund  at  the  commencement   and   |^^  i^^  on  the  Table  of  the  Houae 

dose  of  the  year,   top^ther   with  the   ^fu^r  the  House  had  adjouiued. 

Oorrespondenoe  with    the  Ov^mptroller  ^,  ^,         ,   ^^ 

/  ^  ,      .  .:       ^  Hwwe  adxHinwd  St  teaft  lamatss 

and  AudiK^r  tj^neral    thereon.  — yirr.  Wor  Twelve  o*clodu 

Copy  prw»er,teii  accvon^inirly ;   to    lie  ! 
upon  the  Table,  and  to  N^  printed.  j 
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THE  MAR  PEERAGE. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  ac- 
quainted the  House  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  had  received  bj  post  from 
the  Lord  Clerk  Register  of  Scotland : — 

Minutes  of  the  election  of  the  Earl 
of  Lauderdale  as  one  of  the  sixteen 
Peers  of  Scotland,  10th  January  last, 
in  room  of  Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Mar 
and  Kellie,  deceased ;  and 

Separate  Return  by  the  Deputy  CUrk 
RegisterofcertainTitles  of  Peerage  called 
at  the  said  election,  in  right  of  which 
respectively  no  vote  had  been  received 
and  counted  at  any  election  for  fifty 
years  then  last  past  (pursuant  to  Act 
14th  and  15th  Vict.,  chap.  87.) : 

Original  Protesf:  tendered  by  John 
Francis  Erskine  Earl  of  Mar  at  the  said 
election : 

Ordered  that  the  said  Minutes  of 
Election,  &c.  be  printed. 


INDIAN    PUBLIC    SERVICE 
COMMISSION. 

QUESTION.     OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  what  steps  had  been  taken  to 
carry  into  effect  the  recommendations  of 
the  Indian  Public  Service  Commission, 
said  :  It  is  now  some  months  since  the 
Report  of  this  Commission  on  the  Public 
Service  in  India  was  presented  to  Par- 
liament, and  I  should  hope  that 
the  Government  would  now  be  in 
a  podtion  to  give  oa  some  information 
as  to  the    conclusions  at    which  they 
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have  arrived  upon  the  very  important 
matters  dealt  with  by  the  Commission. 
♦The  secretary  op  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :    I  am  very 
glad   of  the  opportunity  of  answering 
the  question.     It  is  quite  true  that  the 
Report  of  the  Commission  came  to  this 
country  some  time  ago,  but  the  obser- 
vations of    the   Government   of    India 
upon  that  Report  did    not    reach  this 
country  until  the  29th  of   October,  and 
as  nothing  could  be  done  in  the   mean- 
time,   until     those     observations    had 
reached  me,  I  do  not  myself  see  how  we 
could  have  taken  further  steps  in   the 
way  of  carrying  out  the   recommenda- 
tions. A  Special  Committee  of  the  India 
Council  has  been  appointed,  who  have 
the   advantage  of   the  services   of  Sir 
Charles  Turner,  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Commission,  and  is  now  a  member  of  the 
Special   Committee.      That  Committee 
have  been  considering  the  question  very 
carefully  since  that  time.     I  have  made 
inquiries,  and  I  find  that  I  may  expect  a 
Report  in  a  very  short  time,  and  no  time 
will  be  lost  in  considering  the  nature  of 
that  Report,  in  order  that  some  steps  may 
be  taken  to  see  how  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  can  be  carried 
out.    No  doubt  the  matter  is  one  of 
extreme  importance,  but  the  Report  of 
the  Commission  covers  a  very  wide  field. 

THE   LINCOLN    PB08ECUT10N. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

♦The  Earl  of  CARNARVON,  in 
rising  to  inquire  whether,  looking  to 
the  extremely  grave  consequences  likely 
to  ensue.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  prepared  to  take  any  action  in 
reference  to  the  case  of  ''Read  and 
others  f>,  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln,"  now 
pending  before  his  Ghrace  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  said: — My  Lords, 
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the  question  of  which  I  have  given 
notice  is,  I  am  quite  aware,  a  very 
unusual  one  to  put  on  the  paper,  and 
the  course  whicn  it  may  be  thought 
that  I  indicate  as  that  to  be  taken  bv 
GoTemment  I  frankly  admit  is  one  which 
could  not  be  rocommended  or  adopted 
except  under  the  most  serious  circum- 
stances. But,  my  Lords,  the  circumstances 
of  this  case  are  unusual*  perhaps  I 
might  say  unprecedented*  and  they  seem 
to  me  to  raise  issues  of  so  momentous  a 
character  that  it  is  well  worth  while  for 
Her  Majesty's  Gvwemment  to  consider 
seriously  whether  they  have  any  means 
at  their  disposal  for  arresting  a  course  of 
things  and  events  which  may  be  most 
disastrous — whether  there  is  not  in  the 
armoury  of  Constitutional  law  some 
implement  which  may  avert  a  great 
calamity.  Xtv  Lords,  only  a  few  days 
ago  we  saw  in  the  Library  of  Lambeth 
Palace — a  place  consecrated  by  many 
great  historical  associations—a  meeting 
of  a  remarkable  Court.  It  was  one  in 
which  his  Grace  the  most  rev.  Primate 
presided,  surrounded  by  a  certain  num- 
ber of  Assessors  and  aided  by  the  Vicar 
General  of  his  Province ;  and  before  that 
Court  was  cited  a  right  rev.  Prelate,  who 
presides  over  the  Diocese  of  I^incoln,  to 
answer  certain  charges  which  were 
placed  on  rec-ord  «^inst  him,  I  believe 
that  lawyers  are  agreed  that  the  form 
of  those  proceedings  is  technically  crimi- 
nal, and  in  substance  it  must  certainly 
be  held  to  be  criminal:  because,  al- 
though this  particular  action  might  and 
would  end  with  a  mere  spiritual  moni- 
tion, yet  if  that  monition  were  dis- 
regarded it  must,  in  the  course  of  things, 
priveed  to  a  suspension,  and  that  sus- 
pension must  terminate  in  deprivation. 
My  Ijords,  for  certainly  *200  years  there 
has  been  no  precedent  for  such  a  C-ourt . 
There  is,  I  believe,  but  one  clear  prece- 
dent l>etween  this  time  and  the  Refor- 
mation. Some  doubt  was  naturally  felt 
in  the  minds  of  many  whether  that 
Court  could  exercise  a  valid  jurisdiction. 
That  question  I  will  not  enter  into ;  but 
I  understand  that  tor  all  judicial  purpiV*es 
we  may  tako  it  as  settled  by  a  more  or 
less  formal  decision  of  the  Privy  Council, 
and  I  doubt  not  tliat  the  most  rev. 
IVimato  was  |verfixtly  justitiod  when  ho 
decided  to  act  on  that  de^^ision,  and  to 
constitute  that  Court.  My  l^^r^ls,  I 
would  be  the  last  ][>ers*m  to  seem  bv  any 
word  of  mine  to  throw  a  shadow  of  ioubt 

Tfu  Earl  of  Carfiarrofi 


on  the  validity  of  that  Court.  I  am  satis- 
fied that,  whatever  a  Court  may  do,  that 
Court,  constituted  as  it  is,  will  en- 
deavour to  do  in  the  interests  of  justice 
towards  all  parties.  My  fears  are 
directed  to  a  different  point.  They  are 
directed  to  the  consequences  which  may, 
and  which  I  conscientiously  believe 
will,  ensue  if  this  matter  is  allowed  to 
run  its  course.  My  Lords,  let  me  speak 
quite  plainly  for  a  few  minutes.  I  be- 
lieve that  whatever  be  the  issue  of  this 
present  litigation  it  must  be  disastrous. 
If,  on  the  one  hand,  the  judgment  be  in 
favour  of  the  accused  Bishop,  there  will 
be,  I  take  it,  a  conflict  or  an  apparent 
conflict  with  previous  decisions,  and 
there  will  undoubtedly  be  a  long  course 
of  serious  litig^ation.  The  last  time  this 
Court  of  Audience  ever  sat,  in  the  case 
of  Bishop  Watson,  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, I  believe  that  the  case  was  ap- 
pealed from  the  Court  to  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench,  and  firom  the  Court  of 
King's  Bench  to  the  House  of  Lords. 
And  so,  we  may  depend  upon  it,  it  will 
be  in  this  case.  But  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  decision  should 
be  adverse  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
then  I  fear  that  the  consequences  will 
be  very  much  more  serious  indeed.  Do 
not  let  us  blind  ourselves  to  the  plain, 
broad  matter  of  fact.  This  issue 
is  clearly  not  stated  fat  the 
purpose  of  trying  and  legaUy 
determining  certain  ceremonies  or 
particular  points  which  are  at  issne.  It 
is,  and  it  must  be  regarded,  as  a 
struggle  between  those  parties  into 
which  the  Church  of  England  is  un- 
happily divided  at  this  moment.  I 
speak  absolutely  without  prqndice  on 
the  one  side  or  on  the  other.  1  speak  in 
defence  and  for  the  sake  of  that  wide 
and  wise  comprehension  which  has 
chsracterired  the  whole  history  of  the 
Church  for  cpeiierations,  and  Ibeliereihat 
this  particular  action  is  far  more  serious 
than  any  action  that  has  been  tried  in 
spiritual  matters  within  the  memoty  of 
the  existing  generation.  It  is  the  eul- 
niination,  so  to  say — ^it  is  the  end  of  a 
snoca<ision  of  oases  which  have  been 
tried  before  the  Privy  OonnciL  I 
should  not  be  far  wrong  if  I  said  that 
this  i:^  probably  the  greatest  crisis  in 
mat  tors  (VclosiastioAl  within  the  meoMny 
ot  any  now  living.  Up  to  this  tune,  as 
your  Ix^r^lships  are  aware,  there  has 
been  a  clause  in  the  Church  DiaotpliBS 
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Act    which    has    accorded    to     eyery 
Bishop  of  every  diocese  the  power  of 
interposing  his  veto  when  any  question 
of  this  sort  is  raised.     It  is  the  absence 
of  that  discretionary  power  which  has 
brought  about  this  issue.     And  if  this 
action   succeeds,    as  we  are  bound  fco 
suppose  it  may  succeed,  it  can  but  be 
the  commencement  of    further    litiga- 
tion in  the  same  sense.     Prosecutions 
will  be  veiled  thinly  under  the  name  of 
prosecution,    and    they  will  very  soon 
take  the  form   of  religious  persecution. 
I  am  convinced  that  if  this  matter  go 
on  there  is  imminent  risk  of  the  Church 
of  England  being  rent  in  twain  by  the 
conflict  of  these  parties.     There  wUl  be 
within   the  Church    a    large   body   of 
Clergy,    of   learning,  of  piety,  of  zeal, 
who  are  the  very  salt  of   the    Church, 
it  may  be  said,  who  possess  in  every 
great    town  thousands    of  enthusiastic 
and  devoted  adherents,   who   will  not 
hesitate  at  any  cost  to   make  common 
cause   with   the   defeated    party ;    and 
there  will  be  a   still  larger  body  who 
will  resent   what   they  consider    to  be 
the  unmerited  persecution  of  a  blameless 
individual.       There   will  be  vast  con- 
gregations who  will  not  hesitate  to  throw 
in  their  lot  with  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
and,  my  Lords,  the  floodgates  of  passion 
and   strife   will    be  thrown   open,  and 
there  is  no  man  living  who  can  predict 
what    will   be    the    end    of   it.      Her 
Majesty's  Government,  I  have  no  doubt, 
appreciate  the  enormous  gravity  of  the 
situation.     They  are  face  to  face  with  a 
very  great  difficulty.     I  do  not  disguise 
how  hard  it  is  for  them  to  take    any 
action   in  such   a  matter.      They  may 
say  that    a   case    which    is   suh   judiee 
and  pending  in  a  Court  of  Law  cannot 
and  ought  not  to  be  interrupted.     On 
the  one  hand  they  have  all  the  forms, 
all  the  regular  practice,  the  technicalities 
in  the   reasonable   sense  of   the  word, 
which  counsel   them    to    absolute    in- 
action.    On  the  other  hand  they  have  a 
crisis  in  which  the  vital   and  essential 
interests  of  the  Church,  and  possibly 
of  the    State,    are   bound    up.      It  is 
for  them  to  decide  whether  they  will 
persevere   in   these   formal  paths,   for 
which   they  can    plead   the   excuse  of 
precedent    and   practice,  whether  they 
will    stand    by   with   folded   arms,    or 
whether  they  will  embrace  some  effort 
to  prevent  the  consummation  of  a  g^at 
cataatrophe.    Let  me  explain,  my  Lords 


that  the  object  I  have  in  my  mind  is 
twofold.  Something  may  perhaps  be 
done  to  arrest  the  course  of  this  present 
dangerous  suit.  I  think  if  my  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
chooses  to  inquire  into  the  matter,  he 
will  find  that,  though  few,  there  are  pre- 
cedents that  may  warrant  him  in  taking 
such  a  course.  But  there  is  a  second 
object,  which  is  even  more  important, 
and  it  is  this — the  taking  of  such  mea- 
sures as  may  prevent  in  the  future  the 
recurrence  of  such  dangerous  suits. 
There  are  precedents  for  both  contingen- 
cies, and  there  is  a  great  warning — a 
warning  which  lifts  this  matter  above 
the  mere  technical  law  into  the  highest 
realms  of  policy.  There  is  a  warning 
which,  like  a  beacon,  flames  out  on  your 
path,  and  bids  you  at  all  events  think 
well  before  you  allow  the  present  time 
to  go  by — I  am  speaking  of  that  dis- 
astrous schism  in  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land. Remember  how  that  arose  and 
what  it  was.  It  arose  on  a  question  of 
patronage.  The  Government  of  the 
day  hoped  for  the  best,  and  allowed 
events  to  take  their  course ;  the  schism 
came ;  and  years  afterwards  an  Act  of 
Parliament  was  passed,  but  it  was  then 
much  too  late  to  cure  the  evil.  So  it 
may  be  in  the  present  case.  I  will  not 
attempt  to  point  out  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  the  course  which  they 
should  pursue ;  it  is  one  which  may  well 
exercise  the  clearest  heads  and  the 
soundest  judgments.  This  only  I  will 
say — I  believe  there  is  more  than  one 
course  which  is  open,  and  there  are  pro- 
bably hundreds  and  thousands  in  the 
country  who  will  look  with  anxiety  for 
the  answer  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  give  to  my  question. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOB  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Saijs- 
bury)  :  My  Lords,  I  have  listened  with 
great  pleasure  to  my  noble  Friend's 
most  interesting  speech,  and,  in  com- 
mon with  your  Lordships,  I  have  re- 
cognized the  feelings  of  deep  sin- 
cerity which  underlie  the  remarks  of 
my  noble  Friend.  I  am  very  anxious 
that  in  what  I  say  there  should  not 
appear  to  be  the  slightest  shadow  of 
discourtesy  to  my  noble  Friend ;  and 
if  I  do  not  attempt  to  follow  him  through 
every  argument  he  has  advanced,  I  hope 
he  will  not  tiiink  it  is  either  because  I 
underrate  the  gravity  of  the  subject,  or 
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beoause  I  doubt  his  authority  to  speak 
on  a  matter  so  momentous,  or  because  I 
at  all  disbelieye  in  the  depth  of  his 
feeliuffs  on  the  subject.  But  it  is  be- 
cause in  such  a  matter  I  sneak  under  a 
reeponsibility  which  forbids  me  to  go 
far  into  the  subj«H?t.  The  question  has 
been  discussed  before  in  this  House, 
and  more  than  once  there  has  been 
le^»lation  upon  it ;  at  least.  Bills  have 
been  pas^t^  here  which  have  not  passed 
through  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and,  therefore,  did  not  become  law. 
The  oniT  mode  that  would  be  possible 
for  putting  a  stop  to  the  litiga- 
tion that  is  now  going  on  would 
be  tor  Parliament  to  interpose  its 
supreme  authority,  and  to  arrest  that 
litigation.  I  do  not  dwell  on  the 
eecondaiy  consideration  that  in  the 
pN#eni  position  of  Parliament,  and  with 
the  voreeent  dirision  of  feeling,  especially 
in  the  other  House,  such  a  measure, 
even  if  it  passed  hen\  would  not  have 
the  slightest  chance  of  becoming  law. 
l^t  that  is  a  scc^^ndary  consideration, 
and  I  do  not  base  my  answer  up^ui  that 
— I  base  it  up\^n  this  ground,  that  tv>  in- 
terfeTt"  with  litigativ^n  actually  i^n^grees- 
ing.  when  the  l\>urt  is  o^vf^ned  and  the 
matter  is  ti^A /WiW^  is  a  step  ei>  gmve^ 
so  almvv^  rsTv^lutivmary,  that  it  wv>uld 
require  <\\nsidet*tions  v\f  the  very 
deepest  imp<vrtance  to  justify  any 
i^^T^Nrnment  in  dv^ng  it  bv  letfislali<m. 
t   think  I  may  ask  yvHirtxn^shipe  to 
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HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  22nd  February,  1889. 


STANDING  ORDERS. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Mow* 
BRAY  (University  of  Oxford),  the 
Select  Committee  on  Standing  Orders 
was  nominated  as  follows  : — Mr.  Bar- 
clay, Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr.  Carew, 
Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr. 
Halsey,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  Sir  John 
Mowbray,  Colonel  Nolan,  Sir  Lyon 
Playftdr,  Mr.  Stanafeld,  and  Mr.  Whit- 
bread. 

SELECTION. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  Johr  Mow- 
BiUT,  the  following  Members  were 
appointed  upon  the  Committee  of 
Selection : — Dr.  Cameron,  Lord  Edward 
Cavendish,  Mr.  Cubitt,  Sir  Archibald 
l>rr  Ewing,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr. 
Illingworth,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  Sir 
Huseey  Vivian,  Mr.  Whitbread,  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  Standing  Ciders. 


OKIMTNWL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURB 
(lKKtJV.ND^  ACT,  ISST  (UPRISOK- 
MlvNT  OF  MEKBER). 

Ma,     Sr£.\KER     aicqnainted     the 

allow  me  Iv^  be  sati^e^  with  this  indi<^-  ,  Iviwing  letter  lelating  to  the  immiaon- 
tions  of  my  rea^sMos.  I  c^mnot  forget  that :  ment  of  Mr.  J.  L.  OaMw,  a  Menaber  of 
the  distinguishes!  Judge  of  that  CVnirt  is    this  Houtis : — 
a  Menxber  vxf  this  Assembly.     I  can- 
not fx^rcet  that  the  matters  which  are 
in  isswe  Wf^^re  him  may  be  taken  befvM^ 
othew  wb^^   are  atss^  Menxbers  <vf  this 
Aesembly.  and.  therefivre.  it  behv-^vw  us 
aU.  in  sj>ea)cirg  U|v>n  snch  a  qnestkyju 
that  nx^  w\Nt>l  that  w>^  utt^wr  shiul  in  any 
way  pre;niige  >^«estixNns  whioh  it  is  f^w 
«awt^i  av*tiK>r»ty  to  decxvxe. 


0>>«fct<  H^ 


Kikbrs»  Iralud, 

:^r.  FVbrttiT  31,  1889. 

\\>  N^t  Vav^  tC"  iaivwai  y<«  tksi  we  bavs  to- 

^Uy  >v«Kvv^  Mt.  Jmm«  Lftvicttus  Omvw,  a 

M<«i^>vc  .-^  t>^  H.>QW  of  CVmumm.  «f  the 

hnI^mn'^  c«(  '^  t^u  x'w  i)ie  llih  day  ef  NevMa- 

A  «^<4TVt  4t1K^  |i«VV^ft»Md  VBisi 

o^  '^  TV  vVtWAiMu  LikvjiafeilVM«ii«Ea  (lialaad) 
\.^  .:^T.  ^  W  ^>4  w^  IVaii  EHMia,  ILP., 
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*TV    »;ni-TS'«T*,  %->s-   ^npw  «  «4^t  >e 

to  »>w  ^'<  A.VR^^  fftnm  ci^  )«ai  ia  Inlaad  Irms 
^>,TV>,  t)f»fMkt>i9^  >iM  Wml  <r  aii^te  Vs  tvifllsd  ia 
^n^  wNnnw  x^  >»'«-«  mot  U'  «•»  «r  eeosi^ 
fftX'WHk"  M»4  )At«  siatt<^fea  hns  %a  be 
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priBoned  in  the  Oaol  at  KilkoDny,  which  is 
the  Oaol  of  the  County  of  Kildare,  for  a 
period  of  four  months,  without  hard  labour, 
and  that  the  said  Mr.  James  Lawrence  Carew 
proceeds  this  evening  to  that  prison. 
We  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servants, 
J.  T.  M*Shbbht,  B.M. 
HxFF.  F.  CoyBmims,  B.M. 
To  the  Right  Hon. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  LAND  PURCHASE  ACT. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghamshire, 
Hushcliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Lreland,  When  the  Eetum  ordered  on 
the  23rd  November  last  of  purchases 
under  "The  Land  Purchase  (Lreland) 
Act,  1886,"  would  be  distributed  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mb.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  Land  Commissioners 
inform  me  that  they  hope  to  have  the 
Return  in  question  ready  for  presenta- 
tion in  about  a  week. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE. 

Viscount  CRANBORNE  (Lancashire, 
Darwen)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  on  Education,  On  what  day 
he  expects  to  lay  the  Education  Code 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford):  My  noble  Friend  is  aware 
that  I  am  obliged  by  the  Act  to  lay  it 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  within  one 
month  of  the  meeting  of  Parliament. 
He  will  also  remember  that  I  have 
before  intimated  that  I  have  already 
promised  to  produce  the  Code  in  a  com- 
plete form,  and  to  give  the  House  at 
least  six  weeks  for  its  consideration.  I 
am  unable  to  inform  the  noble  Lord 
what  precise  day  it  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

*Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side) :  Arising  out  of  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord,  may  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  wUl  be  prepared 
to  give  the  House  ample  time  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Code,  because 
there  has  never  yet  been  an  impor- 
tant revision  of  the  Code  which  has 
not  occupied  six  months  rather  than 
six  weeka  in  consideration.    The  last 


Code  was  laid  on  the  Table  in  the 
month  of  August,  and  it  did  not 
become  law  until  March  or  April  in 
the  following  year. 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE:  I  should 
not  like  to  give  an  answer  upon  that 
point  off-hand.  Of  course  I  am  anxious 
to  do  nothing  that  would  be  considered 
unfair.  Adequate  time  will  certainly 
be  given. 

DEFECTIVE   SWORDS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
number  of  swords  belonging  to  British 
troops  were  broken  in  the  recent  engage- 
ment near  Suakin ;  by  whom  were 
they  manufactured,  and  when  were 
they  supplied;  what  test  was  applied 
to  them,  and  when  and  where :  and, 
whether  there  are  other  similar  weapons 
in  the  hands  of  other  troops  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  In  answer  to  this  Question 
and  to  that  which  appears  on  the  paper 
in  the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Medway  Division  of 
Kent  (Mr.  J.  S.  Gathorne-Hardy),  I 
may  say  that  as  soon  as  I  heard  of  the 
alleged  failure  of  swords  and  pistols 
at  Suakin  I  directed  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  matter.  The  Reports  called 
for,  which  fully  answer  all  the  questions 
raised  by  my  bon.  Friends,  were  laid 
upon  the  Table  last  night,  and  will  be  in 
the  hands  of  Members  very  shortly,  as 
will  also  a  Report  on  the  swords  of  the 
5th  Dragoon  Guards,  in  reference  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Donegal  has  given  notice  of  a  Question 
for  Monday.  Two  swords  broke  during 
the  action,  but  no  lives  were  lost 
through  the  failure  of  any  weapons  at 
Suakin. 

Mb.  HANBURY:   Does  the  Report 
say  that  other  similar  weapons  are  now 
in  the  hands  of  British  troops  ? 
*Mb.   E.   stanhope  :   The  Report 
will  deal  fully  with  the  whole  question. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  H.):  What 
was  the  cost  to  the  Government  of  those 
swords  ? 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  afraid  that 
the  hon.  Member  must  give  me  notice 
of  that  Question.  I  have  forgotten  what 
the  terms  of  the  last  contract  were. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give,  in  the  Report  he 
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proposes  to  furnisli,  the  name  of  the 
contractor  who  supplied  these  swords  ? 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Certainly ;  the 
names  of  the  firms  contracting  for  all 
swords  that  have  been  tested  will  be 
given  in  the  Report. 

*Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Will  the  Report 
state  the  difference  in  cost  between  really 
good,  serviceable,  and  battle-worthy 
swords  and  those  which  proved  to  be 
defective  ? 

*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  do  not  alto- 
gether understand  the  Question. 

*Mb.  MUNDELLA :  I  want  to  know 
what  is  the  difference  between  the  cost 
of  these  damaged  swords  and  a  superior 
weapon  ? 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  A  superior 
weapon,  such  as  an  officer  in  the  Army 
might  use,  will  probably  cost  about 
seven  guineas,  while  the  ordinary  swords 

gut  into  the  hands  of  the  cavalry  soldiers 
ave  averaged,  I  believe,  16«.  or  18«. ; 
and,  what  is  more,  they  passed  every 
test  which  the  Military  Authorities  have 
laid  down. 

At  a  subsequent  period, 

*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  said  :  In  re- 
ference to  the  question  of  the  cost  of  the 
swords,  I  have  an  additional  remark  to 
make.  The  Question  was  put  to  me 
without  notice,  and  I  should  prefer  to 
state  on  Monday  what  the  exact  cost  is. 
I  may  say  that  there  has  never  been 
any  intention  to  cut  down  the  price.  The 
Military  Authorities  settle  for  themselves 
what  particular  class  of  swords  they 
want,  and  the  contract  is  then  put  out 
to  tender. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  the  House  an 
assurance  on  Monday  that  the  swords 
of  the  officers  and  of  the  soldiers  are  of 
the  same  quality  ? 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  No ;  that  is 
not  so.  The  officers  provide  their  own 
awords. 

Mb.  HANBURY  :  Are  the  officers' 
swords  ever  tested  at  all  ? 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  That  is  entirely 
a  matter  for  the  officers  themselves. 
The  officers  buy  their  own  swords — and 
no  doubt  take  care  to  provide  them- 
selves with  the  best  weapons. 

THE  POOR  LAW  AND  LADY 
INSPECTORS. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 

Mr.  E  Stanhope 


Government  Board  whether  his  attention 
has  been  given  to  the  following  passage 
from  the  Report  of  the  Select  Oommittoe 
on  Poor  Law  Relief: — 

''We  recommend  that  the  system  of  Lady- 
Inspectors  should  be  farther  extended  so  as  to 
secure  the  more  complete  inspection  of  boarded- 
out  children,  aud  also  the  inspection  of  the 
female  and  children's  wards  in  workhouses, 
and  of  the  staff  of  nurses  and  other  female 
officers ; " 

and,  whether  any  steps  have  been,  or 
are  about  to  be,  taken  to  carry  out  this 
recommendation  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,    St.    George's-in-the- 
East) :  With  regard  to  children  boarded 
out  beyond  the  Union  to  which  they  are 
chargeable  the  Board  have  had  the  ser- 
vices of  a  Lady  Inspector,  and  there  has 
been    an    inspection    of   the    children 
boarded  out  under  the  several   Board- 
ing-out Committees.    These  Committees 
consbt  either  exclusively  or  for  the  most 
part  of  ladies,  and   it  is   upon  these 
Committees  that  the  responsibility  for 
the  supervision  of  the  children    most 
devolve.    The  inspection  undertaken  by 
the  Board  has  not  been  so  much  witi^ 
the  view  of  ascertaining  the  condition  of 
each  individual  child  as  of  learning,  by 
means  of  an  inspection  of  the  children 
and  the  foster-parents'  homes,  how  the 
duties  which  devolve  on  the  Boarding- 
out  Committees  are  discharged.    The 
arrangements  for  inspection  by  Lady 
Inspectors  of  the  female  and  children's 
wards,  and  of  the  staff  of  nurses  and 
other  female  officers  in  workhouses  in 
England  and  Wales,  which  number  be- 
tween 700  and  800,  would  involve  the 
employment  of  a  considerable  addition 
to  the  Board's  staff  of  Inspectors,  and 
the    Government   do  not    contemplate 
making  such   appointments.      It  is  to 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  workhouses 
are  also  visited  by  General  Inspectors, 
School  Inspectors,  and  Commiasionen 
of  Lunacy,  and  I  should  be  very  re- 
luctant to  propose  a  system  of  inspec- 
tion by  an  additional  class  of  Inspeo* 
tors.     I  do  not  in  the  least  under-esti* 
mate  the   advantages  which  miffht  re> 
suit  from   ladies   assisting   in  me  ad- 
ministration of  workhouses,  but  in  my 
opinion  this  assistance  can  beet  be  se- 
cured   by    the  election  of  Lady  Guar- 
dians. 
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Mb.  PIOKEKSGILL  :  I  beg  to  gire 
notice  that  in  Committee  of  Supply  I 
will  call  atteationto  this  subject. 

RAILWAY  RA*E8. 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMTTEL80N 
(Oxfordshire,  BanburyJ  aaked  the  Fre- 
eident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether 
it  is  within  his  knowledge  that  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  have,  since  the  passing 
of  the  Railway  Traf&a  Act  of  1886, 
raited  the  rates  on  the  carriage  of  mer- 
chandize in  many  instances ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  is  able  to  give  any  informa- 
tion on  the  subject  by  way  of  a  Eeturn 
or  otberwiae  'i 

The  president  op  the  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  {Sir  Michael  Hickh-Bbach) 
(Bristol.  W.) :  I  have  no  official  in- 
formation as  to  any  changes  made  by  the 
Railway  Companies  in  the  rates  charged 
for  the  conveyance  of  traffic  previous  to 
tbe  lat  January  of  this  year,  and  can, 
therefore,  lay  no  Ketum  before  the 
House.  No  increase  in  the  rates  can 
be  made  since  that  date  without  full 
publication  of  the  intended  increase  and 
the  date  on  which  it  is  to  take  effect. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  prescribed 
Rules  for  such  publication,  and  have 
called  upon  the  Railway  Companies  for 
information  as  regards  any  increase 
made  since  the  date  mentioned.  When 
that  information  is  received,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  show  it  to  the  hon.  Member. 

THE  CASE  OF  MR.  ARTHUR  CRAW- 
FOBD. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Feckham)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  the  Commissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Arthur  Crawford  have  presented  their 
Report  to  the  Government  of  Bombay, 
and,  if  ao,  when  the  Report  will  be 
published  ;  and,  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  will  take  into  consideration  a 
statement  that  the  Governor  of  Bom- 
bay promiaes  to  continue  in  their 
offices  magistrates  who  swore  that  they 
took  bribes  ? 

Thb  under  SECBETART  for 
INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) ; 
The  recent  proceedings  at  Bombay  in 
reference  to  Mr.  Crawford  have  been 
an  inquiry  under  Indian  Act  37  of  1850, 
and  not  a  oritninal  trial.  The  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  fumisbea  the 
Qoramment  of  Bombay  with  materials 


to  enable  them  to  pass  judgment  upon 
his  conduct.  The  Beport  has  been  re- 
ceived, and  is  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  of  Bombay. 
But  until  a  final  decision  is  arrived  at, 
the  publication  of  the  Report  would  be 
contrary  to  the  intentions  of  the  Act. 
If  any  such  statement  as  that  specified 
in  the  Question  were  made  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  he  would,  of  course,  take 
it  into  hia  consideration.  The  incrimi- 
nated magistrates  have,  in  fact,  been 
suspended  from  tbeir  judicial  functions 
pending  the  consideration  of  the  Re- 
port. 
*Me.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
aaked  whether  the  suspension  had  taken 
place  after  many  articles  had  appeared 
Indian  papers  on  the  subject? 
Sir  JOHN  GORST :  In  the  Eecsss  I 
ent  for  a  holiday,  and  I  can  assure  the 
m.  Member  that  I  did  not  speed  my 
time  in  reading  the  Indian  papers.  I 
cannot  answer  the  Question  without 
aotice. 

Me.  LAWSON  (St.  Panoras,  W.): 
Will  the  result  of  tbe  investigation  he 
communicated  to  tbe  prisoner,  or  what- 
ever he  is  called  F 

:b  JOHN  GORST:  That  could  not  be 
done  until  tbe  Government  of  Bombay 
has  determined  what  action  is  to  be 
taken  in  regard  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Commission.  Until  that  determination 
has  been  arrived  at  it  will  be  impossible 
to  communicate  the  nature  of  the  Beport 
to  anybody. 

LABOUR  IN  MINES. 
Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wanabeck)  aaked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  his 
attention  has  beeu  called  to  the  follow- 
ing statement  in  the  laat  Report  of  Mr. 
Hall,  Inspector  of  Mines  for  the  Liver- 
pool District,  viz.,  "  The  hoursof  labour 
of  women  and  boya  are  longer  under  the 
new  Act  of  Farliameut  than  what  was 
the  custom  under  the  1 872  Act ;  "  and, 
whether  it  is  true,  so  far  as  this  district 
is  concerned,  that  the  intervals  for  meals 

iirovided  for  in  the  Act  of  1887  no 
onger  count  for  labour,  as  under  tbe 
Act  ot  1872;  and,  if  so,  whether  such 
practice  is  in  conformity  with  the  Coal 
Mines  Begulation  Act  of  1887  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  ^r. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  £.)  :  Yes, 
Sir.    My  attention  has   been  called  to 


Salme*  Fithtrin 


{CJOMMONSl 


{SeUlMut)  Bia. 


this  statement  The  provisions  in  the  Metropolitan  Fairs  Act,  1868,  or  pra- 
Aets  of  1S72  and  tSS7,  both  as  to  limit-  renting  its  application  in  niitabld  oaaea. 
ing  the  period  of  employment  and  as  to 
meal  times,  appear  to  me  identical,  bnt 
the  wording  of  the  proTisions  in  the  Act 


SCHOOL  BOABD  CASES. 
Mb-  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 


of    1»72   was  certainly  eqnivocri,  and    ^^^^  ^^  ^^  Secretary  of  State  for 


the  practjce    coiiBeqneiitly  raritid. 
■ome   districts   mesl   times    were   not 


tile    Home    Department    whether  this 
attentioD  has  been  called  to  the  report  of 


S?"^„'°'i''""'  "■".'?  "f",^'"*  the  following  remarks  all.™i  tTh.™ 

JIr.HaU'^lhejwerooonnt^,nBt.how-  ^^^  m,de  in    Conrt  by  llr.  Horaea 

•vm,  in  all  the  mines  of  the  d.slncl;  g^i,^    Hagi.trat.  at  the  Olerlenwell 

and  sue.  the  Act  of  1887  thej  are  no  p^n^,  ^^  „„  3,,,  j,„^, ,.  ,t,i  ,„ 

longer  coonl«i  lor  labour;   and  this  goi^SredofhoaringSchoolBoardc...^ 

appears  to  me  to  be  in  conformity  with  ^^  ^,  ^^^  j^^J,  ^  ^^  „„„ 

the  Stotnlo       It  wui  not     Itbinl,  the  „„mons..  after  4.50  p.m. ;  also  that  he 

mlention  of   P«-hamenl  to    liinit  the  ^^^  j^,  g^^^,    ji-^^  ,„^j  ^, 
hours  of   women,  boys,  and  girls  «— 


ho 


»nrs  01  women,  oojs,  anc  gins  em-  ,^  ^  ^„,  ^  appointment  of  a 
Jojedaboje  ground  to  eight  mid  a  half  „,^,t„„  „„  purpose  to  d«d  with 
jours  per  diem,  or  to  make  them  shorter    ^^^  j^^  caJos,\she  did  not  intaid 


than  the    bonis    proscnbod    for    boj.    t„  ^t  „,  i„g„  ti„„  he  was  paid  for  J' 

S'^^SS^r™-    ir     T     V    1.  .V       whathsrhei.  aware  that  owing  to  the 

M..^ENWICK:  May  I  ask  whether   ,^„,^^,^i  adjournments  and  thf  r.fn«d 

bojB  under  16  year,  of  ago  can  be  kept    ^f^^  „,g;i,at..  to  grant  summonses^ 

m  a  mine  tot  more  than  10  hours  at  a   ii;,i„p^ibi,  f„,  the  London  School 

,?       .r.nvnTTDnra      mL     n      i;        Boaid  to  produco  Satisfactory  results; 

Ma.    MATTHEWS:     The  Qu-tion  :  „j  whether  b.  propose,  to  take  any  «id 

I  what  action  to  mitigate  the  hardship  of 


which    the    hou.    Member    asked 
related    to   the    employment   of    boys 
aboTe  ground. 


the  present  arrangements  to  the  poor, 
and  to  fadlttate  the  work  of  the  School 
Board? 

Ms.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
by  the  magistrate  that  the  newspaper 
report  is  qnite  inaccorate.  He  inJorme 
me  that  from  2  to  4.30  on  the  day  is 
question  he  heard  nine  indnstria!  school 
summonses  and  &3  School  Board  sam- 
monsea.  At  4.30,  baring  day  ohargea 
to  try,  he  adjourned  the  remaining  16 
School  Board  summonsee.  Thniway 
afternoon  ia  given  up  every  week  at 
this  Court  to  School  Board  caaaa.     I 

L  told  by  the  chief  magistrate  that 

the  arrangements   adopted  for  hearing 

ir      .r.m'^TTniTTa      c-         TV  Scliool  Bosrd  cases  taTO  boeu  generally 

Me.  MATTHEWS :    Since   I  have    ,„^^f^,    ;„   producing   «i  Frnprove^ 

been  at  the    Home   Office  I  have  had    attendance,  and  I  have  no  information 


METROPOUTAN  FAIRS. 
Mr.  KELLY  (Oamberwell,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  he  ia  aware  that 
the  provisions  of  "The  Metropolitan 
Fairs  Act,  1868,"  are  not  now  carried 
oat,  and  that  fairs,  with  shows,  &c., 
are  now  held  within  the  Metropolitan 
area,  to  the  great  annoyance,  loss,  and 
inconvenience  of  the  ratepayers ;  and, 
whether  the  Act  is  treated  as  a  nullity 
in  pursuance  of  any  order  iaaued  by 
himself  to  the  Commissioners  of  Police 
of  the  Metropolis  ? 


only  one  complaint  with  respect  to 
annoyance  caused  by  an  exhibition  of 
abootiag  galleries,  swings,  and  round- 
abouts at  Stratford.  The  police  did 
not  interfere,  because  they  were  ad- 
vised that  in  that  case  the  only  remedy 
was  bv  indictment,  and  there  is  no 
prorision  for  lbs  cost,  of  prosecution  in    ^iOWS  FISHERIES  (SOOTLAOT))  BILL 


leading  me  to  think  that  tho  London 
magistrates  could  materially  leasaa  tha 
trouble  that  School  Board  oaaea  mnit 
necessarily  cause  both  to  the  poor  and  to 
the  officers  of  the  Board. 


auch  a  case.     The  Secretary  of  State,  ii 


Mr.  .iLEXANDEE  LAINGBROWN 


1884,  directed  the  police  not  to  interfere  asked  the  Lord  Advocate  if,  in  view  of 
with  similar  shows,  on  the  ground  that  the  strong  oppoaition  which  it  haa 
they  were  innocent  amusements  of  the  I  evoked,  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Qoram- 
humbler  classes;   but  I  do  not  under-    ment    to    proceed    with     th«    ""' 


stand  this   direetion 
ilr.  HaHhtKi 


I  nullifying  the   Fiahoias  (Sootland)  Bill  f 


mission  under  the  Members'  Oharges 
and  Allegations  Act,  1888,  would  be 
proposed  to  the  House  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  cost  of  the 
Special  Commission,  1888,  so  far  as 
chargeable  on  Public  [Funds,  is  being 
defrayed  from  the  sum  inserted  in  the 
Temporary  Commissions  Vote  for 
*<  Commissions  not  specifically  provided 
for."  In  the  Estimates  for  1889-90 
specific  provision  is  made  for  the  Com- 
mission. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

John  Wilson,  Esq.,  for  Lanark  (Govan 
Division). 

MOTIONS. 
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The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  Bobebtson)  (Buteshire)  was  under- 
stood to  say  that,  owing  to  the  strong 
opposition  which  the  Bill  of  last  Session 
received,  the  Question  would  be  care- 
fully considered  before  another  Bill  was 
introduced. 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 
For  Burnley,  v,  J.  Slagg,  Esq.,  Chil- 
tern  Hundredis. 

WARLIKE  EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  CBEMEB  (Shoreditoh,  Hagger- 
ston) :  I  wish  to  say  that  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  proceed,  this  evening,  with 
the  Amendment  to  the  Address  which 
stands  in  my  name,  but  I  shall  take  the 
opportunity  of  introducing  it  when  Her 
Majesty's  GoTernment  make  their  pro- 
posal for  an  increased  warlike  expendi- 
ture. 

LOCAL  OPTION. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth)  gave  notice  that  he 
would  move  to  add  at  the  end  of  para- 
graph 7  of  the  Address — 

"And  we  humbly  pray  that  in  these  Bills 
proyision  may  be  made  for  conferring  within 
prescribed  areas  the  power  of  direct  popular 
veto  on  the  issue  of  Excise  licences," 

ROYAL  GRANTS. 

Mb.E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  was  now  prepared  to  state  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Ghovemment  with  reference 
to  the  promised  Committee  on  Royal 
Grants  ? 

♦The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Sboth,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  ask  the  House  to  appoint 
a  Committee  to  consider  the  practice  of 
this  House  in  the  past  in  respect  of 
secondary  grants  to  Members  of  the 
Royal  Family,  to  use  the  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lothian 
when  submitting  the  grant  for  Her 
Royal  Highness  Princess  Beatrice.  I 
will  take  care  that  ample  notice  shall  be 
given  of  the  terms  of  the  Reference  to 
the  proposed  Committee. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.    J.     B.    ELLIS    (Nottingham, 

Buaholiffe)  asked   the  First    Lord   of 

^  Xreasury   when  the    Estimate  to 

111061^  oqieiUMs  (rf  ihe  Spedal  Oom« 


BELIOIOUS  PBOSEGUnONS   ABOLITION  BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Bill  to 
abolish  Prosecutions  for  the  expression  of 
opinion  on  matters  of  Religion,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Jacob  Bright,  Mr.  Walter  M'Laren,  and  Mr. 
Plcton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  1.] 

PBISONEBS   (iBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the  treatment  of 
prisoners  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  Mr.  Dillon,  and  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy. 

BiU  presented,  and  real  first  time.    [Bill  2.] 

BBMOVAL  OF  WBECK8    ACT    (1877) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Bill  to 
amend  **  The  Removal  of  Wrecks  Act,  1877," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Edward 
Birkbeck,  Mr.  Marjoribanks,  Mr.  Penrose 
FitzGerald,  Sir  Charles  Palmer,  Mr.  Byrne, 
Lord  Charles  Beresford,  Mr.  William  Corbet, 
and  Mr.  James  Lowther. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  ?.] 

INTEBMSDIATE    EDUCATION   (wALES)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Rendel,  Bill  to 
promote  Intermediate  Education  in  Wales, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bended 
Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Sir 
Hussey  Vivian,  Mr.  Bathbone,  Mr.  William 
Abrahams,  and  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  4.] 

COAL  DUTIES   (LONDON)   ABOLITION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Joseph  Pease,  Bill  to  abolish 
any  Duties  on  Coals  leviable  by  the  Corpora- 
tion of  London,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
Joseph  Pease,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Sir 
Charles  Palmer,  Sir  Henry  Havelock-Allan, 
Mr.  William  Crawford,  Mr.  Wood,  and  Mr; 
Burt. 

BiU  piMsnted,  and  read  firrt  time.    [BiU  6.] 


Sating  of 


ICOltMONSi 


Maehintry  Bill. 


TansT  FDNDS  IKVBSTUBirr    BILL. 
I  Motion   of  Mr.  Cozena-Uardy, 


amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  inTOstment  of 
TruEt  Fnndi,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
CozoDi-Hardy,   Mr.  Samuel  Uoare,   and    Mr. 
Gully. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  firat  time.       [Bill  6.] 

AflRIODLTDBAL  TBHASTH  (iRKLiNo)  BIU,, 
Od  Motion  of  Mr.  CriUy,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Agricidtural  Tonanta  in  Ire- 
luid,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Ciilly, 
Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr.  Lalor,  Mr.  Fetar 
M'Doiuld,  and  Mr.  Kilbride. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  7-] 

THEATBEa  (cOPNiy  OF  LONDON)  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Diion-Hartlaod,  Bill  tor 
the  better  Regulation  of  Theatrea  and  Music 
Halle  in  the  county  of  London,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Dixon -Hartlaad,  Sir  Albert 
Bollit,  Mr.  Tomlinson,  and  Ur.  Woodall. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [BiU  8.] 

OOITNTIBS  AND  BOROUGHS  (IRELAND)  BILL 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  F.  J.  Power,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  goTemment  of  coun- 
tiea  and  boroughs  io  Iroland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Mr,  Carew, 
and  Mr.  Sexton, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.      [Bill  9.] 

PASLLUCEHTARY  FRAK0HI8E  (EXTENSION 
TO  VOUEN)   bill. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  Woodall,  Bill  to  extend  the 
ParUamentary  Franchise  to  Women,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Woodall,  Dr.  Cameron, 
Baron  Dimsdala,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Sir 
William  Uouldaworth,  Mr.  Illingnorth,  Mr. 
Maclure,  Sir  Albert  RoUit,  and  Mr.  Stansfeld. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  10.} 

LSABEHDLDS'  SNFKAHOHtSBUENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Lawson,  Bill  to  enable 
Leaseholders  of  Houses  to  purchase  the 
Simple  of  their  holdinga,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Lawaon,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr. 
Broadhnrat,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Warming- 
ton,  Sir  John  Puleaton,  and  Mr.  Thomas  EUis. 
BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  1  l.J 

OORPOBAL    PUNISHMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Milrain,  Bill  to  amend  and 
consolidate  the  Law  in  relation  to  Corporal 
Puniahment,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Milvain,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  Mr. 
Wharton,  and  Mr.  Samuel  Smith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  12.] 

MARBIAQE  WITH  A  DECEASED   WIFE's 
BISTEK  (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Bill  to  alter 
and  amend  the  Law  in  Scotland  as  to  Marriage 
with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be 
brou^t  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Lord  Elcho, 
Mr.  Thomas  Sutherland,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett, 
and  Mr.  Shireae  Will. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  13.] 


DIVOBOB  (eNOLAND   AND    BOOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Hunter,  Bill  to  asnmilate 
the  Law  ot  Divorce  in  England  and  Scotltmd, 
and  to  amend  the  same,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Asquith,  Mr. 
Fenwiok,  and  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  14.] 

HANB-LOOU   WEAVERS   (IRELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  for  the 
better  regulation  of  certain  articles  of  linen 
manufacture  woven  upon  Hand-Looms, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Macartn^, 
Colonel  Saunderson,  Colonel  Waring,  and  &u. 
O'Neill. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  firat  time.  [Bill  IS.  J 

HERRING  EISHERY   (bOOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  ot  Colonel  Malcolm,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Herring  Fiahery  (Scotland]  Acta  ;  and  iac 
ether  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Malcolm,  Mr.  Flndlsyp 
Ur.  Eaalemont,  and  Mr.  Anstrnther. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  flrat  time.   [Bill  16.] 

MUNICIPAL  FRANCHISE  (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Mac  Meill,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Uutiicipol  Franchise  in 
Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  bv  Mr.  Mao 
Neill,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Mr.  Eil&rida,  Mr. 
Tuite,  and  Mr.  Peter  M'Donald. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  firat  time.    [Bill  17.] 

INTOXIGAIINO  LIQUORS  (IRELAKd)  BILL. 
On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Lea,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  the  Sale  of  IntOEioating 
Liquors  in  Ireland  on  Satonla;  and  Sanday, 
and  for  other  purposes  connected  ther«witA, 
ordered  to  be  brotwht  in  by  Mr.  Lea,  Ut.  T. 
W.  Russell,  Mr.  Biggor,  Mr.  Joluuton,  Mr. 
Tnite,  Sir  James  Corry,  Colonel  Sanndenon, 
Mr.  John  Redmond,  Sir  William  Ewut,  Hi. 
Jordan,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy,  and  Mr.  Mahmy. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  18.] 


LAW   OONSOLIDATIOM    BILL. 

On  Motion  ot  Mr.  Alfred  Pease,  Bill  to 
amend  and  con.iolidate  the  Law  relating  to 
SiSTory,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Alfnd 
Pease,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Bryoe,  Mr. 
Whitbreod,  Sir  John  Eennaway,  Mr.  Wintv- 
botham,  and  Mr.  Henry  Anstruthar. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  16.} 


— icatmo;  IjqaoTt  <m 

Sunday,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Ur.  Jamas 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Charles  Wilson,  Mr.  Walter 
James,  Mr.  Atkinson,  Mr.  Cozena-Hardf,  tad 
Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan. 

Bill  preaented,  and  read  first  lime.    [BiQ  SO.] 

RATING   OF  MACHtKERT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tomlinsoo,  BiU  to  aiwil 

the  Law  relating  to  the  Bating  of    iMmdit*. 

menta  containing  Maohinary,  wdwtd    to-  b* 

brought  in  by  Ui.  TomliuoB,  Sir  WUm 
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£aliHg  Silt. 


HouIdBworlh,    Sir   Bemhaid    Samuelson,    Sir 
Fnderick    Ataptiin,   Hi.   Hovbray,   and   Mr. 
WinterbothBin. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  flnt  time.  [Bill  Zl] 

TEIBDIfALS  OF  OOIIMBBOK  BIUi. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jacoliy,  Bill  to  eitatiliiti 
Tribiinils  of  CommercB,  ordered  to  bo  brought 
in  by  Mr.  J»coby.  Sir  Albert  Kollit,  Mr.  Mon- 
taga,  Mr.  Judm  Maclean,  Mr,  Esslemont,  and 
Mr.  Waymao. 

BUI  proaented,  and  read  Orst  tims.  [Bill  22.] 

POOB  &ATK  (UETBOPOLIa]    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pickeragill,  Bill  to  eqnaliw 
the  Poor  Bate  over  the  Metropolit,  ordered  to 
he  brought  in  by  Mr.  Pickeragill,  Ur.  Howell, 
Mr.  Buxton,  Mr,  Stuart,  Mr.  Causton,  Mr. 
Cremer,  Mr.  James  Eowlanda,  Mr.  OctariiuY. 
Morgan,  Jlr.  Montagu,  and  Mr.  Jjawson. 

BiU  preaented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  23.] 

S0LDIIS3  AND  8AIL0BS  DIBASILITIEB  RK- 
UOVAL    BILL. 

Oil  Motion  ofMr.JeaVe7«,BiIlto  remove  the 
Disabilities  ot  Soldiers  and  tjailora  to  be  re- 
giatered  as  Voter*  at  Parliamentary  Elections, 
ordered  to  be  bro^ht  in  by  Mr.  Jefireye,  Mr. 
Mowbray,  Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent. 

Bill  presaated,  and  read  flrat  time.   [BiU  24.1 

UINIHa     ON    CSOWtt    LANDS     (WALES   AND 

ibsland)  bill. 
□  Motion  of  Ur.  Fritohard -Morgan, 


brought  in   by  Mr.  tPritchard- Morgan,   Mr. 
Randell,    Hr.     Henniker    Heaton,    and    Mr. 
Fen  wick. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  fint  time.  [Bill  26.] 

UKTBOPOLIB  BATUa  AUSROHBNT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Montagu, 'Bill  to  provide  for 
the  better  incidence  of  Katoa  in  the  Metropolis, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  lUr.  Causton,  Mr.  Cremer, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  I^wson,  Mr.  Octavius  V. 
Alorgan,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  James  Kowlanda, 
and  Mr.  James  Stuart. 
BiU  prewnted,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  26.] 

TEOHNIOAL  KDDCATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Roscoe.  BiU  to  pro- 
vide Technical  Education  in  ^gland  and 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  H  enry 
BoM»e,  Sir  Ugbtred  Kay -Shuttle worth.  Sir 
Bamhard  Samuelson,  Sir  Albert  BoUit,  Mr. 
George  Dixon,  and  Mr.  Arthur  Adand. 

Bill  preaanted,  and  lead  fint  time.  [Bill  27.] 

DDBATIOIT  OF  PARLIAMENT  BILL. 


Ml.  Oobb,  Mr.   -..      •!  Coi^uuu,  Mr.  HaUay 
SiMwt,   Mi.  S  nt,  and  Mr.   Fntneu 


SlULL  HOLDINQB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Hr.  Jease  Collings,  BiU  to 
fpve  faotlitdea  for  the  creation  of  Small  Hold- 
mgs  of  Land,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Jesse  Collinga,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr. 
Burt,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetaon,  Ur.  Broad- 
hnrst,  Captain  Cotton,  Mr.  Pitt-Lewis,  Mr. 
Cyril  Flower,  and  Mr.  Newnes. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  29.] 

LAND  TENDBK   (WALES)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Thomas  EUis,  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Tenure  of  Land 
in  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Thomas  EUis,  Mr.  Bryn  Roberta,  Mr.  Bowen 
Rowlands,  Mr.  John  Roberts,  and  Mr.War- 
mington. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.   (BUI  30.] 

LAND  LAW  (IEELAND)  ACT  (1887) 
AUBNDUENT  BILL. 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  W,  Rusaell,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1837," 
in  regard  to  leaseholderB,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU,  Mr.  Lea,  and  Mr. 
William  Sinclair. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  firat  time.  [Bill  31.] 

POLICE  DISABCUTIEB  EEU07AL    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Eyre,  BiU  to  remove 
the  disabilities  of  the  Police  to  vote  at  muni- 
cipal and  county  councU  elections,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  b^  Colonel  Eyre,  Mr,  Heath,  Mr. 
Bond,  Captam  Heathoote,  Baron  Dimsdale. 
end  Mr.  IJewetlyn. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [BiU  32.] 

MINING    OOUBTg    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Conybeare,  Bill  to  estab- 
lish Courts  having  jurisdiction  in  matters 
rating  to  the  letting  and  working  of  Mines 
and  Quarries  in  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and  for 
other  purposes  relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be 
broaght  in  by  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  WiUiam 
M'Arthitr,  Mr,  Cuoninghame  Graham,  Mr. 
Jacoby,  and  Mr,  Fenwick. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  33.] 

paoliamentart  eleciionb  (icebiinas  in 

bghoolb)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  Herbert  Gardner,  BiU  to 

make  provision  for  the  use  (eubiect  to  certain 
reetrictionj)  of  room*  in  Pubhc  Elementary 
Schools  for  Meetings  of  Par liamen tan- Electors, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Herbert  Gard- 
ner, Sir  Ugbtred  Kay-Bhnttle  worth,  Ur, 
Heneags,  Hr.  Maitland,  Mr.  Channing,  Ur. 
Cobb,  Ur.  Francis  Stevenson,  and  Mr.  Donald 
Crawford. 
BUI  preaentAd,  and  read    first  time.  [Bill  31. 

ADVXBTUEMSNT  RATINO  BILL. 

OnHotionof  Ur.Bardstt-Coutts,BiUtoaineDd 
the  Law  with  reapect  to  Bating  Places  used  tor 
Advertiaementi,  ordju^d  to  be  brought  in  by 
Ur.  8urdGtt-Coutta,Mr.UnndeUB,Hr. Mowbray, 
Mr,  Seager  Hunt,  and  Ur.  HoweU. 

BiU  pieaented,  and  road  flnttime.    [BiU34.] 
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Wife's  Sister,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Heneage,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
Charles  Cameron,  Mr.  Jesse  CoUings,  Mr. 
Herbert  Gardner,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  and  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  64.] 

TOWN  POLICE   CLAUSEff  ACT   (1847) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Picton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
provisions  relating  to  Hackney  Carriages  of 
**  The  Town  Police  Clauses  Act,  1847,**  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Picton,  Marquess  of 
Granby,  Mr.  James  £llis,  Mr.  Tapling,  Mr. 
Alexander  M' Arthur,  and  Mr.  Tomlinson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  65.] 

WEEKLY  WAGES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fen  wick,  Bill  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  Wages  weekly,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Fenwick,  Mr.  William 
Abraham  (Glamorgan),  Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Randell,  Mr.  David  Thomas, 
and  Mr.  de  Cobain. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  66.] 

intestates'  widows  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ambrose,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  by  making  better  provision  for  the  widows 
of  certain  intestates,  in  the  distribution  of  such 
intestates'  property,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Ambrose,  Mr.  James  Howard,  Mr. 
Addison,  and  Mr.  Kelly. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  67.] 

LAND  TENUBB   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Clark,  Bill  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Law  relating  to  the  tenure  of  land 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Anderson,  Dr.  M'Donald,  and  Mr. 
Philipps. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  68.] 

GLEBE   LANDS   OCCUPATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mowbray,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Occupation  of  Glebe 
Lands  by  lnoumbent«  in  England,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr. 
John  Talbot,  Mr.  Channing,  and  Mr.  Tomlin- 
son. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  69.] 

SANITABY   BEGI8TRATI0N  OF  BUILDINGS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Farquharson,  Bill  for  the 
Sanitary  Registration  of  Buildings,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Farquharson,  Dr.  Cameron, 
Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  and  Sir  Guyer  Hunter. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.     [Bill  70.] 

COLONIAL  MARRIAGES   LEGALISATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seager  Hunt,  Bill  to  make 
legal,  in  this  Country,  Marriages  with  a  De- 
ceased Wife's  Sister  legally  contracted  in  the 
Colonies,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Seager  Hunt,  Sir  John  Puleston,  Mr.  Octavius 
V.  Morgan,  Sir  Edward  Grey,  and  Mr,  Charles 

Gray. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  71.] 


BOD  FISHING   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Alexander  Laing  Brown, 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Rod  Fishing 
in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr, 
Alexander  Laing  Brown  and  Mr.  Anderson. 

HOURS  or  POLLING   (EXTENSION)   BELL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Bill  for 
the  Extension  of  the  Hours  of  Polling  at  Parlia- 
mentary and  Municipal  Elections,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Her- 
bert Gardner,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  HoweU, 
Mr.  Robert  Reid,  and  Mr,  Munro  Ferguson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time,  [Bill  72.] 

crofters'    holdings   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Anderson,  Bill  to  amend  and 
extend  the  provisions  of  *'  The  Crofters'  Hold- 
ing^ (Scotland)  Act,  1886,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Esslemont, 
Dr.  Clark,  Dr.  Hunter,  and  Mr.  Brown. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  73.] 

NONCONFORMIST  MARRIAGES  (REGISTRARS' 
attendance)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  John  Kelly,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  by  dispensmg  with  the  attendanoe  of 
Registrars  at  the  Marriages  of  Noneonformists, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  John  Kelly, 
Mr.  Knowles,  Mr.  Richard  Chamberlain,  tkr 
Walter  Foster,  Colonel  Anstruther,  and  Mr. 
Kerans, 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  74.] 

RIGHTS   OF   WAY   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Buchanan,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  Rights  of  Way  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Buchanan, 
Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Esslemont,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot, 
Mr.  Donald  Crawford,  Mr.  Baird,  and  Mr. 
Asquith. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  75.] 

MINING  ACCIDENTS   (SCOTLAND)   BILL.      ^ 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Baird,  Bill  to  provide  for  ^Wk 
a  system  of  National  insurance  against  Mining 
Accidents  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Baird,  Mr.  Hozier,  Mr.  Vernon,  MLr, 
Hugh  Elliot,  and  Mr.  Preston  Bruce. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  76. 

POLITICAL  OFFICES   PENSIOli^    ACT    (1869) 

REPEAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Bill  to  repeal 
"  The  Political  Offices  Pension  Act,  1869," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
Mr.  Dillwyn,  Captain  Edwards- Heathcote,  and 
Mr.  Summers. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  77.] 

POLICE  (metropolis)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Bill  for 
placing  the  Police  of  the  Metropolis  under  the 
control  of  the  Ratepayers,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Cremer  Mr. 
Montagu,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Howell* 
Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan  Mr 
James  Stuart,  Mr.  Causton,  and  Air.  I^waon.  * 

Bill  presenwd,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  78 
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AORICULrURAL  HOLDINOS  BILL. 


PARISH  VESTRIES   BILL. 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ghanning,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  Agricultural  Holdings  in 
England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Ghanning,  Mr.  Gobb,  Mr.  Halley  Stewart,  Mr. 
Francis  Stevenson,  and  Mr.  Arthur  Williams. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  79.] 

FACTORS  ACTS  CONSOLIDATION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to  con- 
solidate and  amend  the  Factors  Acts,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr. 
Baring,  Mr.  William  Beckett*  Mr.  Rathbone, 
Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Sir  Bemhard  Samuelson,  and 
Mr.  Whitley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  80.] 

BOROUGH   FUNDS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Woodall,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Act  thirty-fifth  and  thirty-sixth  Victoria, 
chapter  ninety -one,  intituled  **An  Act  to 
authorise  the  application  of  Funds  of  Munici- 
pal Gorporations  and  other  Governing  Bodies 
in  certain  cases,'*  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Woodall,  Mr.  Kenrick,  and  Sir  Albert 
Rollit. 

bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  81.] 

PUBLIC   LIBRARIES   ACT   (1855) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner,  Bill 
to  amend  "  The  Public  Libraries  Act,  1855,*' 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Herbert 
Gardner,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Arthur 
Acland,  and  Sir  Lewis  Pelly. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  82.] 

TRUCK  AMENDMENT  ACT  (1887) 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Cremer,  Bill  to  amend 
"  The  Truck  Amendment  Act,  1887,*'  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gremer,  Mr.  Walter 
McLaren,  Mr.  Donidd  Grawford,  Mr.  William 
Abraham  (Rhondda),  and  ^Ir.  Pickard. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  83.] 

SHERIFF   PRINCIPAL   (SCOTLAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Glark,  Bill  to  abolish  the 
Office  of  Sheriff  Principal  in  Scotland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Dr.  Glark,  Mr.  Galdwell, 
Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Bolton,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Esslemont,  and  Mr.  Lyell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  84.] 

ADULT   SUFFRAGE  AND    DURATION   OF 
PARLIAMENTS   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gonybeare,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  Representation  of  the 
People  of  the  United  Kingdom  by  the  Exten- 
sion of  the  Franchise  to  all  Adult  Gitizens, 
male  and  female,  the  Limiting  of  the  Duration 
of  Parliaments  to  three  years  :  and  for  other  pur- 
poses relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Gonybeare,  Mr.  Gunninghame  Graham, 
and  Dr.  Glark. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  85.] 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Gobb,  Bill  to  reform  the 
procedure  and  to  increase  the  powers  of  Parish 
Vestries,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gobb, 
Mr.  Ghanning,  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Soale- 
Hayne,  Mr.  Halley  Stewart,  Mr.  Herbert 
Gardner,  Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  and  Mr.  Winter- 
botham. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  86.] 

CRUELTY  TO   CHILDREN  PREVENTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mundella,  Bill  for  the 
Prevention  of  Gruelty  to  Ghildren,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mundella,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Samuel 
Smith,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Sir  Henry  James, 
Mr.  Ghanning,  and  Sir  Albert  Rollit. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  87.] 

METROPOLIS  LOCAL  MANAGEMENT,    &C. 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Golonel  Hughes,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Metropolis  Management  Act,  1855," 
"  The  Metropolitan  Building  Act,  1866,"  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same  respectively, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Golonel  Hughes, 
Mr.  Whitmore,  and  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  88.  n 

METROPOLITAN    FIRE    BRIGADE    EXPENSES 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Golonel  Hughes,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  in  regard  to  the  Metropolitan  Fire 
Brigade  Expenses,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Golonel  Hughes,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton,  Mr.  R. 
G.  Webster,  and  Mr.  Isaacs. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  89.] 

TRAFALGAR  SQUARE  (REGULATION  OF 
MEBTmOS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Bill  for  the 
Regulation  of  Meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr:  James  Stuart, 
Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Gauston,  Mr,  Gremer, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr,  Lawson,  Mr,  Octavios  V: 
Morgan,  Mr;  Montagu,  Mr;  Pickersgill,  and 
Mr;  James  Rowlands. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  96.] 

BUILDING    SOCIETIES    ACT    (1874)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  O'Neill,  Bill  to  amend 
"The  Building  Societies  Act,  1874,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Neill,  Golonel 
Waring,  and  Golonel  Saunderson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  90.] 

FISHERY  ACTS  AMENDMENT   (IRBLAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Laws  relating  to  the  Fisheries  of  Ireland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Maoartney, 
Mr.  O'Neill,  and  Sir  Gharles  Lewis. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  91. 

SOLICITORS   (IRELAND)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Maoartney,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  for  the  Regulation  of  the  Profession 
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war,  that  they  haye  been  arming  for 
war  year  by  year,  certainly  for  the  last 
16  or  17  years^  some  of  them  longer; 
that  the  augmentation  has  been  greater 
year  by  year,  that  in  each  Chamber  the 
excuse  for  augmenting  in  one  country 
has    been    armament    in    the    oth^r — 
would  ask  the  Ministry,  I  say,  whether 
they  have  entered  into  any  kind  of  rela- 
tions, or  engagements,  or  undertaking^, 
or  understandings,  which,  in  the  event 
of  a  war  breaking  out  such  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  War  considers  immi- 
nent, this  country  is  embarked  in  any, 
and,  if  any,  in  what  degree,  in  the  possi- 
bility of  being  entangled  in  any  such 
war.     That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  grave 
matter  on  which  this  House  would  be 
right  to  challenge  the  Ministry  for  some 
reasonable  declaration,  especially  when 
we  find  that  the  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord    of    the    Admiralty   has   already 
given  this  House  intimation — intimation 
which  has  been  given  somewhat  largely 
outside,    less    soberly  outside-— of    the 
intention  to   apply  for  some  authority 
to     increase     our    naval     armaments. 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Wolseley),  who  is 
sometimes  supposed  to  be  theonly  capable 
General  in  this  country,  has  in  Birming- 
ham, under  the  auspices  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham, extended  that  demand,  which 
the  Government  are  only  putting  at  this 
moment  for  the  increase  of  the  Naval 
Vote,  to  the  whole  Army  Establishment, 
and  beyond  that  we  have  actually  got  a 
suggestion  from  the  noble  Lord  that,  it 
being  practically  impossible  to  obtain 
by  the  ordinary  methods  of  enlistment 
a  sufficient  number  of  men  for  the  ser- 
vice of  the  State,  Conscription  should  be 
resorted  to  in  this  country.     Now,  I  am 
not  a  supporter  of  the  Government,  but 
I  hope  that  I  am  always  a  fair  foe  to  it, 
and  I  must  say  that  if  it  desires  to  briog 
about  what  many  of  us  wish  to  see— a 
dissolution  of  this  Parliament — with  the 
utmost  rapidity,  it  has  only  to  introduce 
some  measure  of  Conscription,  and  then 
from  one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other 
feeling  would  be  so  strong  that  it  would 
be    impossible    for    any    Government, 
composed    of     right    hon.     Gentlemen 
either  on  one  side  or  the  other,  to  con- 
tinue in  Office.  But,  as  I  judge  the  signs 
shown  by  the  Leader  of  the  House,  I 
take  it  that  the  Government  at  present 
have  no  notion  of  anything  of  the  kind, 
and  if  I  might  be  permitted  respectfully 
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to  do  so,  I  would  suggest  that  a  General 
receiving  a  high  salary  in  connection 
with  his  command  has  neither  the  right 
nor  the  duty  to  create  panics  of  this 
kind — panics  which  might  be  attended 
with  most  disastrous  consequences.  But 
even  this  is  not  the  limit  of  the  panic 
fever  into   which  we   are  getting.      I 
have  read  in   27ie  Times — I  am  one  of 
those  who  place  exceeding  confidence  in 
some  things  I  read  in  The  Times,  even  if 
they  are  only  inserted  with  the  intention 
of  ascertaining  what  people   think-^I 
have  read  proposals  which  shadow  out 
schemes  for  the  fortification  of  London. 
Are  our  cordial  relations  in  such  a  pre- 
carious'condition  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  weeps  in  public  over  the  dangers 
which    the  Government  see  bienaoing 
us  ?    He,  much  more  than  any  other 
Member  of  the  Government,  ought  to 
know  about  these  matters,  for  he  must 
be  especially  consulted  on  this  subject. 
And  I  hope  that  he,  as  well  as  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Admiralty,  will  take  the 
proper  steps  to  make  clear  the  grounds 
of  their  fears,  especially  when  they  see 
one  of  the  highest  Generals  in  the  Army 
trying  to  drive  the  whole  of  England 
into  a  panic.     I  know  that  every  other 
country  is   arming.     An  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member,  for  whom  I  have  great 
respect,    in    the   course  of  his  speech 
in  the  debate  last  night,  suggested  that 
the  country  would  grant  the  Vote  asked 
for  willingly.      Now,  as  far  as  I   am 
concerned,  and  as  far  as  the  hundreds 
and  thousands  for  whom  I  have  some 
small  right  to  speak  are  concerned,  I 
must  say  tliat  they  will  condemn  every- 
one who  votes    recklessly  for  war  ex- 
penditure in  this  House — who  votes  for 
it  without  seeiijg  real  peril — who  votes 
for  it  simply  under  the  panic  cry,  which 
from  time  to  time  for  40  or  50  years 
has  left  us  a  record  of  vessels  built  in 
haste  gone  to  rust,  and  of  fortifications 
which   you   may  now   row  round,  and 
admire  the  folly  of  the  Ministry  who 
managed  to  induce  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  vote  for  them,  and  the  passive 
humility  of  the  people  who  have  been 
fools  enough  time  after  time  to  pay  for 
them.   I  ask  the  Government,  especially 
in  view  of  the  fourth  paragraph  of  the 
grs' ious    Speech     from     the     Throne, 
whether  it  is  suggested  that  there  is  no 
right  to  assume  that  the  existing  con- 
dition  of   things  is   necessarily  secure 
from  possibility  of  change,  and  I  will 
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ask  whether  there  are  no  engagements 
with  Germany  for  example?  Prinoe 
Bismarck  speaks  with  extreme  confidence, 
and  I  do  not  want  to  use  language 
which  shall  be  foolish  in  relation  to 
possible  contingencies  on  the  Continent ; 
but  it  is  a  matter  of  common  notoriety 
that  during  the  last  seven  or  eight 
months  diplomatists  both  in  Italy  and 
France  have  regarded  communications 
between  this  country  as  sometimes  justi- 
fying as  between  those  two  countries 
the  views  which  fell  from  the  Secretary 
for  War.  I  would  suggest  how  deplor- 
able such  a  war  would  be  ;  how  terrible 
such  a  war  would  be  ;  and,  friendly  as  I 
hope  we  are  both  to  Italy  and  to 
France,  I  would  suggest  that  it  would 
be  a  most  suicidal  matter  if,  in  any 
question  as  to  the  balance  of  power  or 
prestige  of  any  Ministry,  we  had  been 
seduced  into  entering  into  any  engage- 
ment which  would  give  one  Power 
colour  for  supposing  that  it  had  either 
the  moral  or  the  physical  force  of  this 
country  thrown  into  the  scale  against 
it.  I  ask  the  Goverment  expressly  to 
answer  this  question  to  this  House,  and 
in  view  of  the  declarations  which  have 
been  made  in  the  last  few  weeks  in 
different  parts  of  Europe,  I  think  every 
Member  of  this  House  has  a  right  to 
make  such  an  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment, if  it  is  only  to  pacify  the  feeling 
which  has  been  excited  very  often  by 
those  who  know  nothing  of  what  war 
is,  and  who  have  never  taken  part  in  it, 
and  who  foolishly  forget  in  the  security  of 
their  editorial  sanctum  that  angry  words 
may  anger  others,  and  sometimes  pro- 
duce bitter  periods  of  excitement,  from 
which  even  wise  statesmanship  cannot 
extricate  their  country .  I  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  us  some  assurance  which  will 
make  the  people  feel  that  there  is  one 
word  which  has  some  reality  in  it,  what- 
ever statesmen  may  be  in  power.  Let  us 
remember  that  the  glory  of  this  country 
has  been  made  by  peace,  and  not  by 
war.  Our  prosperity,  such  as  it  is— and 
in  many  respects  in  some  part  of  our 
dominions  at  present  it  is  very  great — 
our  prosperity  has  not  been  made  on 
the  battle-field — it  has  not  been  won  at 
the  cannon's  mouth — it  has  not  been 
ploughed  with  the  bayonet's  point — but 
it  has  been  made  by  the  industry  and 
labour  of  our  people,  to  whom  wage  is 
paid,  and  from  whom  the  reduction  of 
wage  comes  when  the  tax  bill  for  war 
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grows  in  size.  I  quite  agree  that  the  Sec- 
retary for  War  might  have  had  grounds 
for  grave  ap  prehension,  but  I  cannot  agpree 
that  he  was  right  in  so  publicly  express* 
ing  them.  It  is  so  easy  for  people  with 
knowledge  of  how  little  Governments  do 
to  imagine  that  when  they  tell  any- 
thing at  all  of  their  fears,  and  of  oar 
dangers,  that  they  are  not  telling  the 
whole  story,  or  that  they  are  saying 
something  for  a  purpose  which  is  behind 
it  all.  For  example,  I  have  heard  it 
suggested  that  a  statesman  of  great 
ability  in  another  country,  when  asking 
for  an  increase  of  military  forces,  has 
often  pointed  attention  to  what  he  has 
alleged  to  be  the  aggressive  attitude  of 
a  nation  whose  frontiers  run  with  his 
own ;  and,  under  cover  of  the  feeling 
which  he  has  thus  excited  among  the 
people,  he  has  been  enabled  to  obtain 
from  them  the  Vote  he  asked.  Now  I 
do  not  want  to  suggest  unworthy 
motives  on  the  part  of  any  Government, 
but  I  do  hold  that  some  explanation  is 
due  to  the  country  from  the  Secretary 
for  War,  or  someone  speaking  for  him, 
as  to  why  he  considered  it  necessary  to 
sound  so  grave  a  note  in  the  face  of  the 
nation,  if  the  statements  in  the  gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne  are  borne  out 
by  fact,  that  nothing  has  taken  place  to 
affect  the  cordial  relations  between  this 
country  and  other  Powers.  It  is  no 
answer  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
merely  refer  to  the  possibilities  of  an 
European  war ;  these  possibilities  have 
existed  ever  since  the  cession  of  Alsace 
and  Lorraine,  and  they  have  grown 
larger  and  larger  every  day  by  reason 
of  the  increase  of  armaments  on  every 
side ;  and  as  a  consequence,  in 
France,  in  Italy,  and  in  Germany, 
although  the  armies  have  grown,  so  in 
proportion  the  hunger  of  the  people 
has  g^own  larger,  and  I  do  put  it  to  this 
House  that  often  armed  peace  becomes 
even  more  dangerous  than  war,  because 
day  by  day  it  makes  the  people  despair- 
ing. Let  us  take  the  position  of  France 
now.  We  cannot  help  recognizing  that 
the  people  in  France,  with  their  huge 
army,  naturally  desire  some  employment 
for  that  army,  which  is  very  costly,  and 
they  look  to  it  for  some  deliverance 
from  ills  which  it  may  possibly  deliver 
them  from,  and  also  which  it  can* 
not  possibly  deliver  them  from.  Re- 
member that  swords  not  only  break 
—  I    would  not   mind    if  they    only 
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did  that  —  but  thej  often  out  and 
injure  the  holders  of  them,  and  the 
possession  of  them  further  tends  to  make 
enemies  of  those  around  one.  I  felt  a 
little  relief  to-night  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Haggerston  Division 
announced  that  he  did  not  intend  to  per- 
severe  with  his  Amendment  to  the 
Address,  because  I  think  that  debates 
on  the  Address  are  not  very  valuable, 
while  Amendments  are  generally  value- 
less, and  ought  only  to  be  moved  when, 
as  is  the  case  with  the  Amendment  of 
which  notice  has  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle, they  challenge  on  a  grave  matter 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  and  when 
it  is  supported  by  the  Leaders  of  the 
Party,  acting  in  obedience  to  the  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  reaching  them  from 
all  parts  of  the  country.  I  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  remember  this  in  relation 
to  the  application  they  will  make  for 
money.  On  one  point  last  year  I  felt 
bound,  with  not  unnatural  reluctance, 
to  give  some  credit  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  for  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred the  credit  to  belong  to  this  side 
of  the  House — but  I  gave  him  credit 
because  I  felt  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  policy  showed  some  desire 
to  take  practical  steps  for  the  reduction 
of  the  burdens  on  the  people.  I  refer, 
of  course,  to  the  saving  which  he  made 
in  the  interest  payable  on  the  National 
Debt.  But  is  the  Government  to  spend 
on  the  one  hand  wastefully  that  which 
it  has  saved  on  the  other  hand  sparsely  ? 
Is  a  shilling  to  be  saved  in  interest  and 
ten  pounds  spent  on  an  iron  vessel  ?  Is 
a  shilling  to  be  saved  in  interest,  and 
ten  pounds  spent  on  fortifications  ?  Is 
the  nation  to  be  driven  into  a  panic 
which  is  disastrous,  which  demoralizes 
the  people,  and  makes  them  feel  as 
though  glory  is  in  war,  instead  of  the 
ordinary  industries  of  life  ?  Unless  the 
nation  is  peaceable  we  shall  have  a 
revolution — a  revolution  begotten  of 
hunger.  That  we  may  avoid,  if  we 
keep  on  as  we  have  been  acting  for  the 
last  twenty-five  years.  Even  in  that 
nerio^  we  have  increased  our  naval  and 
L^itary  expenditure  to  much  too  great 
extent ;     but,   if   we    go    on    and 
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way.  The  hon.  Member  who  moved 
the  Address  used  a  phrase  which  I  desire 
to  challenge,  and  on  which  I  am  anxious 
to  obtain  an  explicit  declaration  from 
the  Government.  He  said  that  in  their 
Egyptian  policy  the  Government  had 
been  bound  by  certain  engagements 
entered  into  with  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment by  their  Predecessors  in  Office. 
The  protection  of  the  ports  of  the  Eed 
Sea  was  part  of  these  engagements,  and 
as  Suakin  was  one  of  the  ports,  the 
Government  were  bound  by  the  engage- 
ment made  by  their  Predecessors  to 
keep  it.  Now  I  have  searched  carefully 
for  some  proof  of  this.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible that  I  may  have  missed  it, 
but  certainly  I  have  been  unable  to 
find  any  trace  of  any  engagement  which 
can  possibly  bear  that  construotioo.  If 
there  be  any  engagement  such  as  this, 
I  think  the  House  should  have  been 
made  acquainted  with  it ;  and  we  ought 
now  to  learn  to  what  extent  we  have 
been  and  are  bound  by  them.  Did  the 
engagement  include  the  protection  of 
Massowah  ?  Are  we  mixed  up  with  the 
Italians  in  this  matter  ?  If  the  Italians 
are  beaten  by  the  Abyssinians,  should 
we  have  to  go  to  their  assistance? 
According  to  the  Mover  of  the  Address, 
speaking  apparently  with  the  ap- 
proval of  Ministers,  and  certainly  uncon- 
tradicted by  them,  although  his  words 
on  those  very  points  have  been  chal- 
lenged by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  we 
are  under  engagements  as  to  which  the 
House  has  no  knowledge  ;  and  I  think, 
as  an  independent  Member  of  this 
House,  that  X  have  a  right  to  ask  speci- 
fically for  explanation  as  to  what  those 
engagements  are.  But  then  we  are  told 
that  the  port  of  Suakin  was  in  danger. 
Why  did  not  the  GovernmcDt  do  what 
Sir  Henry  Druramond  Wolff  recom- 
mended them  to  do  ?  And  instead  of 
embarking  in  war,  why  did  they  not  find 
some  Egyptian  Mussulman,  who  alone, 
they  were  told,  would  have  any  chance 
of  success  in  negotiating  with  the  Sou- 
danese ?  What  has  been  the  result  of 
your  action  there  ?  You  have  killed 
some  hundreds — perhaps  some  thousands 
— of  Arabs,  a  brave  foe,  but  no  match 
for  your  weapons  of  precision,  a  foe 
described  in  words  of  eloquence  by  an 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  no  longer  in 
this  House,  who,  speaking  with  personal 
knowledge,  for  he  himself  had  fought 
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supply  the  House  with  one  or  two 
specific  pieces  of  information.  I  want 
to  know  whether,  in  the  country  known 
as  Mashonaland,  between  British  Bechu- 
analand  and  the  Zambesi  Kiver,  there 
was  some  talk  of  a  concession  in  May 
of  last  year,  and  whether  Lord  Knuts- 
ford  then  declared  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>yemment  would  give  no  countenance 
to  any  concession  or  agreement,  unless 
it  were  concluded  with  the  knowledge 
and  approval  of  Her  Majesty's  High 
Commissioner?  To  that  I  expect  I 
shall  get  an  affirmative  answer ;  and, 
having  got  that  answer,  I  want  to 
know  whether,  since  the  Prorogation, 
the  Gk>vernment  had  become  aware 
that  Lobengula  has  made  a  con- 
cession of  certain  rights  to  a  Mr. 
Budd,  the  nominee  of  Mr.  Khodes,  a 
partner  in  business  transactions,  as 
stated  by  the  papers  and  vouched  by  the 
share  list,  of  the  High  Commissioner 
himself,  of  the  De  Beers  Mining  Com-* 
pany,  and  whether,  just  prior  to  the 
ooncession  being  granted,  or  at  the 
actual  state.  Sir  Sidney  Sheppard, 
the  Kepresentative  of  the  Government, 
was  present  at  Lobengula's  Kraal  ? 
What  report  he  made  to  Sir  Hercules 
Bobinson,  and  how  it  is  that  Mr. 
Bhodes,  who  was  represented  at  the 
shareholders'  meeting  as  the  proxy  of 
Sir  Hercules  Sobinson,  could  have  been 
permitted  by  the  Qovernment  to  be  the 
real  recipient  of  the  concession  under 
the  name  of  Mr.  Kudd  ?  I  acquit  Sir 
Hercules  Kobinson  of  anything  more 
than  this :  I  allege  that  no  Representa- 
tive of  Her  Majestv  in  the  position  of 
High  Commissioner,  being  a  shareholder 
in  a  company,  should  permit  a  oonces- 
sion to  be  granted  to  the  nominee  of  a 
ffentleman  who  appears  in  the  list  of 
Uie  company  as  his  proxy.  The  oon- 
cession has  been  granted,  and  I  deny 
that  Her  Majesty  ought  to  permit  or 
encourage  concessions  or  monoinJies  of 
any  of  the  rights  in  any  of  Her  Mi^jesty's 
dominions.  I  prav  the  iudulg«mi>e  of 
the  House,  but  this  st^oms  to  b«^  a 
matter  which  ought  not  to  pass  without 
some  word. 

♦Mr.  J.  0*rONNOU  Crippt^rwry. 
South) :  I  regret  very  luuoh  Umt  m>m*» 
right  hon.  Oeutleman  ou  tht»  iJovt^rw- 
ment  Bench  has  not  risen  to  rt^ply  to  the 
very  able  address  of  Uie  hon,  Mmub«4r 
for  Northampton  (Mr»  llr<%dUvi|rh) 
before  I  proc^  to  ask  the  Uouiie  to 
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direct  its  thoughts  to  another  matter 
mentioned  in  Her  Majesty's  gracious 
Speech.  The  particular  part  of  the 
Speech  to  which  I  wish  to  refer  deals 
with  the  manufactures  and  industries 
of  Ireland.  It  points  out  that  the  early 
attention  of  the  House  will  be  asked  to 
measures  for  developing  the  material 
resources  of  Ireland.  I  remember  that 
not  very  long  ago,  when  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  came  into  power,  their 
promises  were  very  numerous  indeed 
as  to  their  intention  to  devote  some  of 
the  revenues  of  the  three  Kingdoms  to 
the  development  of  the  industrial 
resources  of  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Faddington  (Lord  B. 
Churchill)  used  some  very  remark- 
able words,  and  many  Members  of  the 
Conservative  Party  expressed  to  me 
their  great  delight  that  it  had  fallen  to 
the  lot  of  the  Conservative  Party  to 
make  amends  for  the  past,  because 
England  owed  Ireland  a  good  deal  in 
that  respect.  If  we  carry  our  minds 
back  to  historical  periods,  we  find  that 
Irish  industries  were  ruthlessly  crushed 
out  of  existence  by  direct  legislation 
under  William  HI.  But,  great  as  the 
destruction  was  by  that  legislation,  the 
destruction  has  been  greater  still  by  the 
indirect  results  of  the  Act  of  Union. 
Before  I  proceed  to  show  the  results  in 
this  respect  of  the  Act  of  Union,  let  me 
draw  attention  to  the  state  of  Irish 
trade  during  the  existence  of  the  Irish 
Parliament.  The  Irish  people  have 
often  been  accused  of  slothfulness,  of 
not  being  suited  or  adapted  to  successful 
enterprize  in  the  direction  of  manufac- 
tures, but  I  pray  the  House  to  pardon 
me  while  I  read  a  few  paragraphs  from 
a  book  entitled  *'  Two  Centuries  of  Irish 
History,"  which,  I  Udnk,  wiU  set  that 
matter  at  rest.  At  page  104  it  is 
written — 

''The  truth  is.  as  British  official  records 
show,  that  the  Irish  trade  and  manufactures, 
si)  far  from  being  in  a  perishing  condition  at 
this  period,  had  snrun^  up  wiUi  marvellous 
TitiUity  and  Douri^ed  exceedingly.  Thus  the 
liriU«h  manufaoturer«  gare  evidence  that  their 
trade  in  9oap  and  candlee  to  North  America  and 
the  We*t  Indit's  had  *much  decreased  of  late.' 
*  To  wh«t  i>au»e»  do  \  vni  attribute  this  decrease  ? ' 
a»ktHi  \\\^  l«v^r\U  vvt  tho  (.Vmmittee  of  CounciL 
'  \V«>  iiuput««  it,*  was  the  tvply,  *  to  the  posses- 
»i%M\  the  lri»h  haw  now  |^.>t  of  that  traae  ;  we 
«>xiHvrt  but  vwv  few  candles  now  to  the  West 
lwdi#<k*  ** 

8\nu0    idtM  of  the   progress  made    in 
Irish  inanufkctures  may  be  formed  on 
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learning  that  from  1780  to  1783,  both 
inclusiye,  the  general  export  of  new 
drapery,  or  fine  sorts  of  woollen  goods, 
rose  from  8,600  yards  to  53,800 
yards  in  round  numbers;  and  of 
new  drapery,  or  coarser  kinds,  from 
420  yards  to  40,500  yards.  Only  1,000 
yards  of  fustians  were  shipped  to 
America  in  the  first  year,  whilst  47,000 
yards  were  exported  in  the  last.  Other 
Irish  manufactures  were  pressing  for- 
ward in  a  similar  manner,  and  some 
of  these  products  were  appearing  in 
foreign  markets.  What  I  particularly 
desire  to  point  out  is  that  this  great 
increase,  as  it  was  a  great  increase  at 
that  time,  occurred  under  very  g^eat 
difficulties  and  restrictions ;  because  we 
have  it  stated  in  the  book  from  which  I 
have  quoted  that  whilst  British  ports 
were  shut  against  manufacturing  Ire- 
land, Irish  ports  were  open  to  British 
goods.  Notwithstanding  this,  Irish 
trade  went  up  by  leaps  and  bounds.  I 
also  find  that  the  Irish  fisheries  were 
very  prosperous  in  those  times.  It  will  be 
remembered  by  many  hon. Members  that 
in  the  time  of  Lord  Beaconsfield  there 
was  a  discussion  upon  the  subject  of 
fisheries.  I  remember  well  that  the 
leader  of  the  Irish  people  at  that  time, 
Air.  Isaac  Butt,  proceeded  to  Glasgow 
to  defend  the  Irish  people  from  the 
accusations  made  against  them  by  Lord 
Beaconsfield,  that  they  were  too  lazy  to 
develop  their  fisheries.  I  think  it 
will  be  seen  from  the  quotation  with 
which  I  will  now  trouble  the  House 
that  when  the  Irish  people  were  masters 
of  their  own  destiny,  when  they  were 
encouraged  in  their  industry,  they  com- 
pared favourably  with  others,  and  even 
excelled  those  with  whom  they  were 
compared.  It  is  said  at  page  107  of 
**  Two  Centuries  of  Irish  History  " — 

<*  M^  were  brought  from  Ireland  to  teach 
the  naUves  of  Uist  the  manofactiire  of  kelp 
from  seaweed.  Others  were  brought  to  the 
Shetlands  because  of  their  dexterity  in  fidiing, 
and  because  they  could  go  out  two  months 
earlier  and  proceed  much  further  to  sea  than 
oould  the  natiyes  in  their  small  boats.  The 
inhabitants  of  Barra  learned  fish  curing  from 
the  Irish  fishermen,  who  had  a  H^hland 
fishery." 

They  went  even  further  a-sea,  and 
established  their  *'  great  fishery  on  the 
banks  of  Newfoundland,  which,"  in 
1875,  ''increases  daily."  This  was 
dae,  be  it  noted,  to  die  energy  and 
enterprise  of  the  old  natives  of  &eland, 


who,  homeless  in  their  Fatherland, 
poured  out  by  the  two  and  three  thou- 
sand annually,  and  remained  abroad  as 
residents,  in  spite  of  all  discouraee- 
ments.  The  British  who  went  usuiuly 
returned.  Newfoundland  was  practi- 
cally founded  by  Irish  Catholics.  The 
Irish  fishers  were  honest  dealers,  as 
well  as  skilled  curers.  Though  the 
Irish  herring  barrel  contained  only  28 
gallons  and  the  Scotch  32,  the  former 
sold ''at an  equal  or  superior  price." 
So  high  stood  the  Irish  name  that  their 
herrings  sold  "14}  per  cent,  dearer  than 
the  Scotch."  They  were  never  charged 
with  the  "  fraud,  perjury,  and  all  the 
tricks  which  ingenuity  could  invent  to 
rob  the  public  " — such  as  partly  filling 
barrels  with  stones  and  rubbish — which 
had  almost  entirely  destroyed  the  sale 
of  British  herrings  in  European  markets* 
That  is  the  testimony  as  to  Irish  in- 
dustry and  the  success  of  Irish  manu- 
factures taken  from  British  ojOicial 
sources,  and  under  the  disadvantages  I 
have  named,  when  there  was  a  higher 
tariff  in  England  and  a  lower  tariff  in  Ire- 
land, when  there  were  practically  open 
ports  in  Ireland  and  closed  ports  in  Eng- 
land ;  and  yet,  notwithstanding  all  these 
drawbacks,  Irish  industries  prospered 
under  their  Home  Parliament.  There 
were  in  1800  ninety  master  woollen 
manufacturers,  supplying  4,918  hands  in 
Dublin ;  but  in  lb40— forty  years  after 
the  Union  —  the  interest  was  dead. 
Similar  was  the  fate  of  the  wool  com* 
hers.  In  1841  no  less  than  thirteen 
carpet  manufacturers,  which  existed  at 
the  time  of  the  Union,  were  blotted  out 
of  existence.  In  1800  there  were  2,500 
silk  loom  weavers,  and  in  1840  not  one 
remained.  In  Kilkenny  there  were  fifty- 
six  blanket  manufacturers,  employing 
3,000  hands,  but  in  1822  there  was  not 
one  of  those  factories  left.  At  Balbriggan 
there  were  2,600  calico  weavers,  and  in 
1844  only  228.  In  Wicklow,  in  1841, 
there  were  none  of  the  1,000  handloom 
weavers  that  found  employment  there  in 
1820.  In  Cork  there  were  in  1800  1,000 
weavers  of  braid  and  2,000  worsted 
weavers,  3,000  hosiers,  700  wool  com- 
bers, and  2,000  cotton  weavers,  and  in 
1841  not  a  single  individual  was  em- 
ployed in  these  industries  there.  These 
figpares,  though  they  may  be  tedious  to 
the  House,  prove  my  contention  that  the 
Act  of  Union,  in  an  indirect  way,  had  a 
more  detrimental  effect  on  the  trade  and 
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indnshy  of  Ireland  than  the  direct  legis- 
lation of  William  IH.  The  fostering 
hand  of  the  Irish  Parliament  was  taken 
from  these  indostries,  they  lost  the  ad- 
rantage  of  Protection  laws,  while  at  the 
same  time  laws  of  Protection  prevailed 
in  England — or,  if  there  were  not  laws 
of  Protection,  there  were  at  least  boun- 
ties given  for  the  exportation  of  English 
manufactures;  and  these  manufactures 
found  their  way  freely  into  Irish 
ports  thereby  under- selling  Irish  pro- 
ducts. There  is  not  a  river,  stream,  or 
brook  in  Ireland  on  which  there  cannot 
be  pointed  out  the  crumbling  walls  of  a 
decayed  factory,  alike  a  manifestation  of 
the  past  industry  of  the  people,  and  the 
cupidity,  intolerance,  and  incapacity  of 
the  unkindly  rulers  of  the  country.  We 
were  promised  by  the  Tory  Government 
a  fine  thing,  but  these  promises  have 
not  been  fulfilled,  nor  is  it  stated  in  Her 
Majesty's  most  gracious  Speech  or  hinted 
at  by  any  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  what  the  nature  of  these  efforts 
will  be.  Will  they  be  confined  merely  to 
again  bringing  forward  those  schemes 
for  the  drainage  of  the  Bann,  Barrow, 
and  Shannon  ?  This  no  doubt  would 
benefit  agriculture  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  these  rivers,  benefit  an  industry  that 
at  the  present  time  is  well  known  not  to 
pay,  but  what  will  be  done  to  revive  the 
lost  industries  of  Ireland  sacrificed  to 
the  cupidity  of  the  English  people? 
Many  Members  opposite  have  told  me 
privately  they  thought  England  could 
not  tax  herself  too  much  in  order  to 
recoup  Ireland  for  the  great  losses  suf- 
fered in  the  past,  and  certainly  there  is 
fine  material  for  the  Government  to  use 
in  that  direction.  The  Irish  people  are 
an  artistic  people.  If  they  had  not  been 
confined  almost  entirely  to  agricultural 
operations  they  would  have  excelled  in 
manufactures  that  demand  the  exercise 
of  artistic  instinct.  It  is  a  well-known 
fact  that  in  all  the  operations  that 
demand  the  exercise  of  artistic  ability, 
and  where  Irishmen  have  the  opportu- 
nity of  competing,  they  carry  off  the 
prizes.  There  is  no  large  drapery  estab- 
lishment in  the  three  kingdoms,  where  an 
eye  for  colour  and  harmony  is  required, 
where  Irishmen  and  Irishwomen  are  not 
appreciated.  We  know  the  women  who 
make  Limerick  lace  display  an  innate 
artistic  sense  that  cannot  be  excelled.  I 
was  told  in  Cork  the  other  day  by  a 
gentleman  who  is  acknowledged  to  have 

Mr.  J.  (f  Connor 


been  most  successful  in  the  oomnmcial 
world,  a  gentleman  who  is  known  to 
many  opposite  who  just  now  smiled  at 
my  remarks.  Sir  John  Amott,  who, 
besides  being  proprietor  of  the  JHsh 
Times,  has  been  engaged  in  the  drapery 
business,  that  for  the  conduct  of  his  large 
departments  he  was  at  first  obliged  to 
engage  Englishmen  and  Scotchmen, 
but  now,  not  only  had  he  only  Irishmen 
in  his  Irish  establishments,  but  when  he 
wanted  men  with  an  artistic  eye  and 
mind  for  an  establishment  elsewhere  out 
of  Ireland  he  found  such  among  the 
Celtic  race  in  the  South  of  Ireland.  You 
have  all  the  material  in  Ireland  for 
building  up  successful  industries  if 
you  wish  to  set  about  it  in  the  proper 
manner — if  you  wish  to  return  to  the 
Irish  people  what  you  stole  from  them 
in  the  past.  I  am  curious  to  know  what 
the  proposals  of  the  Gt)vemment  will 
be.  I  can  assure  them  that  if  they  tax 
this  country  and  make  proposals  for  re- 
viving Irish  industries  they  will  re- 
ceive considerable  support  on  their  own 
side  of  the  House  and  in  the  country 
from  conscientious  people  who  have  read 
Irish  history,  grieve  for  the  injuries  in- 
flicted upon  Ireland  in  the  past,  and 
are  willing  now  that  reparation  should 
be  made.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
anything  further  to  say  on  the  subject. 
I  merely  advert  to  it  because  I  do  not 
think  it  will  form  part  of  that  more  im- 
portant debate  which  will  take  place 
next  week.  I  look  forward  with  curiosity 
and  anxiety  to  learn  the  proposals  of 
the  Government,  and  to  see  whether  they 
are  honest  in  their  professions  and  will 
redeem  their  promises  in  a  manner  to 
redound  to  their  credit  and  the  advan- 
tage of  Ireland. 

*The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  of 
STATE  for  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst, 
Chatham) :  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  will  believe  that  it 
was  from  no  want  of  courtesy  that  I  did 
not  reply  to  him  at  once.  He  raised 
some  very  important  issues,  some  of 
them  connected  with  the  Department 
for  which  I  am  here  responsible,  and  I 
was  anxious  to  see  whether  anyone  else 
on  the  opposite  side  desired  to  follow 
the  hon.  Member  and  urge  on  the 
Government  the  considerations  he  has 
advanced.  Of  course  the  power  of  the 
Government  is  limited;  they  can  only 
speak  once,  and  we  might  have  been 
hereafter  taunted  with  having  too  readily 
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rashed  upon  the  attention  of  the  Honse, 
not  giving  other  Members  an  oppor- 
tunity before  the  Minister  rose  to  reply. 
New   I  never  like  putting  myself  in 
opposition  to  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton,  because  I  find  the  princi- 
ples which  he  enunciates  in  his  speeches 
are  so  sound  and  generous  that  I  can 
only  attribute  the  unfortunate  appli- 
cation  of  them   he   sometimes  makes, 
to  his  judgment  being  warped  by  his 
occupation  of  a  position  in  that  quarter 
of  the  House,  and  I  fancy  that  if  I 
should  be  so  fortunate  as  to  live  to  see 
the  day  when  the   hon.    Member  for 
Northampton  is  himself  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  I  shall  find  that  he  will  come 
round  to  the  opinion  that  Governments, 
both  Liiberal   and   Conservative,  some- 
times try  to  do  right,  and  that  all  their 
actions  and  intentions  are  not  so  terribly 
immoral  as  Gentlemen   sitting  in  that 
quarter  of  the  House  affect  to  believe. 
I  can  speak  with  some  personal  know- 
ledge, for,  like  other  hon.  Gentlemen, 
I    have    sat    in    that    portion    of    the 
House,    and    I  can    assure    the    hon. 
Member     that     the     opinions     which 
an    outsider    is    apt    to    form  of  the 
intentions   and  designs  of    a  Govern- 
ment are   not  so  just  as  at  the  time 
they  sometimes  seem  to  be.     The  hon. 
Member   complains,    first   of   all,   that 
he  has  not  had  satisfactory  assurance 
of  the  extreme  solicitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  maintain  peace  abroad.     Now, 
I  really  do  not  know  what  assurance 
the  hon.  Member  can  require,  because 
no  longer  ago  than  the  beginoing  of 
last  Session  his  hon.  Colleague,  who  is 
extremely  vigilant  in  watching  the  Go- 
vernment, on  the  10th  of  February  de- 
manded an  assurance  of  this  kind.     He 
was  then  told  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affsdrs  that 
no  engagement  pledging  the  material 
action  of  this  country  had  been  entered 
into  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  which 
was  not  then  known  to  the  House.     My 
hon.  Friend,  being  further  catechized  as 
to  what  he  meant  by  material  action, 
replied  that  an  engagement  of  material 
action   implied   military  responsibility. 
Well,  the  hon.  Member  was  not  quite 
satisfied ;  he  returned  to  the  charge  on 
February  14,  and  then  quoted  some  state- 
ment which  appeared  in  a  Vienna  news- 
paper, and  asked  whether  the  statement 
that   Her  Majesty's  Government    had 
entered  into  any  undertaking  to  render 


material  assistance  to  a  European  Power 
under  certain  contingencies  was  or  was 
not  correct  ?    My  hon.  Friend  referred 
to  his  former  statement,  and  said  he  had 
already  stated   **  we  are  under  no  en- 
gagement   pledging    the    country     to 
military,  and  of  course  in  this  he  in- 
cluded '  naval,'  action,   except  such  as 
was  already  known  to  the  House,"  and 
in  a  debate  which   subsequently  took 
place  my  hon.  Friend,  speaking  with  that 
caution  and  sense  of  responsibility  which 
distinguishes    him,  and   with  that   ac- 
curacy of  information  which  attaches  to 
theEepresentative  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
entered  at  greater  length  into  the  sub- 
ject, and  in  the  strongest  and  most  dis- 
tinct language  declared  Her  Majesty's 
Government   were  not  parties   to   any 
engagement  or  any  kind  of  entanglement 
which  might  oblige  this  country  to  enter 
into  any  kind  of  aggressive  operations, 
military  or  naval.     Well,  of  course,  it  is 
the  business  of  hon.  Members  not  to  be 
satisfied  with  any  assurances  the  Go- 
vernment may  give,  and  the  only  objec- 
tion I  can  see  to  the  frequent  reiteration 
of  these  pledges  is  that  a  Government 
always  protesting  may  possibly  seem  to 
protest  too  much.     If  the  Government 
were    to    accommodate  hon.   Members 
with    a    declaration   whenever    it   was 
called   for,   it   might  be  assumed  that 
there  was  some  ulterior  purpose,  some 
hidden     design.      I     do     not     know 
whether    hon.     Members    will    accept 
an  assurance  from  me,  speaking  in  the 
hearing  of  Members  of   the   Cabinet, 
and  representing  the  India  Office,  which 
is  the  Department  of  Government  most 
liable  to   engage    in   war ;   but  I   can 
assure    hon.   Gentlemen    there     is    no 
object  which    Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment more   sedulously  strive  for  than 
the    maintenance   of    peace    in    every 
part    of    the    Empire;    that    there    is 
nothing  which  the  Government  regard 
with  so  much  horror  as  the  calamity  of 
being    compelled,    under    any   circum- 
stances, to  have  recourse  to  the  violence 
of  war.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
hon.  Member  scarcely  bears  sufficiently 
in  mind  the  difference  between  aggres- 
sive  and    defensive    warlike    prepara- 
tions ;  that  is  one  of  the  political  lessons 
which  experience  of  Office  would  very 
likely  teach  him.  The  Government  of  the 
United  Kingdom — I  do  not  care  whether 
Liberal  or  Conservative — must  be  a  Go- 
vernment of  peace.     But  it  must  also  be 
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a  Government  of  defence  ;  and  all  the 
xnilitaiy  and  naval  proposals  ever  made 
to  this  House  by  any  Government  are 
never  made  in  the  interests  of  aggres- 
sion, but  of  defence.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton, in  that  general  and  airy 
way  in  which  he  sometimes  expresses  his 
political  opinions,  says  that  military  and 
naval  expenditure  has,  during  the  past 
twenty- five  years,  been  far  too  largely 
increased.  But  I  think  it  would  be  better 
if  hon.  Members  would  give  some  specific 
instances  of  such  expenditure  during 
the  past  twenty-five  years  which  is  now 
disapproved  of.  If  it  could  be  pointed 
out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  the  provision  made  for  military  re- 
sources, for  the  Navy,  or  for  materials 
to  meet  the  possible  contingency  of  war, 
is  too  large,  I  am  sure  such  observations 
will  receive  the  attention  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  ;  and  if  it  could  be  shown  there 
ill  good  ground  for  the  opinion,  I  am 
sure  he  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  have  good  reason  to  rejoice.  But 
1  venture  to  differ  with  hon.  Members, 
and  I  believe  the  general  opinion  is  that, 
so  far  from  there  having  been  excessive 
naval  and  military  expenditure,  this  ex- 
penditure has,  during  the  last  twenty- 
five  years,  been  reduced  to  an  imprudent 
and  a  dangerous  point,  and  it  is  the  gene- 
ral public  opinion  that  the  time  has  come 
when,  in  the  interest,  not  of  aggression, 
but  of  the  defence  of  the  Empire  and  its 
commerce,  it  is  necessary  to  review  our 
naval  and  military  expenditure,  with  a 
view  to  increasing  it.  And  now,  in  re- 
gard to  the  special  topics  alluded  to,  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  most  of 
them  have  relation  to  the  Department 
of  Foreign  Affairs,  and  would  have  been 
dealt  with  by  my  hon.  Friend,  if  he 
were  able  again  to  address  the  House. 
I  hope,  however,  the  hon.  Member  will 
accept  me  as  a  substitute,  though  I 
cannot  speak  with  an  equal  sense  of 
responsibility,  or  display  the  same 
familiarity  with  details.  The  first  topic 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton favoured  the  House  was  a 
sort  of  after-clap  of  the  debate  on 
the  Suakin  Expedition.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  very  courageous  in  reminding 
the  House  of  that  debate— an  older 
Parliamentary  hand  would  have  been 
less  ready  to  recall  the  prophecies 
and  predictions  with  which  we  were 
then  favoured,  and  which  were  so 
signally    falsified     by     the    result    of 

Sir  John  QorH 


events.  I  do  not  understand  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  committed  them 
solves  to  the  admission  that  this  country 
is  under  engagement  with  the  Eig^ptian 
Government  to  protect  either  Suakin  or 
any  of  the  Bed  Sea  ports,  but  it  is 
undoubtedly  the  fact  that  this  country 
has  pursued  the  policy  of  defending  the 
Bed  Sea  ports  of  the  Egyptian  Gt)vem- 
ment,  not  only  during  the  tenure  of 
Office  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers, 
but  during  a  considerable  course  of  time 
and  in  pursuance  of  that  continuity  of 
foreign  policy  which  on  most  subjects 
prevails. 

«Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  quoted  exactly 
the  words  reported  in  the  Timn  to  the 
effect  that  in  their  Egyptian  policy  the 
Government  were  bound  by  certain  en- 
gagements entered  into  with  the 
Egyptian  Gt>vemmeut  by  their  Pre- 
decessors in  Office,  and  to  those  engage- 
ments they  loyally  adhered.  The  pro- 
tection of  the  Bed  Sea  ports  was  part 
of  these  engagements,  and  Suakin  was 
one  of  those  ports. 

*SiR  JOHN  GORST:  I  do  not  know 
and  of  course  cannot  answer  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  report,  but  clearly  what 
is  meant  is  that  happily  on  most  sub- 
jects the  foreign  policy  of  the  country 
is  continuous.  The  policy  instituted  by 
our  Predecessors  in  Office  is  in  its  main 
incidents  faithfully  followed  out  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  What  is  meant 
is  this — that  previous  Gt>vernment8 
had  entered  into  a  certain  course  of 
policy  in  reference  to  the  Red  Sea  ports, 
had  made  engagements — not  in  the 
sense  of  Treaties  by  which  a  Govern- 
ment is  legally  bound,  but  had  -com- 
menced a  course  of  policy  which  the 
present  Government  felt  bound  to  carry 
out.  I  would  remind  hon.  Members  of 
one  or  two  passages  in  which  that  policy 
is  set  out  in  despatches  from  Lord  Gran- 
ville.     In  a  despatch  of  December  Idth, 

1R83,  and  to  be  found  in  the  Egyptian 
papers  presented  in  the  following  year, 
Lord  Granville  advised  the  Government 
of  the  Khedive  to  come  to  an  early 
decision  to  abandon  all  territory  south  of 
Assouan  or  Wady  Haifa — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  would  then  be 
prepared  to  assist  in  maintaining  order  in  Egypt 
proper,  and  in  defending  it  as  w^  as  the  ports 
on  the  Red  Sea." 

Then  a^ain  on  January  2nd,  1884,  in  a 
despatch  to  be  found  in  the  same  Blue 
Book,  Lord  Granville  used  these  words — 
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bearance  than  the  stoppage  of  the 
victorious  Indian  Army  on  the  frontier 
of  Thibet  and  the  absence  of  any  kind  of 
revenge  or  retaliation  for  the  gross  out- 
rage received  by  the  Indian  Govemmrnt. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  what  are  the 
negotiations  ?  The  negotiations  now 
in  progre^  are  going  on  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Gt)vemment  of  China, 
which  has  in  the  most  loyal  manner 
done  its  utmost  to  prevent  the  incur- 
sions of  its  vassal  on  Indian  territory. 
These  negotiations  have  for  their  object 
the  maintenance  of  peace  on  the  Sikkim 
frontier,  without  the  necessity  for  the 
large   body    of  troops  which,   in    the 

E resent  condition  of  affairs,  has  to  be 
ept  there.  The  hon.  Member  has 
asked  whether  we  are  likely  to  be  em- 
broiled with  China.  No,  Sir ;  there  is 
no  likelihood  of  that.  On  the  contrary, 
the  affair  of  Sikkim  has  cemented  the 
friendship  between  this  country  and 
China.  In  a  time  of  trial  the  Oovem- 
ment  of  China  behaved  in  a  most  loyal 
manner  to  the  Government  of  the 
Queen.  The  loss  of  life  which  has 
occurred  at  Sikkim  is  not  in  any 
way  attributable  to  any  want  of 
co-operation  on  the  part  of  the 
Chinese  Government.  it  is  simply 
the  case  of  rebellious  vassals  acting 
in  opposition  to  the  advice  and  com- 
mands of  the  Suzerain  Power,  and 
persisting,  in  its  fanatical  zeal,  in 
throwing  itself  against  the  British  rule, 
receiving  thereby  a  lesson  which  I  hope 
there  will  be  no  necessity  to  repeat.  A 
most  extraordinary  charge  has  been 
brought  by  the  hon.  Member  against  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  because  it  con- 
tains no  mention  of  India.  It  contains 
mention    of   India    because,  I  am 


''Her  Majesty's  Gtoyemment  will  on  their 
part  be  prepared  to  assist  in  maintaining  order 
m  Egjrpt  proper  and  continue  to  protect  the 
ports  on  the  Bed  Saa.*' 

I  refer  to  these  passages  to  show  that 
the  policy  which  was  instituted  at  that 
time  was  one  of  defending  Egypt  proper 
against  attack,  and  in  Egypt  proper 
they   included  ports  in   the  Ked  Sea, 
Suakin  among  the  number.     This  the 
present  Government  did   when  Suakin 
was  threatened,  not  by  the  tribes  in- 
habiting that  district,  but  by  dervishes 
coming  from  a  long  distance  off  who 
had  invaded  that    arritory.     Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  did  that  which  their 
Fredeeessors  had  on  certain  conditions 
engaged  to  do;  they  assisted  the  Khedive. 
Unfortunately  the  defence  of   Suakin 
was    not    effected    without    a    certain 
amount  of  loss  of  life,   which  every- 
body must  regret.     So  far  as  may  be 
judged  from  the  present  state  of  affairs 
at  Suakin,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  succeeded  in  preventing  the  danger 
which  once  appeared  to  threaten  Egypt. 
I  will  not  pursue  that  matter  further,  but 
I  must  express  my  astonishment  at  the 
observations  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  made  with  reference 
to  Sikkim.     The  hon.   Gentleman   has 
asked  me  to  inform  him  when  the  people 
of  Thibet  began  quarrelling   with  us. 
The  hon.   Member  is  able  to   answer 
that  question  just  as  well  as  I  am.     They 
began  quarrelling  with  us   when  they 
invaded  the  territory  of  Sikkim  with  an 
armed  force,  when  they  built  a  fort  on 
British  territory  and  occupied  that  fort 
for  a  considerable  time.     It   is  really 
monstrous    to     say    that    the    Indian 
Government  has  manifested  an  aggres- 
sive disposition  in  the  operations  which 
have  been  recently  carried  out.     All  that 
the  Indian  Government  has    done  in 
Sikkim  is  this.  After  enduring  for  an  al- 
most unreasonable  length  of  time  the  pre- 
sence of  this  hostile  and  invading  force  in 
their  territory,  after  giving  to  the  Chinese 
Government  ample  time  as  the  Suzerain 
Power  to  compel  its   vassal  to  remove 
this  gross  outrage  and  insult  to  a  friendly 
Power,  the  Government  of  India  at  last, 
when  every  effort  had  failed,  expelled 
from  their  own  territory  the  wrongfully 
invading  force,  and  abstained  from  any- 
thing like  a  counter-invasion.     I  do  not 
suppose  that  the  history  of  the  world 
has  exhibited  a  greater  example  of  for- 


no 

happy  lo  say,  there  is  nothing  con- 
nected with  our  Empire  in  India  which 
at  the  present  time  demands  the  atten- 
tion of  this  House  of  Parliament.  The 
prosperity  of  India  is  so  great,  the  wel- 
fare of  the  people  is  advancing  so 
rapidly,  and  everything  in  India  at  the 
present  time  is  so  prosperous,  that  if  this 
House  would  look  nearer  home,  and 
would  endeavour  to  make  some  other 
provinces  of  this  Empire  as  quiet  and  as 
orderly  as  India,  perhaps  the  time  of 
Parliament  would  be  better  occupied. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  ap- 
pears to  think  that  some  declaration  or 
statement  should  be  made  in  this  House 
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a  Goyernment  of  defence  ;  and  all  the 
xnilitary  and  naval  proposals  ever  made 
to  this  House  by  any  Government  are 
never  made  in  the  interests  of  aggres- 
sion, but  of  defence.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton, in  that  general  and  airy 
way  in  which  he  sometimes  expresses  his 
political  opinions,  says  that  military  and 
naval  expenditure  has,  during  the  past 
twenty- five  years,  been  far  too  largely 
increased.  But  I  think  it  would  be  better 
if  hon.  Members  would  give  some  specific 
instances  of  such  expenditure  during 
the  past  twenty-five  years  which  is  now 
disapproved  of.  If  it  could  be  pointed 
out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Elxchequer 
that  the  provision  made  for  military  re- 
sources, for  the  Navy,  or  for  materials 
to  meet  the  possible  contingency  of  war, 
is  too  large,  I  am  sure  such  observations 
will  receive  the  attention  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  ;  and  if  it  could  be  shown  there 
ill  good  ground  for  the  opinion,  I  am 
sure  he  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  have  good  reason  to  rejoice.  But 
1  venture  to  differ  with  hon.  Members, 
and  I  believe  the  general  opinion  is  that, 
so  far  from  there  having  been  excessive 
naval  and  military  expenditure,  this  ex- 
penditure has,  during  the  last  twenty- 
five  years,  been  reduced  to  an  imprudent 
and  a  dangerous  point,  and  it  is  the  gene- 
ral public  opinion  that  the  time  has  come 
when,  in  the  interest,  noi  of  aggression, 
but  of  the  defence  of  the  Empire  and  its 
commerce,  it  is  necessary  to  review  our 
naval  and  military  expenditure,  with  a 
view  to  increasing  it.  And  now,  in  re- 
gard to  the  special  topics  alluded  to,  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  most  of 
them  have  relation  to  the  Department 
of  Foreign  Affairs,  and  would  have  been 
dealt  with  by  my  hon.  Friend,  if  he 
were  able  again  to  address  the  House. 
I  hope,  however,  the  hon.  Member  will 
accept  me  as  a  substitute,  though  I 
cannot  speak  with  an  equal  sense  of 
responsibility,  or  display  the  same 
familiarity  with  details.  The  first  topic 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton favoured  the  House  was  a 
sort  of  after-dap  of  the  debate  on 
the  Suakin  Expedition.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  very  courageous  in  reminding 
the  House  of  that  debate— an  older 
Parliamentarv  hand  would  have  been 
less  ready  to  recall  the  prophecies 
and  predictions  with  which  we  were 
then  favoured,  and  which  were  so 
signally    falsified    by    the    result    of 
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events.  I  do  not  understand  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  committed  them 
solves  to  the  admission  that  this  country 
is  under  engagement  with  the  Egyptian 
Government  to  protect  either  Suakin  or 
any  of  the  Bed  Sea  ports,  but  it  is 
undoubtedly  the  fact  that  this  country 
has  pursued  the  policy  of  defending  the 
Bed  Sea  ports  of  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, not  only  during  the  tenure  of 
Office  of  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers, 
but  during  a  considerable  course  of  time 
and  in  pursuance  of  that  continuity  of 
foreign  policy  which  on  most  subjects 
nrevails 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  quoted  exactly 
the  words  reported  in  the  Timn  to  the 
effect  that  in  their  Egyptian  policy  the 
Government  were  bound  by  certain  en- 
gagements entered  into  with  the 
Egyptian  Government  by  their  Pre- 
decessors in  Office,  and  to  those  engage- 
ments they  loyally  adhered.  The  pro- 
tection of  the  Bed  Sea  ports  was  part 
of  these  engagements,  and  Suakin  was 
one  of  those  ports. 

**SiR  JOHN  GOBST :  I  do  not  know 
and  of  course  cannot  answer  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  report,  but  clearly  what 
is  meant  is  that  happily  on  most  sub- 
jects the  foreign  policy  of  the  country 
is  continuous.  The  policy  instituted  by 
our  Predecessors  in  Office  is  in  its  main 
incidents  faithfully  followed  out  by  the 
Government  of  the  day.  What  is  meant 
is  this — that  previous  Gt>vernments 
had  entered  into  a  certain  course  of 
policy  in  reference  to  the  Bed  Sea  ports, 
had  made  engagements — not  in  the 
sense  of  Treaties  by  which  a  Govern- 
ment is  legally  bound,  but  had  -com- 
menced a  course  of  policy  which  the 
present  Government  felt  bound  to  carry 
out.  I  would  remind  hon.  Members  of 
one  or  two  passages  in  which  that  policy 
is  set  out  in  despatches  from  Lord  Gran- 
ville. In  a  despatch  of  December  Idth, 
1883,  and  to  be  found  in  the  Egyptian 
papers  presented  in  the  following  year, 
Lord  Granville  advised  the  Government 
of  the  Khedive  to  come  to  an  early 
decision  to  abandon  all  territory  south  of 
Assouan  or  Wady  Haifa — 

**  Her  Majesty's  Clovemment  would  then  be 
prepared  to  assist  in  maintaining  order  in  Egypt 
proper,  and  in  defending  it  as  well  as  the  ports 
on  the  Red  Sea.*' 

Then  a^ain  on  January  2nd,  1884,  in  a 
despatch  to  be  found  in  the  same  Blue 
Book ,  Lord  Gbtoiville  used  these  worda — 


U\  Ma^'^ty^M  Mosi  I^bbttArt  22^  1889*  Oi^aetbui  6p$eek,         16$ 

<<Her  Majesty's  Gtoyemment  will  on  their 
part  be  prepared  to  assist  in  maintaining  order 
m  Eg]rpt  proper  and  continue  to  protect  the 
ports  on  the  Red  Saa." 

I  refer  to  these  passages  to  show  that 
the  policy  which  was  instituted  at  that 
time  was  ooe  of  defending  Egypt  proper 
against  attack,  and  in  Egypt  proper 
they  included  ports  in  the  Ked  Sea, 
Suakin  among  the  number.  This  the 
present  Government  did  when  Suakin 
was  threatened,  not  by  the  tribes  in- 
habiting that  district,  but  by  dervishes 
coming  from  a  long  distance  off  who 
had  invaded  that  arritory.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  did  that  which  their 
Fredeeessors  had  on  certain  conditions 
engaged  to  do;  they  assisted  the  Khedive. 
Unfortunately  the  defence  of  Suakin 
was  not  effected  without  a  certain 
amount  of  loss  of  life,  which  every- 
body must  regret.  So  far  as  may  be 
judged  from  the  present  state  of  affairs 
at  Suakin,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  succeeded  in  preventing  the  danger 
which  once  appeared  to  threaten  Egypt. 
I  will  not  pursue  that  matter  further,  but 
I  must  express  my  astonishment  at  the 
observations  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  has  made  with  reference 
to  Sikkim.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
asked  me  to  inform  him  when  the  people 
of  Thibet  began  quarrelling  with  us. 
The  hon.  Member  is  able  to  answer 
thatquestion  just  as  wellasi  am.  They 
began  quarrelling  with  us  when  they 
invaded  the  territory  of  Sikkim  with  an 
armed  force,  when  they  built  a  fort  on 
British  territory  and  occupied  that  fort 
for  a  considerable  time.  It  is  really 
monstrous  to  say  that  the  Indian 
Government  has  manifested  an  aggres- 
sive disposition  in  the  operations  which 
have  been  recently  carried  out.  All  that 
the  Indian  Government  has  done  in 
Sikkim  is  this.  After  enduring  for  an  al- 
most unreasonable  length  of  time  the  pre- 
sence of  this  hostile  and  invading  force  in 
their  territory,  after  giving  to  the  Chinese 
Government  ample  time  as  the  Suzerain 
Power  to  compel  its  vassal  to  remove 
this  gross  outrage  and  insult  to  a  friendly 
Power,  the  Government  of  India  at  last, 
when  every  effort  had  failed,  expelled 
from  their  own  territory  the  wrongfully 
invading  force,  and  abstained  from  any- 
thing like  a  counter-invasion.  I  do  not 
suppose  that  the  history  of  the  world 
has  exhibited  a  greater  example  of  for- 


bearance than  the  stoppage  of  the 
victorious  Indian  Army  on  the  frontier 
of  Thibet  and  the  absence  of  any  kind  of 
revenge  or  retaliation  for  the  gross  out- 
rage received  by  the  Indian  Gx)vemmrnt. 
The  hon.  Member  asks  what  are  the 
negotiations  ?  The  negotiations  now 
in  progre^  are  going  on  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Government  of  China, 
which  has  in  the  most  loyal  manner 
done  its  utmost  to  prevent  the  incur- 
sions of  its  vassal  on  Indian  territory. 
These  negotiations  have  for  their  object 
the  maintenance  of  peace  on  the  Sikkim 
frontier,  without  the  necessity  for  the 
large    body    of   troops   which,   in    the 

E resent  condition  of  affairs,  has  to  be 
ept  there.  The  hon.  Member  has 
asked  whether  we  are  likely  to  be  em- 
broiled with  China.  No,  Sir ;  there  is 
no  likelihood  of  that.  On  the  contrary, 
the  affair  of  Sikkim  has  cemented  the 
friendship  between  this  country  and 
China.  In  a  time  of  trial  the  Govern- 
ment of  China  behaved  in  a  most  loyal 
manner  to  the  Government  of  the 
Queen.  The  loss  of  life  which  has 
occurred  at  Sikkim  is  not  in  any 
way  attributable  to  any  want  of 
co-operation  on  the  part  of  the 
Chinese  Government.  It  is  simply 
the  case  of  rebellious  vassals  acting 
in  opposition  to  the  advice  and  com- 
mands of  the  Suzerain  Power,  and 
persisting,  in  its  fanatical  zeal,  in 
throwing  itself  against  the  British  rule, 
receiving  thereby  a  lesson  which  I  hope 
there  will  be  no  necessity  to  repeat.  A 
most  extraordinary  charge  has  been 
brought  by  the  hon.  Member  against  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  because  it  con- 
tains no  mention  of  India.  It  contains 
no  mention  of  India  because,  I  am 
happy  lo  say,  there  is  nothing  con- 
nected with  our  Empire  in  India  which 
at  the  present  time  demands  the  atten- 
tion of  this  House  of  Parliament.  The 
prosperity  of  India  is  so  great,  the  wel- 
fare of  the  people  is  advancing  so 
rapidly,  and  everything  in  India  at  the 
present  time  is  so  prosperous,  that  if  this 
House  would  look  nearer  home,  and 
would  endeavour  to  make  some  other 
provinces  of  this  Empire  as  quiet  and  as 
orderly  as  India,  perhaps  the  time  of 
Parliament  would  be  better  occupied. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  ap- 
pears to  think  that  some  declaration  or 
statement  should  be  made  in  this  House 
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agrgression  and  defence,  and  he  tells  us 
that  the  wars  of  this  country — at  any 
rate  under  the  present  Government — 
are  never  in  the  interests  of  aggression, 
but  always  for  defensive  purposes.  Well, 
when  in  the  whole  history  of  the 
world  did  anyone  hear  a  Govern- 
ment say  anything  else?  Did  any 
Government  ever  confess  to  making 
an  aggressive  war?  If  you  turn 
a  man  out  of  his  house  and  bolt  the 
door  after  him  you  call  it  '*  defensive 
operations  "  when  you  resist  his  attempt 
to  get  in  at  the  window.  And  this  is 
the  way  politicians,  generally,  argue 
about  aggressive  and  defensive  wars. 
Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under- 
Secretary  scarcely  appreciated,  I  think, 
what  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Northampton  said  as  to  the  German 
colonial  operations.  It  seems  to  me 
that  much  more  weight  should  be 
attached  to  the  German  operations  than 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seems  inclined  to 
give  to  them.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
show  a  wholly  insufficient  appreciation 
of  public  opinion  in  this  country  on 
this  matter.  Look  at  the  third  para- 
graph in  the  Queen's  Speech  :  — 

'*  I  have  consented  to  take  part  in  a  Confer- 
ence with  Germany  and  the  United  States  at 
Berlin  upon  the  affairs  of  Samoa,  in  continua- 
tion of  that  which  was  recently  assembled  at 
Washington.'* 

As  far  as  we  can  understand  it,  this 
country  has  been  much  more  inti- 
mately associated  with  Germany  in  these 
negotiations  than  it  has  been  with 
the  United  States,  and  yet,  surely, 
we  are  more  akin  to  the  United  States 
than  to  Germany.  "We  have  more 
traditions  in  common  with  them,  and 
I  cannot  but  believe  that  public  opinion 
in  this  country  desires  to  see  rather  a 
fraternal,  close,  and  intimate  alliance 
with  the  United  States,  than  an  intrigue 
and  conspiracy  with  a  despotic  power  of 
Europe.  But  the  Government  can  play 
on  public  opinion  when  it  pleases  them. 
In  one  of  the  paragraphs  of  the  Queen's 
Speech  there  is  allusion  to  the  Conven- 
tion that  has  been  entered  into  for  the 
suppression  of  bounties  on  the  export  of 
sugar.  Now  I  do  not  for  a  moment 
deny  that  the  Government  have  in  the 
country  a  certain  amount  of  public 
opinion  to  back  them  up ;  but  that 
opinion  is  generated  by  sectional  in- 
terests, and  it  is  an  opinion  that  takes 
altogether  a  mistaken  view  even  of  those 
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sectional  interests.  There  has,  an* 
doubtedly,  been  a  considerable  outcry 
about  the  injuries  done  to  our  native 
labour  by  the  bounties  given  to  foreign 
sugar ;  but  when  we  come  to  the  actual 
facts  we  do  not  find  that  outcry  to  be 
fairly  and  logically  justified.  I  will 
refer  to  a  Return  that  the  House  was 
good  enough  to  order  on  my  Motion  last 
Session — No.  353,  containing  a  previous 
Keturn  as  to  the  importation  of  sugar, 
and  the  various  sources  from  which  it 
is  brought,  and  the  amount  of  labour 
employed  in  refining.  This  Beturn, 
in  table  19,  page  26,  shows  that, 
in  estimating  the  amount  of  labour  em- 
ployed in  refining  at  30  hands  per  100 
tons  of  sugar,  and  making  no  allowance 
for  labour-saving  machinery,  in  1880 
there  were  4,450  persons  employed  in 
sugar  refining  in  this  country.  In  1884, 
although  sugar  bounties  had  been  in 
full  operation,  the  number  so  employed 
was  5,200 — a  very  respectable  increase, 
and  this  notwithstanding  that  ma- 
chinery is  certainly  decreasing  the 
number  of  hands  that  are  necessary  to 
do  the  same  amount  of  work.  In  1888 
the  number  had  fallen  to  4,260 ;  but 
those  who  examine  the  Beturn  will  see 
that  there  are  a  great  many  reasons 
which  may  possibly  account  for  that 
decrease  besides  the  influence  of  foreign 
bounties.  A  considerable  number  of 
changes  have  been  made  in  the  modu» 
operandi  of  refining  ;  different  classes  of 
sugar  are  required  now  from  what  were 
used  formerly ;  different  methods  are 
adopted,  and  there  is  a  constant  increase 
of  labour-saving  machinery.  Conse- 
quently it  may  be  that  this  diminution 
of  hands  is  owing  to  a  passing  crisis 
affecting  the  trade ;  but  even  if  that  is 
not  so,  I  ask  does  a  diminution  of  940 
hands  employed  in  the  sugar  refining 
business  justify  our  disturbing  the  com- 
merce of  the  whole  country  ?  Does  that 
small  decrease  in  the  number  of 
people  previously  employed  in  one 
particular  industry  —  not  a  very 
great  one — justify  our  doing  anything 
that  would  threaten  to  deprive  36,000,000 
or  37,000,000  of  our  population  of  cheap 
sugar  ?  I  never  heard  of  a  proposal  of 
so  vast  a  nature  being  made  upon  a 
narrower  basis  than  this.  But  there  is 
something  more  to  be  said.  The  Keturn 
also  shows  that  there  has  been  a  con- 
stant increase  in  the  number  of  hands 
employed  in  industries   which  depend 
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oonsiderablj  on  the  cheapness  of  sugar. 
The  hands  so  employed  in  London  and 
the  neighbourhood  are  6,000,  and  in  the 
whole  kingdom  there  are  at  least  12,000 
men,  women,  and  children  employed  in 
the  confectionery  and  other  sugar  indus- 
tries, as  against  4,000  or  5,000  employed 
in  sugar- refining.  There  are  other  facts 
which  go  far  to  show  that  our  sugar* 
refining  business  cannot  be  suffering  to 
the  extent  that  has  sometimes  been 
alleged.  The  same  Beturn  shows  that  in 
the  production  of  raw  sugar  the  British 
cane  plant  supplied,  in  1872,  11  percent, 
of  the  total  production  of  the  world, 
and  in  1888,  after  all  the  injury  alleged 
to  have  been  done  by  sugar  bounties, 
British  cane  supplied  precisely  the  same 
percentage.  The  absolute  quantity  was, 
in  1872,  325,188  tons,  and  iz  1888, 
542,290  tons — not  so  large  an  increase 
as  has  taken  place  in  other  trades,  but 
still  an  increase  that  should  not  be  de- 
spised. Of  ooiirse,  beet-sugar  has  in- 
creased enormously  ;  but  the  Return 
shows  that  the  increase  of  beet  has 
been  mainly  at  the  expense  of  foreign 
cane,  which  has  diminished  by  about 
5  per  cent.  This  further  point  is  to  be 
noted— that  between  1872  and  1887  the 
imports  of  raw  sugar  increased  more 
rapidly  than  the  imports  of  refined 
sugar.  Thus,  in  1872,  the  imports  of 
raw  beet  sugar  into  the  United  King- 
dom amounted  to  1,959,630  cwt.,  and 
of  refined  beet  sugar  to  1,719,000  cwt. 
But,  in  1887,  the  raw  imports  had  risen 
to  9,223,856  cwt.,  or  had  been  almost 
quintupled,  while  the  refined  imports 
had  not  been  quadrupled,  the  figure  at 
the  later  date  being  6,220.453  cwt. 
Now  this  preponderance  in  the  increase 
of  raw  imports  cannot  be  accounted  for 
by  the  needs  of  brewers.  It  shows  a 
growth  in  the  demands  of  our  home 
refiners.  I  cannot  see  that  the  sugar- 
refining  industry  of  this  country  is  falling 
off,  at  any  rate  to  such  a  degree  as  would 
justify  our  entering  into  a  Convention 
with  Foreign  Foweis,  which  may  have 
the  effect  of  requiring  us  to  exclude  the 
cheap  sugar  that  is  a  great  benefit  to 
our  poor  population.  I  ask  what  justi- 
fication Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
for  asking  for  so  great  a  change  of  the 
law  as  they  seem  likely  to  propose  in 
this  matter  ?  What  is  this  boasted  Con- 
vention? Her  Majesty's  Government 
gathered  together  Bepresentatives  of  a 
certain  nunioer  of  foreign  nations,  and 


there  was  grea^t  difficulty  in  getting 
them  to  agree.  Concessions  were  made, 
and,  after  all,  France  made  her  consent 
to  the  Convention  conditional  on  all  the 
gpreat  sugar-producing  countries  in  the 
world,  including,  I  suppose,  the  United 
States  and  Brazil,  coming  under  it. 
Well,  of  the  United  States  the  Govern- 
ment evidently  has  no  hope  whatever. 
The  United  States  simply  decline  to 
enter  into  the  Cmvention  on  any 
terms.  Brazil  is  willing  to  do  so  if  all 
other  sugar  countries  are  willing, 
and  I  do  not  therefore  see  that 
there  is  any  very  clear  prospect  of  that 
country  entering  into  the  Convention 
either.  Let  us  note  this  in  addition, 
that  France  makes  her  consent  depen- 
dent on  America  and  Brazil  being  in- 
cluded, and  that  Austria  makes  her 
consent  dependent  on  the  inclusion  of 
all  the  cheap  sugar-producing  countries 
in  Europe  in  the  arrangement.  How 
can  we  have  a  satisfactory  Convention 
when  such  a  state  of  disagreement 
exists  among  the  nations  who  profess  to 
enter  into  it  ?  But  even  if  there  had 
been  greater  agreement,  I  hold  that  a 
more  retrograde  or  more  mischievous 
step  has  not  been  proposed  for  years 
than  that  of  depriving  the  mass  of 
our  people  of  the  cheap  sugar  they 
now  enjoy  for  the  benefit  of  a  very  small 
fraction  of  the  population.  It  may  be 
said  that  the  Convention  could  work 
without  raising  the  price  of  sugar  in  this 
country ;  but  that  assertion  is  hardly 
consistent  with  the  complaint  that  our 
sugar  refiners  cannot  compete  with 
bounty- fed  sugar  on  account  of  the 
cheapness  of  the  latter.  It  is  against 
the  essential  and  fundamental  principle 
of  Free  Trade  to  deprive  our  poor 
people  of  the  right  to  go  into 
any  market  in  which  they  can 
honestly  buy  at  the  lowest  possible  price. 
Suppose  the  good  people  of  France  or 
Germany  were  to  offer  to  make  a  pre- 
sent of  some  50,000  bags  of  sugar  to  the 
poor  people  of  our  country,  I  wonder 
would  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  prohibit  the 
importation  of  such  a  handsome  pre- 
sent ?  I  do  not  believe  it  for  a  moment ; 
but  that  is  precisely  the  effect  that  will  be 
produced  by  this  Convention  if  it  works 
prohibitively.  Let  it  be  granted  that 
our  people  do  receive  sugar  more  cheaply 
than  they  ought  to  do — all  that  it  means 
is  that  they  get  more  sugar  for  the  same 
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price  than  they  would  otherwise  get — 
that  is  to  say,  they  get  somethiDg  be- 
sides what  they  would  receive  if  sugar 
were  at  a  higher  price.  It  may  be  said 
that  this  works  unfairly  upon  the  labour 
of  foreign  countries.  I  fear  it  may. 
The  system  of  bounties  is  thoroughly 
unsound  and  stron^dy  to  be  condemned ; 
but  the  people  of  France  and  Germany 
at  any  rate  do  this  thing  with  their  eyes 
open.  They  think  it  is  a  benefit  to  them. 
We  know  that  it  is  not  a  benefit  to  them, 
but  a  benefit  to  us.  But  still,  if  they, 
with  their  eyes  open,  willingly  of  their 
generosity  offer  to  our  poor  people  this 
good,  I  want  to  know  what  sound  poli- 
tical doctrine  requires  us  to  refuse  it  ? 
No,  Sir ;  the  true  policy  of  this  country 
is  to  show  its  unshaken  faith  in  Free 
Trade  ;  and  once  we  begin  to  limit  its 
operation  here,  and  to  take  precautions 
there,  we  shall  soon  be  landed  in  naked 
Protection.  When  other  nations  see 
our  Government  going  about  cap  in 
hand  requesting  them  to  enter  into  a 
Convention  of  this  character  they  will 
say  that  England  has  lost  her  faith  in 
Free  Trade,  and  that,  too,  at  a  time 
when  the  soundness  of  its  doctrine  is 
triumphantly  manifested  by  the  supe- 
riority of  our  commercial  position  to  that 
of  all  other  countries  in  the  world.  In 
conclusion,  I  take  this  opportunity  of 
giving  fair  warning  that  whatever  legis- 
lation is  necessary  for  carrying  out  this 
Convention  will  certainly  be  opposed 
tooth  and  nail. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  EEDMOND  (Fer- 
managh N.) :  I  was  not  able  to  put  the 
Question  I  had  on  the  paper  to-day  with 
reference  to  the  action  of  the  Austra- 
lian Colonies  in  regard  to  the  difficulty 
in  Samoa.  The  Question  I  had  on  the 
paper  was  with  reference  to  the  repre- 
sentations made  by  the  Federal  Council 
of  Australia  to  the  Imperial  Government 
in  regard  to  the  Samoan  Question.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  if 
he  can  explain  to  us  the  position  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  reference  to 
the  Australian  Colonies  on  this  ques- 
tion? The  Australian  Colonies  are 
affected  by  the  question  more  nearly 
than  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
of  Germany,  or  of  this  country,  and  they 
have  a  strong  feeling  that  they  ought  to 
be  directly  consulted  in  reference  to  it. 
At  the  Conference  which  is  to  take  place 
at  Berlin,the  Eepresentative  of  this  coun- 
try should  be  charged  with  special  in- 
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structions  upon  behalf  of  the  Australian 
people.  We  know  very  well  that  the 
Islands  of  Samoa  are  regarded  by  the 
Australian  people  with  a  certain  amount 
of  jealousy,  and  the  action  which  I  feel 
very  much  inclined,  and  which  a  g^eat 
many  people  are  very  much  inclined,  to 
call  the  piratical  action  of  the  Germans  in 
Samoa,  has  created  a  very  nasty  feeling 
amongst  the  people  of  the  Colonies.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  as  well  if,  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  some  state- 
ment had  been  made  in  reference  to  the 
representation  which  has  come  from 
Australia  on  this  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  has  referred  to  the 
friendly  terms  upon  which  this  country 
is  with  the  Chinese  Government.  But 
this  is  a  question  also  on  which  the 
Under  Secretary  for  India  can  inform 
me.  Last  Session  I  had  occasion  to 
put  several  questions  to  him  as  to  the 
negotiations  between  the  Government 
of  this  country  and  the  Government  of 
China  on  the  question  of  Chinese 
emigration  to  the  Australian  Colonies. 
That  is  a  question  upon  which  the 
Australian  people  feel  very  keenly.  I 
think  it  would  be  much  more  satis- 
factory if,  in  Speeches  from  the  Throne, 
the  Government  made  it  their  business 
to  put  in  a  paragraph  with  reference  to 
the  interests  of  the  Australian  people. 
You  expect  the  Australian  people  to  be 
thoroughly  loyal  to  this  country,  and  to 
submit  all  their  foreign  relations  to  the 
Government  of  this  country,  and  yet 
there  are  several  pressing  questions — 
there  is  the  question  of  Chinese  emigra- 
tion to  Australia,  upon  which  the  great- 
est interest  is  felt  throughout  all  the 
Colonies,  as  I  have  reason  to  know — of 
which  mention  of  some  kind  might  have 
been  made  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  together  with  a  deal  more 
about  the  interests  of  those  people  in 
the  Colonies.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  in  the  first 
place  whether  it  would  not  be  possible 
at  this  Conference,  so  nearly  affecting 
the  interests  of  the  Australians,  for 
an  Australian  Bepresentative  to  be 
present  with  the  representatives  of  the 
United  States  and  Germany ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
into  consideration  the  representations 
made  by  the  Australian  people  on  this 
question,  so  that  the  British  Ambassador 
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when  he  goes  to  Berlin  may  be  in  the 
position  of  speaking  in  a  thoroughly 
representative  way?  I  also  wish  to 
know  whether  there  is  any  information 
npon  the  question  of  Chinese  emigra- 
tion to  A.ustralia?  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  may  be  in  a  position 
to  answer  me  upon  this  point,  and  it 
would  obviate  my  having  to  put  a 
Question  on  the  paper  next  week. 

♦Thb  under  SBORBTARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Baron 
Henry  os  Worms)  (Tozteth,  East): 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
whose  absence  from  the  House  I  regret, 
has  alluded  to  some  concession  which  was 
given  some  short  time  ago,  and  which  he 
alleged  ought  not  to  have  been  granted, 
assuming  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  had  the  power  to  prevent  the 
granting  of  concessions.  The  territory 
in  which  the  concession  has  been  granted 
was  simply  within  the  sphere  of  Great 
Britain's  influence,  and,  although  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  power  to 
advise,  they  had  none  to  prevent  the 
grant  of  the  concession.  He  proceeded 
to  educe  from  the  fact  that  because  Sir 
S.  Shippard  visited  Mashonaland  he  was 
responsible  for  the  grant  made  there. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  Sir  S.  Shippard  was 
simply  concerned  to  investigate  the 
Grooelaar  incident,  and  to  prevent  a 
collision  between  two  chiefs,  Khama  and 
Lobengula,  and  his  visit  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  concession.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  made  a 
grave  charge  against  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son. He  has  suggested  that  the  con- 
cession had  been  improperly  granted 
through  influence  exerted  by  Sir  Her- 
cules Kobinson.  I  must  say  the  history 
he  gave  of  the  case  was  somewhat 
peculiar.  The  hon.  Member  stated  that 
Sir  Hercules  Robinson  was  a  share- 
holder in  a  certain  Company ;  that 
the  agent  of  that  Company  had  acted 
as  the  proxy  of  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son at  a  meeting ;  that  a  person 
acting  on  behalf  of  that  agent 
had  obtained  the  eoncession  in  ques- 
tion; and  that,  therefore,  it  was  by 
the  influence  of  Sir  Hercules  Robinson 
that  the  concession  had  been  improperly 
obtained.  Well,  Sir,  I  need  not  point 
out  that  in  everyday  life  men  who  are 
shareholders  in  Companies  are  often 
called  upon  by  circular  to  give  proxies 
to  someone  else,  but  I  have  never  yet 
heard  that  they  were  responsible  for  the 
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subsequent  action  of  their  proxies,  es- 
pecially in  the  de^ee  maintained  by  the 
hon.  Member.  It  is  only  fair  to  Sir 
Hercules  Robinson  to  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  written  by  him  on  the 
15th  of  January  last,  to  the  following 
effect : — 

'<A8  to  gold  mines,  gold  shares,  and  gold 
syndicates  and  conoessions,  over  which  the 
people  in  London  as  well  as  here  seem  to  have 
simply  gone  mad,  I  have  never  touched  one  of 
them,  and  am,  neither  directly  nor  indirectly, 
interested  in  anything  of  tiie  kind.  In  the 
furious  soramhle  for  concessions  which  has 
taken  place  the  wildest  falsehoods  are  in- 
vented. * 

There  is,  then,  no  foundation  for  the 
statement  that  any  influence  has  been 
brought  to  bear  for  the  granting  of 
this  concession  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  country  in  question 
is  not  under  a  British  protectorate,  but 
simply  in  the  sphere  of  British  in* 
fluence.  All  the  Government  can  do  is 
to  advise  the  chiefs  not  to  foolishly 
grant  concessions.  We  cannot  prevent 
their  so  doing,  but  it  is  our  endeavour 
to  protect  them  and  the  investing  public 
as  far  as  possible.  With  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Fermanagh,  the  Government  has  not 
received  the  resolution  in  question  re- 
lating to  Samoa,  though  we  know  by 
telegram  that  it  is  on  the  road.  It 
womd  be  absolutely  unnecessary  for 
Australia  to  be  specially  represented  at 
the  Conference  on  Samoan  affairs,  be* 
cause  the  representation  of  Great 
Britain  would  insure  the  representation 
of  all  Imperial  interests.  With  regard 
to  the  Chinese  Question,  I  have  nothing 
further  to  add  to  what  I  said  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  last  Session.  We 
have  had  no  further  representations 
from  the  Colonies  on  the  subject.  Of 
course,  should  there  be  any  representa* 
tions  they  will  certainly  not  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  Government. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  remember 
that  he  informed  us  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  representations  from  the  Colonies 
last  Session  on  the  Chinese  Question, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  entered 
into  negotiations  with  the  Chinese  Go* 
vemment,  and  it  is  with  reference  to 
those  negotiations  that  I  proposed  to 
ask  a  question. 

♦Babow  HENET  m  WOEMS  :  The 
result  of  those  negotiations  is  not  yet 
known,  and  that  is  a  matter  whift\^  ^^^j^ 
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price  than  they  would  otherwise  get — 
that  is  to  Bay,  they  get  something  be- 
sides what  they  would  receive  if  sugar 
were  at  a  higher  price.  It  may  be  said 
that  this  worts  unfairly  upon  the  labour 
of  foreign  countries.  I  fear  it  may. 
The  system  of  bounties  is  thoroughly 
unsound  and  strongly  to  be  condemned  ; 
but  the  people  of  France  and  Germany 
at  any  rate  do  this  thing  with  their  eyes 
open.  They  think  it  is  a  benefit  to  them. 
We  know  that  it  is  not  a  benefit  to  them, 
but  a  benefit  to  us.  But  still,  if  they, 
with  their  eyes  open,  willingly  of  theit 
generosity  offer  to  our  poor  people  thia 
good.  I  want  to  know  what  sound  poli- 
tical doctrine  requires  us  to  refuse  it  ? 
No,  Sir ;  the  true  policy  of  this  country 
is  to  show  its  unshaken  faith  in  Free 
Trade  ;  and  once  we  begin  to  limit  its 
operation  here,  and  to  take  precautions 
there,  ne  shall  soon  be  landed  in  naked 
Protection.  When  other  nations  see 
our  GoTemment  going  about  nap  in 
hand  requesting  them  to  enter  into  a 
Convention  of  this  character  they  will 
say  that  England  has  lost  her  faith  in 
Free  Trade,  and  that,  too,  at  a  time 
when  the  soundness  of  its  doctrine  is 
triumphantly  manifested  by  the  supe- 
riority of  our  commercial  position  to  that 
of  ail  other  countries  in  the  world.  In 
conclusion,  I  take   this  opportuuity  of 

K'ving  fair  warning  that  whatever  legis- 
tion  is  necessary  for  carrying  out  this 
Convention  will  certainly  bo  opposed 
tooth  and  nail. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMONI>  (Fer- 
managh N.}:  I  was  not  able  to  put  the 
Questjou  I  had  on  the  paper  to-day  with 
reference  to  the  action  of  tbe  Austra- 
lian Colonies  in  regard  to  the  difficulty 
in  Samoa.  The  Question  I  had  on  the 
paper  was  with  reference  to  the  repre- 
sentations made  by  the  Federal  Council 
of  Australia  to  the  Imperial  Govemmeut 
in  regard  to  the  Samoan  Question.  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  if 
he  can  explain  to  us  the  position  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  with  reference  to 
the  Australian  Colonies  on  this  ques- 
tion ?  The  Australian  Colonies  aro 
affected  by  the  question  more  nearly 
than  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
of  Germany,  or  of  this  country,  aud  they 
have  a  strong  feeling  that  they  ought  to 
be  directly  consulted  in  reference  to  it. 
At  the  Conference  which  is  to  take  place 
at  Berlin,  the  BepreseDtative  of  this  coun- 
try should  be  charged  with  special  in- 
Mr.  PicUn 


■truotiona  upon  behalf  of  the  Australian 
people.  We  know  very  well  that  the 
Islands  of  Samoa  are  regarded  by  the 
Australian  people  with  a  certain  amount 
of  jealousy,  and  the  action  which  I  feel 
very  much  inclined,  and  which  a  great 
many  people  are  very  much  inclined,  to 
call  the  piratical  action  of  the  Germans  in 
Samoa,  has  created  a  very  nasty  feeling 
amongst  the  people  of  the  Colonies.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  as  well  if,  in 
the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  some  state- 
ment nad  been  made  in  reference  to  the 
representation  which  has  come  from 
Australia  on  this  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  has  referred  to  the 
friendly  terms  upon  which  this  country 
ia  with  the  Chinese  Government.  But 
this  is  a  question  also  on  which  tbe 
Under  Secretary  for  India  can  inform 
ma.  Last  Session  I  had  occasion  to 
put  several  questions  to  him  as  to  the 
negotiations  between  the  Government 
of  this  country  and  the  Government  of 
China  on  the  question  of  Chinese 
emigration  to  the  Australian  Colonies. 
That  ia  a  question  upon  which  the 
Australian  people  feel  very  keenly.  I 
think  it  would  be  much  more  eatis- 
factory  if,  in  Speeches  from  tbe  Throne, 
the  Government  made  it  their  business 
to  put  in  a  paragraph  with  reference  to 
the  interests  of  the  Australian  people. 
You  expect  the  Australian  people  to  he 
thoroughly  loyal  to  this  country,  and  to 
submit  all  their  foreign  relations  to  the 
Government  of  this  country,  and  yet 
there  are  several  pressing  questions — 
there  is  the  question  of  Chinese  emigra- 
tion to  Australia,  upon  which  the  great- 
est interest  is  felt  throughout  aU  the 
Colonies,  as  I  have  reason  to  know — of 
which  mention  of  some  kind  might  have 
been  made  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  together  with  a  deal  more 
about  the  interests  of  those  people  in 
the  Colonies.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Ooloniea  in  the  first 
place  whether  it  would  not  be  possible 
at  this  Conference,  ao  nearly  affecting 
the  interests  of  the  Australians,  for 
an  Australian  Kepresentative  to  be 
present  with  the  representatives  of  the 
United  States  and  Germany  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  the  Government  will  take 
into  coneddetation  the  rcpioacntations 
made  by  the  Aus  people  on  this 
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whan  he  goes  to  Berlin  ma;  ba  in  the 
position  of  speaking  in  a  thoroughly 
repress Qtative  way  f  I  also  wish  to 
know  whether  there  is  an;  information 
upon  the  question  of  Chinese  emigra- 
tion to  Australia  T  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau  ma;  be  in  a  position 
to  answer  me  upon  this  point,  and  it 
would  obviate  my  baring  to  put  a 
Question  on  the  paper  next  week. 

•Thb  UNDEE  8ECRETAET  ot 
STATE  Foa  the  COLONIES  (Baron 
HsHBT  DK  WoaKs)  (Toxteth,  East) : 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton, 
whose  ahsenoe  from  the  House  I  regret, 
has  alluded  to  some  concession  which  was 
giren  some  short  time  ago,  and  which  he 
alleged  ougbt  not  to  have  been  granted, 
assuming  that  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  had  the  power  to  prevent  the 
granting  of  concessions.  The  territory 
in  which  the  concession  has  been  granted 
was  simply  within  the  sphere  of  Great 
Britain's  influence,  and,  although  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  power  to 
advise,  they  had  none  to  prevent  the 
grant  of  the  concession.  He  proceeded 
to  educe  from  the  fact  that  because  Sir 
8.  Shippard  visited  Mashonaland  he  was 
responsible  for  the  grant  made  there. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  Sir  S.  Shippard  was 
simply  concerned  to  investigate  the 
OtoDelaar  incident,  and  to  prevent  a 
collision  between  two  chiefs,  Khama  and 
Lobengula,  and  his  visit  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  concession.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  made  a 
grave  charge  against  Sir  Hercules Bobin- 
son.  He  has  suggested  that  the  con- 
cession  had  been  improperly  panted 
through  influence  exerted  by  Sir  Her- 
cules Bohinson.  I  must  say  the  history 
he  gavB  of  the    case    was    somewhat 

Secwiar.  The  hon.  Member  stated  that 
ir  Hercules  Bobinson  was  a  share- 
holder in  a  certain  Company ;  that 
the  agent  of  that  Company  had  acted 
as  the  proxy  of  Sir  Hercules  Bobin- 
son at  B  meeting  ;  that  a  person 
acting  on  behalf  of  that  agent 
had  obtained  the  aoncesaion  in  ques- 
tion;  and  that,  therefore,  it  was  by 
the  inflaenoe  of  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson 
tfaatthe  oonoession  had  been  improperly 
obtained.  Well,  Sic,  I  need  not  point 
out  that  in  ev— '-.y  li'~  men  who  are 
■hanholdn*  i     u<  are  o 
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subsequent  action  of  their  proxies,  es- 
pecialfy  in  the  degree  maintained  by  the 
hon.  Member.  It  is  only  fair  to  Sir 
Hercules  Bobinson  to  read  an  extract 
from  a  letter  written  by  him  on  the 
Idth  of  January  last,  to  the  following 
effect  :— 

"As  to  tp>\&  mines,  gold  iharea,  and  gold 
«7iidiostaB  and  cobceesions,  over  which  the 
people  in  Loadon  as  well  ai  here  leem  to  have 
simply  gone  msd,  I  have  nevar  touched  one  of 
them,  and  am,  neither  directly  nor  indirectly, 
interested  in  anything  of  Uie  kind.  In  tbe 
tiuionB  soTsinble  for  concsBoiont  which  has 
taken  plaoe  the  wildest  falaehoods  are  in- 
vented.'' 

There  is,  then,  no  foundation  for  the 
statement  that  any  influence  has  been 
brought  to  bear  for  the  granting  of 
this  concession  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  country  in  question 
is  not  under  a  British  protectorate,  but 
simply  in  the  sphere  of  British  in- 
fluence. All  the  Govomment  can  do  is 
to  advise  the  chiefs  not  to  foolishly 
grant  concessions.  We  cannot  prevent 
Uieir  so  doing,  but  it  is  our  endeavour 
to  protect  them  and  the  investing  public 
as  far  as  possible.  With  reference  to 
the  remarks  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Fermanagh,  the  Qovemment  has  not 
received  the  resolution  in  question  re> 
lating  to  Samoa,  though  we  know  by 
telegram  that  it  is  on  the  road.  It 
woiud  be  absolutely  unnecessary  for 
Australia  to  be  specially  represented  at 
the  Conference  on  Samoan  affairs,  be- 
cause the  representation  of  Great 
Britain  would  insure  the  representation 
of  all  Imperial  interests.  With  regard 
to  the  Chinese  Question,  I  have  nothing 
further  to  add  to  what  I  said  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  last  Session.  We 
have  bad  no  further  representations 
&om  the  Colonies  on  the  subject.  Of 
course,  should  there  be  any  representa- 
tione  they  will  certainly  not  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  Government. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND :  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  will  remember 
that  he  informed  us  that,  inconsequence 
of  the  representations  from  the  Colonies 
last  Session  on  the  Chinese  Question, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  entered 
into  negotiations  with  the  Chinese  Go- 
vernment, and  it  is  with  reference  to 
those  negotiations  that  I  proposed  to 
ask  a  question. 

*BAaoM  HENBT  t>i  WOBMS :  The 
reault  of  thoae  negotiations  is  not  yet 
known,  and  that  is  a  mattar  which  doea 
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possibility  of  such  a  raling,  I  want  an 
assurance  from  the  GoTemment  that 
they  will  gire  us  the  fullest  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  whole  Convention. 
[The  OhancelloT  of  the  Exchequer  at 
this  point  returned  to  his  seat,  and  Sir 
Lyon  Flayfair  repeated  his  request,  and 
went  on  to  say]  :  For  my  part,  I  think 
the  Oonyention  an  essentially  bad  one. 
I  think  that  it  is  impracticable  in  its 
working,  and  that  it  will  bring  us  into 
collision  with  other  countries  if  its 
powers  are  put  into  execution.  Under 
it  we  haye  to  g^ve  up  our  free  will,  and 
hare  to  trust  to  a  majority  of  other 
nations  as  to  whether  sugar  imported 
from  other  nations  is  bounty-fed  or  not. 
Thinking  that  the  Convention  is  a  bad 
one,  and  believing  also  that  the  working 
classes  will  suffer  very  injuriously  by  it, 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House,  or,  at 
least,  many  of  us,  are  exceedingly 
anxious  to  diseuss  the  matter  in  the 
fullest  way,  but  think  it  would  be  quite 
absurd  to  attempt  to  discuss  it  upon  the 
Address  in  reply  to  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech. 

Mr.  E.  a.  ALLISON  (Cumberland, 
Eskdale) :  I  think  hon.  Members  have 
a  great  cause  of  complaint  that  they 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  hitherto  of 
discussing  this  important  matter.  There 
are  .some  people  who  think  that  all 
Treaties  and  Conventions  should  be 
brought  before  the  House  at  an  early 
stage.  I  certainly  think  that  a  Conven- 
tion of  this  character,  which  deals  with 
most  important  questions,  and  which  is 
so  entirely  at  variance  with  the  com- 
mercial principles  which  this  country 
has  so  long  professed,  should  have  been 
laid  before  Parliament  before  the  Go- 
vernment committed  themselves  so 
deeply  to  it.  I  must  confess  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  (Baron  H.  de 
Worms)  were  now  present,  I  should 
condole  with  him  on  the  circumstances 
under  which  he  made  his  speech :  he,  an 
ardent  free  trader,  was  supported  by 
two  of  the  most  ardent  Protectionists  in 
the  House.  I  only  hope  the  same  cheers 
will  await  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer when  he  undertakes  what  the 
Timai  told  him  the  other  day  would  be 
the  most  difficult  task  of  the  pro- 
gramme he  has  before  him  this  Session. 
The  whole  circumstances  under  which 
this  Convention  has  been  made  are  of 
the  most  humiliating  character  to  this 
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country.  Surely  no  more  humiliating 
spectacle  has  ever  been  revealed  than 
that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Baron 
H.  de  Worms)  going  about  the  Conti- 
nent endeavouring  to  get  up  this  Con- 
vention. No  one  who  reads  the  Beport 
of  the  Convention  that  has  been  issued 
can  doubt  for  a  moment  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  either  willingly,  or 
unwillingly,  the  mere  tool  or  dupe  of 
those  with  whom  he  was  conducting 
the  negotiations,  and  that  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  countries,  Protectionist 
themselves,  were  only  too  glad  to  win  so 
cheap  a  triumph  over  one  who  professed 
to  be  so  ardent  a  free  trader.  It  is  true  he 
posed  very  largely  as  an  adherent  of  the 
Free  Trade  policy  ;  but  he  seemed  only 
too  ready  to  lower  his  flag  at  the  first 
summons  of  the  foe.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man, whose  lavish  hospitalities  were 
the  theme  of  so  many  eulogiums,  was 
careful  from  time  to  time,  by  way  of 
keeping  up  the  farce  at  which  he  was 
assisting,  to  raise  his  professions  in 
favour  of  that  very  Free  Trade  which, 
in  my  opinion,  he  was  deliberately  be- 
traying. When  the  moment  for  deliver- 
ing the  final  stab  came — when  on  the 
7th  of  May  he  announced  the  adhesion 
of  the  Cabinet  to  countervailing  duties 
— he  declared  the  final  surrender  to 
those  demands  which  are  absolutely 
hostile  to  the  principles  of  that  Free 
Trade  which  we  believe  to  be  so  essen« 
tial  to  the  welfare  of  our  country.  And 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  closing 
address  he  made  to  his  dear  Colleagues 
before  the  Conference  separated,  said 
that  Great  Britain  ^'  has  shown  no  symp- 
toms of  a  return  to  the  Protectionist 
policy  against  which  the  nation  declared 
many  years  ago."  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  some  allusion  to  the  fact 
that  sugar  would  not  be  made  dearer 
but  we  are  all  accustomed  to  his  argu- 
ments on  that  point.  We  have  some 
strong  authorities  we  can  quote  against 
him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  came  to  the  conclusion,  in 
1881,  that  the  price  of  sugar  would  be 
increased  by  no  less  than  a  farthing  a 
pound,  which  meant  a  tax  of  three 
millions  sterling  on  the  great  masses  of 
the  people.  The  London  Workmen's 
Anti-Bounty  Association  came  to  exactly 
the  same  figure;  and  Mr.  Giffen,  in 
1884,  was  of  opinion  that  the  tax  put 
on  the  working,  classes   would  amount 
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that  will  be  beneficial  to  the  masses  of 
the  people  in  this  country — that  this  is 
not  class  legislation,  but  mass  legislation. 
We  have  felt — not  the  present  Govern- 
ment alone,  but  successive  Qovemments 
for  nearly  a  quarter  of  a  century — that 
the  bounty  system  is  absolutely  inde- 
fensible in  the  case  of  shipping  and  other 
matters,  as  well  as  in  that  of  sugar. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  appears  here  in  the 
character  of  Representative  of  Leices- 
ter. I  should  like  to  ask  him  a  question. 
Will  the  hon.  Member  address  a 
meeting  in  Leicester  and  advocate 
the  importation  into  this  country 
of  hosiery  on  which  a  bounty  had  been 
paid  by  Germany  ?  But  if  he  does  not 
advocate  a  bounty  being  given  by  Ger- 
many on  hosiery — which  she  could  per- 
fectly well  do — how  is  it  he  does  not 
agree  with  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  supporting  the  abolition  of  bounties 
on  sugar  ?  Surely  he  cannot  make  a  dis- 
tinction between  one  article  and  another? 
If  we  are  justified  in  receiving  bounty- 
fed  sugar,  we  are 'equally  justified  in 
receiving  bounty -fed  hosiery,  or  any 
other  article  on  which  on  which  it  might 
please  foreign  countries  to  give  a  bounty. 
If  such  a  state  of  things  becomes  gene- 
ral, the  home  trade  of  this  country  will  ^ 
in  a  very  few  years  be  almost 
ruined.  Th\%  is  not  a  question  of  free 
trade  ;  it  is  a  question  of  unfair  trade. 
Free  trade  is  what  the  French  call  Uhr$ 
iehange — a  free  exchange.  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  maintain  that  because  we 
open  our  ports  free  to  every  article  we 
are  bound  to  allow  all  articles  with  a 
bounty  in  advance  to  come  in  and  com- 
pete with  our  own  (i^oods  and  destroy 
our  manufactures  ?  So  long  as  we  get 
the  goods  somewhat  cheaper,  it  seems, 
according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  not  to 
matter  whether  or  not  a  few  thousand 
workmen  starve.  If  we  have  thousands  of 
workmen  out  of  employ,  what  becomes 
of  them  ?  Why«  they  and  their  families 
become  chargeable  to  the  rates.  On 
the  mere  question  of  money,  indepen- 
dently of  the  far  greater  humanitarian 
and  industrial  question,  the  position  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  absolutely 
indefensible.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that  certain  countries 
had  not  agreed  to  the  Ck)nvention, 
and  that  Austria  has  only  agreed 
to  the  Convention  on  the  condition  that 
all  the  countries  in  Europe  should  also 
agree.    That  ia  not  stnotly  accurate. 


Austria  said  she  would  reserve  her  right 
to  reconsider  her  position  if  certain 
European  countries  did  not  accept  the 
Convention,  and  France  also  said  she  re- 
served to  herself,  under  Article  VIH., 
the  right  to  come  into  the  Convention 
during  the  limits  of  time.  Now,  Sir, 
with  regard  to  the  prohibitory  clause, 
which  so  excited  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
ire,  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Member  has 
carefully  read  the  Convention,  for  the 
clause  only  comes  into  effect  by  the 
voice  of  all  the  signatory  Powers  to  the 
Convention.  It  is  a  joint  arrangement 
made  by  all  the  Powers  for  the  purpose 
of  suppressing  the  bounty  system,  which 
they  see  is  iniquitous.  Surely  all  who 
have  the  interests  of  the  masses  at 
heart  must  feel  great  relief  that,  after 
this  question  has  during  24  years  been 
considered  by  successive  Governments, 
Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  have 
been  fortunate  enough  to  convince 
foreign  Governments  of  the  folly  of  the 
bounty  system,  and  by  that  means  en- 
able our  own  sugar  trade  once  more 
to  thrive,  and  to  hold  out  some  hope  to 
our  Colonies  that  a  revival  will  take 
place  in  the  value  of  land  devoted  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  sugar  plant,  and  that 
an  industry  which  flourished  for  so 
many  years  may  once  again  take  the 
place  it  formerly  enjoyed. 
♦Sir  T.YON  PLAYFAIE  (Leeds,  8.) : 
I  am  afraid  what  I  intended  to  say, 
which  would  not  have  amounted  to  a 
speech  at  all,  but  simply  to  a  request  to 
obtain  information  from  the  Govern- 
ment, is  useless  just  now,  as  there  is  no 
Member  of  the  Government  present. 
My  object  was  to  state  that  this  is  a 
subject  of  such  large  dimensions,  and  of 
such  enormous  importance  to  the  work- 
ing classes  of  this  country,  that  it  is 
perfectly  impossible  to  discuss  it  satis- 
factorily or  adequately  upon  the  Address 
in  reply  to  the  Queen's  Speech.  I  will 
not  attempt  to  discuss  it  upon  such  an 
occasion.  All  I  wanted  was  an  assur- 
ance from  the  Government,  if  any 
Member  of  the  Government  had  chosen 
to  be  in  his  place  at  this  time,  that  there 
would  be  an  ample  opportunity  afforded 
for  the  discussion  of  this  question. 
The  Queen's  Speech  speaks  of  a  **  legis- 
lative provision."  Now  that  legislative 
provision  might  be  brought  forward 
on  such  a  narrow  basis  that  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  might  say  we  cannot  discuss 
the  Convention  upon  it.    In  view  of  the 
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ing  that  the  French  would  soon  give  the 
bounties  up.  We  have  oome  to  the 
rescue,  and  have  done  so  by  fettering 
ourselyes  with  chains  not  imposed  on 
other  nations.  We  are  taking  a  back- 
ward step,  and  it  is  for  these  reasons  I 
oppose  the  proposals  of  the  Government. 
I  hope  they  will  be  fully  discussed,  and 
I  trust  the  House  will  not  pass  them 
without  hearing  some  very  much  better 
arguments  than  those  we  have  yet  heard. 
*Mb.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) : 
As  the  House  will  have  another  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  this  matter,  I  do  not 
propose  to  discuss  it  at  any  great  length 
now.  But  I  think  I  should  be  wrong  if 
I  refrained  from  saying  a  few  words  on 
a  subject  which  affects  so  deeply  the 
constituency  I  represent.  The  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Allison) 
does  not  seem  to  me  to  call  for  any 
lengthy  or  elaborate  reply.  There 
were  two  points — two  only — in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  which  struck 
me  as  of  the  slightest  importance. 
ThQ  first  was  that  he  was  most  distinctly 
an  ardent  Free  Trader.  That,  of  course, 
goes  without  saying,  because,  with  very 
few  exceptions,  every  Member  of  the 
House  is  a  Free  Trader.  The  next 
point  was  that  he  is  not  only  an  ardent 
Free  Trader,  but  that  he  highly  disap- 
proves of  boimties.  It  will  be  observed, 
however,  that  between  his  disapproval  of 
bounties  on  the  one  hand  and  accep- 
tance of  the  practice,  though  not  of  the 
principle,  of  bounties  on  the  other, 
there  is  a  wide  gulf  fixed.  It  appears 
to  me,  if,  as  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands 
in  and  out  of  the  House,  bounties  are 
at  variance  with  the  principle  of  Free 
Trade  in  every  respect,  if  they  are  pre- 
judicial, and  part  and  parcel  of  the 
Protective  system,  then  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down,  and  others,  what  is  their  remedy, 
what  they  would  have  us  do  ?  I  would 
ask,  in  weighing  and  considering  this 
question,  whether  it  is  likely  to  be 
more  advantageous  to  this  country  that 
this  pernicious  system  should  continue 
to  exist,  or  whether  it  would  be  better 
to  put  an  end  to  it  by  such  means  as  we 
now  have  in  our  power  ?  In  the  first 
place,  I  am  disposed  to  agree  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite,  that  it  may 
be  possible  to  do  a  vast  amount  of  harm 
to  trade  simply  for  the  sake  of  mere 
cheapness  ;  but,  while  I  will  not  attempt 
to  carry  that  argument  any  distance,  for 
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it  remains  with  those  who  oppose  the 
Government  to  show  that  it  will  neces* 
sarily  follow  that  the  price  of  sugar  will 
be  enhanced  if  these  bounties  are  put 
an  end  to,  and  free  and  unrestricted 
competition  takes  place  throughout  the 
world,  I  believe  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
have  great  difficulty  in  proving  a 
case  of  this  kind.  I  believe,  on  the 
contrary,  that  by  the  removal  of 
these  bounties  you  will  stimulate 
enterprize  not  merely  in  the  trade 
with  which  my  constituency  is  concerned 
(refining),  but  you  will  stimulate  enter- 
prize throughout  our  Oolonies,  not  only 
in  the  West  Indies,  but  in  our  great 
Australian  Oolonies,  where  enterprize 
at  present  in  connection  with  the  pro- 
duction of  sugar  is  wellnigh  dormant. 
If  bounties  are  removed,  and  Free 
Trade  operates  throughout  the  world 
in  relation  to  sugar  production,  it  is  im- 
possible to  imagine  that  we  shall  not 
have  a  larger,  better  and  cheaper  supply 
than  we  have  at  present.  Therefore,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  action  of  the 
Government  is  simply  in  the  interest  of 
Free  Trade,  entirely  in  the  interest  not 
only  of  industrial  centres  in  this  country 
connected  with  this  particular  produce, 
but  in  the  interest  of  the  great  con- 
suming class  who  will  obtain,  I  believe 
— I  do  not  say  at  once,  I  do  not  say  that 
a  revolution  in  trade  will  be  immediate 
— but  who  certainly  will  under  un- 
limited production  obtain  a  better  and 
cheaper  article  than  at  present.  There 
is  a  fact  to  be  borne  in  mind,  a  fact 
constantly  omitted  in  the  speeches  of 
doctrinaires,  that  the  fluctuations  in  the 
price  of  sugar  in  consequence  of  our 
dependence  on  this  bounty-fed  article 
have  been  enormous,  and  almost  dange- 
rous. Now  if  the  Government  had  come 
forward  with  a  proposal,  a  proposal 
that  has  been  frequently  advocated  in 
places  where  sugar  industries  exist, 
to  plaice  on  all  bounty- fed  sugar  from 
all  parts  of  the  world  a  countervail- 
ing duty,  certainly  I  should  not  have 
supported  the  Government  in  such 
action,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
it  would  have  been  in  the  interest  of 
the  particular  industry  with  which  my 
constituents  are  associated.  I  would 
not  ha?e  supported  the  Government  in 
a  proposal  to  place  a  countervailing 
duty  on  sugar  coming  from  all  these 
countries  where  the  bounty  system 
prevails.    In  the  first  place,  I  believe  it 
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would  be  impossible  to  impose  a  really 
equivalent  counteirailing  duty ;  and,  in 
the  next  place,  such  action  would  have 
had  the  effect  of  keeping  out  a 
large  proportion  of  the  raw  material 
now  used  in  this  country.  The 
course  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
adopted  is  entirely  different  and  much 
better.  They  have  endeavoured  — 
and  I  believe  that  they  have  so  far 
succeeded  by  diplomatic  action  to  bring 
about  a  general  agreement  among  the 
Powers  of  Europe — to  put  an  end  to 
this  system  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
just  denounced,  which  he  has  admitted 
to  be  pernicious  and  opposed  to  the 
principles  of  Free  Trade.  While  com- 
mending the  Government  for  their 
action  in  this  direction,  and  sincerely 
expressing  the  hope  that  they  may  suc- 
ceed in  giving  effect  to  those  efforts,  I 
would  point  out  that  their  action  has  a 
wider  significance  than  merely  in  rela- 
tion to  the  article  of  sugar.  It  is  a 
most  important  point  gained  by  this 
and  every  Free  Trade  country  that  there 
should  be  a  general  agreement  arrived 
at  among  the  Powers  of  Europe,  as  it 
were,  to  determine  to  put  an  end  to  the 
bounty  system  entirely.  I  do  not  say 
that  result  is  immediately  to  be 
brought  about ;  but  I  say  it  is  a 
most  valuable  eoncession  for  this  Govern- 
ment to  have  achieved  in  connection 
with  sugar,  because  it  leads  up  to  and 
involves  a  larger  principle  affecting  far 
greater  industries  than  that  of  sugar. 
Of  course,  I  have  more  particularly 
in  my  mind  the  system  that  exists  in 
connection  with  bounties  on  shipping. 
Hon.  Members  are,  of  course,  aware 
that  France  and  Italy  at  present  have 
a  system  of  large  bounties  to  enable 
their  Mercantile  Marine  to  compete  with 
other  countries,  and  with  this  country 
chiefly.  It  is  commonly  supposed  that 
these  bounties  are  productive  of  little 
or  no  injury  to  the  shipping  trade  of 
this  country;  and  I  am  bound  to  admit 
that,  so  far  as  the  matter  can  be  tested  by 
the  progress  of  our  Mercantile  Marine, 
that  certainly  would  appear  to  be  the 
case.  But  I  could,  if  necessary,  point 
to  individual  cases  of  loss  and  hardship 
arising  out  of  this  system  of  a  singular 
and  large  character.  One  instance  I 
may  mention  with  which  I  am  person- 
ally familiar,  the  oompetition  of  a  well- 
known  Italian  public  company  in  the 
trade  between   two  English  Colonies. 


The  Rubatine  State  line  of  steamships 
is  under  the  patronage  of  the  Italian 
Gt>vemment  in  a  sense  not  understood 
here,  and  the  bounty  system  encouraged 
the  Company  to  intervene  in  the  trade 
carried  on  between  two  English  Colonies 
under  the  English  flag,  and  the  loss  to 
shipping  under  the  English  flag  trading 
between  Bombay  and  Hong  Kong  is 
in  consequence  of  a  very  serious  cha- 
racter. The  competition  of  Franee 
and  Italy  in  our  commerce  and  with 
our  Mercantile  Marine  is  not  very 
serious,  taking  it  on  a  large  scale; 
but  what  I  am  apprehensive  of,  and 
what  I  have  dreaded  for  years,  has  been 
that  Germany  would  extend  her  bounty 
system  in  this  direction.  We  know  that 
in  ordinary  commerce  Germany  is  the 
greatest  competitor  this  country  has.  It 
is  a  fact  I  became  aware  of  through  the 
examination  of  some  papers  circulated 
last  Session  that  the  progress  of  Germany 
in  external  trade  has  been  relatively 
greater  than  of  Great  Britain  during 
some  years,  except  so  far  as  our  trade 
with  our  own  Colonies  is  concerned. 
Taking  the  rest  of  the  world,  Ger- 
many has  advanced  her  external  trade 
in  a  greater  ratio  during  more 
recent  years  than  we  have  advanced 
ours.  Therefore  I  confess,  seeing 
what  the  tendency  of  the  German 
Government  has  been,  seeing  how  ex- 
tremely anxious  they  have  been  to  ex- 
tend their  operations  to  the  most  distant 
parts  of  the  earth,  seeing  that  they  have 
lately  been  subsidizing  large  fleets  of 
vessels  in  Australian  and  Chinese  waters, 
not  on  account  of  German  commerce 
existing,  but  for  the  German  commerce 
that  might  be  created,  I  confess  I  have 
been  apprehensive  that  if  the  bounty 
system  should  be  allowed  to  continue 
there  would  be,  and  there  may  be  even 
now,  very  great  danger  that  Germany 
would  not  be  content  with  bounties 
affecting  sugar,  but  would  extend  this  evil 
system  to  industries  of  far  greater  im- 
portance. It  is  not  possible  to  imagine 
the  irreparable  loss  this  country  would 
suffer  if  this  Convention  were  not  to 
take  effect,  and  the  German  Govern- 
ment, finding  it  did  not  take  effect, 
were  to  take  it  into  their  heads  to  ex- 
tend the  bounty  system  to  other  indus- 
tries. 

Mb.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  Maldon) : 
I  had  only  intended  to  take  up  a  short 
time    in    reference    to    agriculture,    a 
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subject  with  which  I  feel  more  competent 
to  deal ;  but  the  allusion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Eskdale  Division    to 
myself  as  a  well-known  Protectionist 
who     applauded    the    speech    of    the 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Oolonies  leads 
me  to  make  some  reply.    I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  Member,  anxious  as  he  was  to 
appreciate  the  remarks  of  the  Under 
Secretary,  was  thoroughly  well  up  in 
his  subject,  and  this  I  think  has  been 
dearly  shown  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  spoken,  and  who,  as  a  Free 
Trader,  has  thoroughly  supported  the 
Under  Secretary    for     the     Colonies. 
That  in  itself  is  significant,  and  affords 
a    complete  answer    when    answer    is 
required.    I  was  alluded  to  as  a  Pro- 
tectionist, and  without  contradicting  or 
disclaiming  the  title,  I  may  say  that 
I  have  taken  the   greatest  interest  in 
finding    out    what    are    the   views    of 
British  workmen  on  this  and  kindred 
subjects.    I  have  learned  the  views  of 
many  of  our  British    workmen    from 
attending  meetings  which  were  being 
addressed  by  genUemen  of  the  politics 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  and  so- 
called  Free-traders.    I  will  refer  to  one 
important  speech    made  by  a  Trades 
Unionist  on  a  similar  question  to  this. 
I  will  give  the  place  and  sufficient  data 
to  enable  hon.  uentlemen  to  correct  me 
if  I  am  in  error.    It  was  at  a  meeting 
held  at  Sudbury,  in  Suffolk,  a  year  or 
two  a^,    when    a    large    number    of 
operatives  in  the  trade  of  mat  weaving 
were  out  on  strike.    They  were  addressed 
in    the     Market    Hall     by    a    Trades 
Unionist,  who  came  from  London  with 
half-sovereigns     and     half-crowns     to 
enable  the  men  to  stand  out  on  strike, 
and  the  speech  that  gentleman  made  was 
flavoured  with  a  good  deal  of  Badical 
politics,    and   I    believe    his   audience 
mainly    consisted     of    Radicals.     The 
point  in  the  speech  I  wish  to  allude  to 
was  this — 

**  My  men,  said  he,  the  grievanot  you  have 
to  complain  of  is  this,  that  your  masters  have 
issued  a  catalogue  of  prices  of  goods  Uiey  sell 
which  they  have  made  so  low  to  undercut 
catalogues  issued  hy  similar  manufacturers  in 
other  parts  of  England.  You  must  do  every- 
thing you  can  to  imiist  that  such  a  state  of 
things  shall  not  go  on.** 

Then  he  went  on  to  insist 

'*that  no  master  should  ever  issue  a 
catalogue  of  prices  which  did  not  tM>mply  with 
the  conditions ;  first,  that  prices  should  leave 
the  matter  a  fair  margin  of  profit,  but  whal 
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was  of  far  greater  importanoe,  such  prices  as 
would  enable  the  mastar  to  give  his  workmeo 
fair  and  just  wages." 

These  propositions  were  cheered  to  the 
echo  by  the  men.  The  speaker  then  pro- 
ceeded to  declare  that, 

''  People  who  bought  the  mats  should  never 
object  to  give  threepence  or  sixpence  more,  if 
this  money  enabled  mannfacturera  to  oon^^y 
with  these  conditions." 

Things  conveyed  in  this  praotioal  way 
make  more  impression  than  mucm 
theory.;  and  this  meeting  made  a  greftt 
impression  upon  me.  I  believe  the  man 
was  perfectly  right,  and  I  believe  the 
operatives  of  England  have  a  right  to 
demand  that  consumers  should  give 
such  priees  as  will  insure  the  fulfilment 
of  these  conditions.  And  now  to  a  sub- 
ject in  which  I  am  more  at  home.  We 
have  had  every  hobby  trotted  out  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite— speeches  from 
advocates  of  temperance,  grievances  in 
connection  with  the  Sister-isle,  the 
claims  of  Scotland,  and  even  gallant 
little  Wales  has  not  been  altogether 
quiet.  Compared  with  other  subjects 
that  have  divided  the  interest  of  the 
House,  agriculture  has  not  occupied 
much  attention.  I  am  glad  to  find  that 
this  time,  in  the  gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne,  there  is  something  more 
than  an  expression  of  sympathy  for  the 
depressed  state  of  agriculture.  A  little 
help  is  worth  a  great  deal  of  pity,  and 
we  find  expressed  an  intention  to  deal 
with  three  subjects  directly  interesting 
to  agriculturists — namely,  tithes,  the 
formation  of  a  Board  of  Agriculture, 
and  a  cheaper  form  of  transfer  of  land. 
These  are  subjects  that  have  been  talked 
about  for  a  long  time,  and  I  believe 
both  Parties  have  held  out  hopes  of 
bringing  in  measures  to  put  matters 
right  in  connection  with  these  subjects ; 
but,  somehow  or  other,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent, they  have  always  been  shelved.  I 
hope  there  will  be  no  shelving  of  these 
matters  this  Session,  and  that  the  (hy- 
vernment  will  make  every  effort  to  add 
useful  measures  in  this  direction  to  the 
Statute  Book.  The  tithe  question  is 
most  important  to  the  agricultural  in- 
terest, and  I  believe  a  settlement  of  it  is 
more  important  still  to  those  who  love 
the  Church  of  England.  The  oppor- 
tunity now  offers  to  deal  with  it  in  a  man- 
ner satisfactory  to  all  parties  concerned; 
but  if  this  opportunity  is  neglected,  I 
fear  the  settlement  wiU  be  carried  out 
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by  the  enemies  of  the  Ohuroh.  I  would 
advise  every  friend  of  the  Ohuroh  not  to 
be  too  gpreedy  as  to  the  terms  by  which 
it  may  be  proposed  to  carry  out  a  much- 
wanted  reform.  I  hope  it  will  be  re- 
membered that,  as  to  a  great  portion  of 
the  agricultural  tithe-bearing  lands 
of  England,  the  tithes  have  become 
a  burden  hardly  to  be  borne.  I 
know  farm  after  farm  in  the  Eastern 
Counties  where  to-day  the  tithe  equals, 
if  it  does  not  actually  exceed,  the  rent. 
But  into  the  tithe  question  I  will 
not  now  enter ,  but  with  the  greatest 
earnestness  I  appeal  to  the  front  bench 
to  carry  the  measure  through  this 
Session,  and  I  would  urge  hon.  Members 
to  display  their  sympathy  with  one  of 
England's  greatest,  oldest  industries, 
and  not  to  allow  Party  politics  to  pre- 
vent a  useful  measure  being  carried  to 
a  beneficial  and  satisfactory  issue.  With 
regard  to  the  Board  of  Agricidture,  I 
will  only  say  that  all  must  admit  that 
the  time  has  come  when  England  at 
least  should  have  as  well  equipped  a 
Board  of  Agpriculture  as  those  countries 
who  compete  with  our  farmers  in  the 
English  markets.  Proposals  for 
cheapening  the  transfer  of  land  should, 
I  think,  meet  with  the  approval  and 
support  of  Members,  no  matter  on  which 
side  of  the  House  they  sit.  Many  hon. 
Members  on  the  other  side  have  advo* 
cated  it,  and  argued  that  agriculture 
will  never  return  to  the  proud  position 
it  used  to  occupy  until  means  are  given 
to  small  farmers  to  purchase  their 
holdings.  I  do  not  myself  believe  that 
so  long  as  the  advocates  of  so-called  Free 
Trade  are  successful,  the  possession 
of  farms  large  or  small  will  be  of 
much  benefit ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
hold  that  everyone  who  thinks  he 
can  make  a  profitable  purchase  of  a 
small  farm  should  have  every  facility 
for  the  trial.  Before  1  sit  down,  I,  with 
respect,  but  without  fear — for  we 
farmers  have  got  beyond  fear,  and  if  we 
do  not  speak  out  now,  when  may  we  ? — 
I  would  refer  to  a  remark  that  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid-Lothian.  I  was  surprised  to  find 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  throw  out  a 
prophecy,  or  a  hint,  in  the  remark  that 
he  doubted  very  much  as  to  whether  the 
Gx>vernment  would  really  pass  these 
measures.  No  doubt,  if  the  obstruction 
of  last  year  is  repeated,  the  passing  of 
suoh  measures  will  be  prevented,  and 


I  am  afraid  that  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid-Lothian  may  fairly  be  supposed 
to  have  meant,  "  If  you  do  not  take  care 
what  you  are  about,  we  will  see  that 
these  measures  do  not  pass."  I  hope  that 
was  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  in* 
tention ;  but  suoh  an  interpretation  will 
be  given  to  his  words  in  many  a  country 
village  during  the  next  few  days.  I  feel 
that  the  farmers  of  England  have  been 
most  patient,  and  their  Representatives 
in  the  House  of  Commons  have  been 
most  loyal  in  their  support  of  the 
Government.  We  wish  to  continue 
loyal ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  our  gpriev- 
ances  are  such  that  we  think  that  in  the 
name  of  fairness  we  have  a  right  to 
claim  more  attention  for  those  grievances 
in  the  future  than  they  have  had  in  the 
past. 

Mk.  STUART  RENDEL  (Mont- 
gomeryshire) :  It  is  not  often  that  any 
Welsh  Member  attempts  to  inter- 
vene in  debate  so  early  in  the 
Session,  and  especially  in  the  debate 
upon  the  Speech  from  the  Throne. 
But,  under  present  circumstances,  the 
Welsh  Members  would  err  greatly, 
and  do  an  injustice  both  to  themselves 
and  their  constituents,  if  they  did  not 
attempt  to  take  an  immediate  occasion 
of  making  themselves  heard.  Last 
year  the  Welsh  Members  were  singularly 
unfortunate  in  securing  an  opportunity. 
The  Speech  from  the  Throne  this  year  is 
marked  by  the  absence  of  one  particular 
measure  which  has  appeared  in  several 
previous  Speeches,  and  unfortunately  it 
IS  also  marked  by  the  presence  of  a 
measure  to  which  the  Welsh  Members 
entertain  a  most  deeply-rooted  objection. 
The  measure  which  we  miss  is  that  for 
establishing  a  system  of  intermediate 
education  in  Wales.  Previous  Speeches 
from  the  Throne  have  contained  a  re- 
ference to  that  measure  as  one  of  urgency 
and  justice.  Therefore  in  this  respect 
Wales,  instead  of  keeping  its  position, 
is  losing  ground  in  Parliament.  It  is 
true  that  as  a  private  Member  I 
have  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a 
Bill  on  the  subject,  but  it  is  ob- 
vious that  a  measure  of  suoh  impor- 
tance cannot  be  carried  through  Parlia- 
ment except  as  a  Government  measure. 
Until  this  Parliament  it  cannot  be  said 
that  Wales  has  ever  been  heard  in  this 
House  distinctively  as  Wales.  Before 
the  operation  of  the  Ballot  Act  there 
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was  only  the  representatioii  of  a  class  in 
Wales,  and  of  a  class  which  desired 
rather  to  Anglicize  Wales  than  to  re- 
cognize it  in  any  way  as  possessing  a  na- 
tionality and  character  of  its  own.  It  was 
only  after  the  passing  of  the  Ballot  Act 
that  the  people  of  Wales  really  obtained 
representation.      The  first  result  of   a 
real  representation  was  to  show  that  in 
no  other  part  of  the  kingdom  was  there 
so    much    political    unanimity     as    in 
Wales     and     such     definite     political 
aims.      In  that   state   of   things  it  is 
desirable  that  if  nothing  can  be  done  to 
forward  Welsh   views  care  should  at 
least  be  taken   that  nothing    is  done 
which  would  distinctly  create  dissatis- 
faction in  Wales.    Now,   a  very  large 
majority  of  the  Welsh  people  will  re- 
gard the  Tithes  Bill  announced  in  the 
Queen's   Speech  as  a  reactionary  and 
aggressive  measure.     A  Tithes  Bill  such 
as  the  Gk)vemment  introduced  last  Ses- 
sion, if  regarded  as  a  remedy  for  the 
evil,     would      be     a     remedy     much 
worse  than  the    disease   itself.      The 
avowed  object  of  the  Tithe  Bill  was  to 
meet  what  was  considered  to  be  a  dan- 
gerous agitation  in  Wales.     The  abate- 
ments asked  for  at  the  time  of  the  agi- 
tation were  conceded  by  a  considerable 
proportion     of    the    beneficed    clergy. 
Collisions  might  never  have  occurred  in 
Wales  if  it  had  not  been  for  those  bodies 
of  owners,   the  least  deserving  of  any 
sympathy  from  the  public,  who  proved 
the  hardest,  the  most  unbending,  and 
the  most  determined  to    resist   to   the 
bitter   end  the  demand  which  the  bene- 
ficed clergy   themselves  had  conceded. 
One  of  those  bodies  was  Christ  Church, 
Oxford.  No  doubt  it  was  in  the  exercise 
of  what  it  deemed  to  be  its  duties  as  the 
trustees  of  a  charity  that  it  thought  it  was 
incumbent  upon  it  to  accept  a  collision, 
and  to  resist  to  the  point  of  endangering 
the   public  peace   the  demand  of  the 
tenant-farmers  for  an  abatement  of  tithe. 
Another  body  that  took  the  same  course 
was  a  more  important  body — the  Eccle- 
siastical   Commissioners.       They     also 
determined  to  resist  at  all  cost  and  risk, 
and  the  result  was  that  certain  collisions 
took  place.   After  all»  those  collisions  led 
to  nothing  more  serious  than  a  popular 
demonstration  of  Welsh  discontent  and 
dissatisfaction.      It   was    a   significant 
feature  of  this  Welsh  demonstration  that 
the  bodies  which    brought  about  the 
collision  were  those  who  applied  the 
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tithes  to  purposes  most  thoroughly  alien 
to  the  sympathies  and  interests  of  the 
Welsh  people     Personally,  I  do  not  see 
how  tithes  are  to  be  maintained  either  in 
Wales  or  England  unless  their  applica- 
tion meets  with  the  approval  of    the 
people.     But,  assuming  public  opinion 
in  England   to  be  favourable    to    the 
present  use  of  tithe,  I  ask  the  House  in 
this  matter  to  treat  Wales  as  a  country 
for  the  Welsh,  as  a  public  by  itself ;  and, 
considering  the  application  of  tithes  in 
Wales,   there    is   undoubtedly  a    very 
strong  resentment  and  antipathy  on  the 
part  of  the  Welsh  against  their  applica- 
tion for  such  purposes  as  the  support 
of    Christ    Church,    or    for    the    pur- 
poses    to    which     the     Eksclesiastical 
Commissioners  put   them.      No   doubt 
there  have  been  disturbances  in  Wales ; 
but  upon  that  point  I  do  not  think  the 
House  has  been  adequately  informed. 
I  think  the  Qovemment  honestly  believed 
that  there  is  a  danger  of  disturbance  in 
Wales.  But  if  they  could  now  be  satisfied 
that  that  danger  does  not  exist,  their 
anxiety  to  settle  the  question  by  some  al- 
teration in  the  machinery  for  the  collec- 
tion of  tithe  would  be  abated.  What  were 
the  disturbances  ?    Any  candid  reader  of 
the  Eeport  of  Mr.   Bridge,  the  Com- 
missioner appointed  by  the  Government 
themselves,  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that   these    disturbances  would    never 
have  occurred  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
somewhat  intemperate  zeal  with  which 
the  authorities  first  concerned  displayed 
military    force     in     the    face    of    the 
Welsh    people,    who    are   most   sensi- 
tive   about    the    use    of     soldiery     in 
civil  affairs.    In   the  gravest  case  the 
collision  was  brought  about  in  conse- 
quence of  msisses  of  men  being  forced 
down  a  hill  by  a  mere  accident.     Mr. 
Bridge  was  sent  down   by  the   Home 
Office  in  the  expectation  that  his  Report 
would    justify    the    taking    of    strong 
measures  against  the  Welsh  tithe  agita- 
tion ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  Reports 
of  that  gentleman  have  really  deprived 
the  GK)vernment  of  all  justification  for 
taking  further  steps  in  the  matter.    Mr. 
Bridge  asked  the  Government  to  insti- 
tute   no    new    prosecutions  in    regard 
to     the     disturbances    into    which    he 
inquired.       A    considerable    time    has 
elapsed    since    the    disturbances    first 
occurred,  and  the   peaceful   process  of 
agitation  against  the  collection  of  tithe 
without  abatement  has  continued.    In 
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my  own  county  there  have  been  most 
effective  popular  demonstrations  of  the 
disapproTal  of  the  Welsh  people  against 
the  present  use  of  tithe  and  of  their 
objection  to  pay  it  unless  under  actual 
compulsion.  Those  demonstrations  hare 
been  entirely  within  the  law ;  there  has 
been  no  occasion  to  interfere  with  them ; 
and  they  have  led  to  no  serious  incon- 
venience whatever.  I  believe  that  that 
has  been  due  to  the  reversal  of  the 
unwise  policy  of  the  local  authorities, 
and  to  the  extremely  prudent  military 
chief  constable  of  excellent  civilian  ideas, 
Major  Oodfrey,  who  has  highly  distin- 
guished himself  in  this  matter  by  the 
gpreat  tact  and  discretion  he  has  shown. 
Major  Godfrey  made  it  his  duty  to  see, 
personally,  all  the  persons  who  were 
to  be  distrained  upon  for  non-payment 
of  tithe,  and  on  receiving  adequate 
assurances  from  them, .  he,  on  his  part, 
promised  that  not  a  single  police  con- 
stable should  appear  on  the  scene  when 
the  distress  was  levied.  By  the  adop- 
tion of  this  prudent  and  proper  treat- 
ment of  the  case  no  breach  of  the 
peace  has  occurred,  and  in  the  county 
of  Montgomery,  at  any  rate,  no  incon- 
venience or  loss  has  been  sustained. 
No  doubt  the  course  pursued  by  Major 
Godfrey  met  with  the  disapproval  of 
some  of  the  local  clergy,  but  Major 
Godfrey  has  been  amply  justified  by  the 
Conservative  Quarter  Sessions,  and  the 
first  person  to  justify  him  was  the  Conser- 
vative Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  county.  I 
will  therefore  ask  the  House  to  consider 
whether  the  practical  outcome  of  the 
agitation  in  Wales,  as  it  has  now  come 
to  light  through  the  examination  invited 
by  the  Government  itself  at  the  hands 
of  Mr.  Bridge,  and  as  it  has  been  tested 
by  subsequent  events,  presents  any  case 
such  as  the  Government  last  Session 
supposed  to  exist  for  legislation  of  this 
kind.  I  believe  I  shall  be  supported 
by  the  g^eat  majority  of  the  Welsh 
Members  when  I  say  that  there  really 
is  no  need  for  these  Bills  whatever  so 
far  as  Wales  is  concerned.  There  is  a 
disposition  in  some  quarters  to  speak 
of  tithe  as  ii  it  were  property,  not  only 
of  the  ordinary  kind,  but  of  a  specially 
inviolable  and  sacred  character.  Per- 
sons who  speak  in  this  manner  have 
not  taken  much  trouble  to  investigate 
the  history  of  tithe.  Among  those  who 
appear  to  be  the  strongest  supporters 
of  tithe  will  be  found  those  great  laud- 


owners  and  pillars  of  the  Church,  who 
depend  very  largely  on  Church  lands 
in  which  tithes  have  been  long  ago 
merged  by  an  act  of  spoliation  and 
robbery  inexcusable  and  discreditable, 
which  turned  public  property  into 
private  property.  The  agitation  in 
Wales  to  a  large  extent  accounts  for  the 
existence  in  the  Queen's  Speech  of  the 
proposal  to  carry  these  Bills.  But  it  is 
in  Wales  itself  that  the  case  of  tithe  is 
most  indefensible  and  most  dangerous 
to  touch.  There  is  a  certain  popular 
assent  and  sympathy  with  the  use  of 
tithes  in  England  which  protects  the 
property  and  influences  our  ideas  in 
dealing  with  it.  In  Wales  that  sym- 
pathy is  entirely  the  other  way,  al- 
though Wales  has  been  remarkable 
always  for  its  love  of  religion,  and  has 
no  iU-will  for  the  Church  as  a  Church. 
Wales  has  a  more  glorious  episode 
in  its  history  than,  perhaps,  any 
other  part  of  the  Queen's  dominions 
in  relation  to  its  culture  of  religion. 
Wales,  at  a  time  when  Christianity 
was  almost  extinct  in  the  country, 
reconquered  and  revived  it,  and  that 
was  the  act  of  the  humblest  of  its 
people,  and  done  in  the  face  of  oppo- 
sition sometimes  almost  malignant. 
Having  renewed  religion  in  the 
hearts  of  the  people,  the  appliances 
of  religion  have  been  completely  and 
adequately  supplied  from  the  same 
humble  and  popular  sources,  and  there 
is  no  part  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
where  religious  appliances  are  now 
so  adequate  to  the  wants  of  the 
people  as  in  Wales.  You  have  in 
Wales  the  voluntary  system  trium- 
phant, adequate,  and  in  actual  pos- 
session, and  in  that  respect  tithes 
are  not  in  the  faintest  degree  essen- 
tial to  the  maintenance  of  religion. 
Then,  what  is  the  use  of  tithes  ? 
A  contrary  view,  I  know,  is  sug- 
gested by  many  high  authorities, 
and  especially  those  friendly  to 
the  English  Establishment.  It  is 
said  that  that  the  Welsh  clergy  are 
very  poor.  If  that  is  so,  whose  is  the 
fault,  and  where  does  the  blame  lie  ? — 
because,  after  all,  almost  all  the  land  and 
the  great  bulk  of  the  wealth  of  Wales 
is  in  the  Church  hands ;  and  that  the 
clergy  of  the  rich  should  be  poor  while  the 
humble  people  have  so  completely  sup- 
plied their  own  religious  needs  can  only 
be  described  as  a  deep  and  lasting  dis- 


19§ 


idddrsii  in 


(OOMMONSi 


AfmMrU  M$r 


SM 


credit  i6  the  upper  and  Anglioiziog 
classes  of  the  Principality.  There  is 
another  reason  why  the  Welsh  clergy 
are  poor,  and  one  that  I  think  too  often 
escapes  observation,  and  that  is  that 
the  Welsh  clergy  are  a  great  deal  too 
numerous.  The  numbers  are  very  easily 
ascertained.  Anyone  who  refers  to 
''  Whittaker's  Almanack  "  can  discover 
them.  ''Whittaker"  is  an  impartial 
authority,  and  though  it  can  only  give  an 
estimate  of  the  Church  population  of  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  I  believe  its  estimate 
will  be  pretty  generally  accepted.  It  is 
13,500,000.  "Whittaker"  does  not 
give  the  number  of  beneficed  clergy  and 
curates  apart  from  the  unattached  clergy, 
but  the  totals  in  1887  were,  in  fact, 
in  England  alone  12,804  beneficed 
clergy  and  1,275  curates.  If  I  were  to 
deduct  half-a-millionfrom  the  1 3,500,000 
Ohurch  people  of  England  and  Wales  and 
ascribe  500,000  to  Wales,  I  should  be, 
I  think,  treated  by  the  Nonconformists 
of  Wales  as  making  an  excessive 
deduction,  and  attributing  to  the  Princi- 
pality a  proportion  greatly  beyond  its 
true  Church  population.  But  if,  in 
order  to  avoid  all  doubt  and  criticism, 
we  take  half-a-million  as  the  amount 
of  Church  population  in  Wales,  then 
this  is  the  result — there  is  in  England 
one  clergyman  for  every  700  souls  ;  but 
in  Wales  as  there  are  988  beneficed 
clergy  and  500  curates,  leaving  out  the 
clergy  unattached,  you  have  one  clergy- 
man for  every  336  souls.  Therefore,  there 
are  more  than  twice  as  many  clergy  in 
Wales  in  proportion  to  Church  popula- 
tion as  in  England,  and  we  know  that 
if  we  take  the  case  of  bishops, 
deans,  canons,  and  chapters,  the  pro- 

Sortion  will  be  even  gpreater.  I  think 
lis  excess  will  be  admitted  undue  when 
it  is  considered  that  on  all  hands  it  is 
agreed  that  the  Protestant  clergy  in 
Ireland  was  larffelv  in  excess  of  the 
reauirements  of  Ireland — [  **  No !  **] — 
well,  I  certainly  have  always  thought 
that  that  was  an  accepted  dictum.  We 
have  now  the  exact  Church  population 
of  Ireland— namelv,  702,000,  and  the 
beneficed  olergv  auu  curates  there  num- 
ber 1,615.  Therefurt),  the  oase  of 
Ireland  is  that  there  i«  one  clergyman 
to  every  434  of  the  Ohun>h  pop\uaUiUi« 
and  so  Wales  with  ita  one  lo 
336  dearly  superabounds  iu  diMyy. 
I  should  not  have  brou|rhl  ^r* 
ward   this    ease  of    exo4M«  if  il  had 
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been  merely  to  explain  why  the  clergy 
may  be  poorly  paid  out  of  endowments 
in  the  absence  of  assistance  from  their 
wealthy  friends  ;  but  I  bring  it  forward 
as  it  has  a  close  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  time  when  this  legislation  is 
proposed.  The  overabounding  number  of 
clergymen  in  proportion  to  the  Church 
population  has  this  practical  effect  in 
Wales  under  existing  conditions — that 
it  renders  the  Establishment  in  Wales  a 
distinctly  aggressive  and  propagandist 
body,  and  the  least  you  could  do  would 
be  to  leave  it  alone.  What,  however, 
is  taking  place  is  this — that  immense 
subsidies  are  being  poured  into  Wales 
from  the  Establishment  in  England, 
for  the  distinct  purpose  of  assisting  the 
English  Establishment  in  Wales,  as 
being  the  weak  point  of  the  Establish- 
ment generally — and  as  being  an  inte- 
gral portion  of  it — and  with  the  view  of 
maintaining  the  solidarity  of  the  Estab- 
lishment. That,  I  maintain,  is  a  state 
of  things  which  is  not  in  the  interest 
of  religion.  It  is  not  at  all  a  question 
of  piety  or  anything  else,  but  simply 
of  defence  of  the  principle  of  Establish- 
ment. Wales  is  being  made  to  suffer 
rn  the  interests  of  a  powerful  body 
comparatively  outside,  and  with  whicn 
Wales  has  no  real  or  heartfelt  concern — 
namely,  the  English  Establishment.  I 
know  it  is  said  ti^at  the  Church  in  Wales 
is    making    progress.      Well,    if*  new 

I  churches,  new  benefices,  and  incumbents, 
are  regarded  as  progress,  without  refer- 
ence to  whether  congpregations  exist  for 
them  or  not,  no  doubt  that  position  might 
be  sustained.  We,  who  are  making  our 
voices  heard  in  Parliament  and  else- 
where against  the  existing  state  of 
things  are  told  that  we  are  simply 
expressing  our  alarm  at  the  prog^ress 
the  Church  is  making  in  Wales;  but 
we  are  not  to  be  deterred  by  such 
accusations  from  setting  forth  tiie  true 
facts  of  the  case.  By  a  majority  of 
more  than  five-sixths  of  the  Welsh 
Representatives,  we  declare  to  you  that 
you  are  simply  doing  mischief  in  the 
Principality,  aggravating  the  situation, 
and  making  a  final  solution  not  only 
more  ditHcult  iu  itself,  but  more  mis- 
chit^Tous  iu  itas  eveutual  effect  on  the 
Kstabli^hment,  I  think  the  situation  in 
Wales  mar  be  summed  up  in  the  words 
Kd  the  rignt  hon«  Gentleman  the  senior 
M«au\>er  uu^    Birmingham,   whom  the 

j  wU\4e  Uou»^  now  agrees  in  reverencing. 


Mr.  Bright  aaid  of  the  fittablishment 
in  Wales  that  it  was  Establishment  that 
killed  the  Ohuroh.  I  believe  that  all 
Welsh  Representatives  will  agree  in 
teUing  the  House  that  if  it  wants  to  re- 
vive the  Ohuroh  in  Wales,  the  only  way 
to  do  it  is  for  the  Church  to  Idll  the 
Establishment.  In  Wales  there  is  no 
ill-will  to  the  Ohuroh  as  a  Ohuroh,  but 
there  is  a  most  deeply-rooted  determina- 
tion to  get  rid  of  the  Establishment. 
As  to  the  attempt  to  revive  it  by  doing 
what  the  Boclesiastical  Oommissioners 
are  doing  —  namely,  by  importing 
£45,000  a  year  of  English  tithes  into 
Wales  for  the  purpose  of  bolstering  it 
up,  I  say  that  is  a  thing  which  the 
farming  classes,  whether  in  England  or  in 
Wales,  will  not  long  continue  to  endure. 
The  position  of  the  new  missionaiy 
dergrman  of  the  Established  Ohurch 
in  Wales  is  too  often  a  curse  to  himself 
and  mischievous  to  the  Church  and  to 
religion.  He  is  set  down  in  remote  re- 
cesses of  the  Welsh  hills,  without  con- 
gregation or  friends,  utterly  isolated 
and  unoccupied.  He  is  beyond  the 
reach  of  episcopal  observation  and  con- 
trol, and  he  too  often  creates  scandals, 
whioh  we  do  not  wish  to  bring  before 
the  House,  but  which,  believe  me — 
and  I  know  that  my  Colleagues  from 
Wales  will  confirm  me  in  this  —  are 
convincing  the  immense  majority  of 
the  people  that  the  state  of  things 
ezistmg  at  present  must  be  put  an  end 
to  speedily  so  far  as  State  aid  and 
national  resources  are  concerned  in  creat- 
ing and  supporting  it.  With  reference 
to  this  great  question  of  disestablish- 
ment as  bearing  upon  tithes,  I  do  not 
believe  myself  that  Wales  wishes  to 
proceed  to  disestablishment  by  way  of 
oisendowment.  I  believe  that  Wales 
wishes  to  proceed  to  disendowment  by 
way  of  disestablishment.  We  want 
fairly  to  bring  before  the  coim- 
by  the  propriety  of  making  the 
Ohuroh  in  Wales  voluntary,  and  of 
leaving  all  religions  on  an  equal  footing. 
We  do  not  want  to  starve  the  Church 
out  by  artificial  means,  but  we  feel  that 
if  any  Administration,  particularly  the 
present  one,  with  a  majority  made  up  in 
such  a  way  that  it  can  hardly  command 
the  respect  of  the  coimtry,  were  to 
snatch  a  measure  of  the  kind  referred 
to  in  the  Uneen's  Speech  from  the 
House,  and  endeavour  to  drive  under- 
groimd  the  present  honest  and  open  and 
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lawful  development  of  opinion  in  Wales, 
some  great  mischief  win  ensue.    What 
we  say    is  that  the  Tithe  Bill  of  the 
Oovemment  is  an  imoalled-f  or  challenge 
to  Wales.     It    is    a   challenge  to  us 
and  a  commeneement  of  hostilities  if 
you  determine  to  reinforce  the  Ohurch, 
as  you    believe,   by    an   alteration  of 
the    machinery    of  the   law,    and    we 
warn  you  that  we  believe  you  are  mak- 
ing a  great  error.    I  daresay  you  may 
not  regard  our  opposition  as  a  very  for- 
midable one,  and  that  you  may,  perhaps, 
give  but  little  weight  to  the  grounds  on 
which  we  offer  it ;  nevertheless,  I  believe 
that  Welsh  Members  will  not  be  deterred 
from  stating  their  views  plainly  on  the 
subject.    We  say  we  do  not  believe  it  to 
be  to  the  interests  of  the  Church  itself 
to  alter  the  process  by  which  tithe  is  re- 
covered ;  and  I  venture  to  give  another 
reason  for  not  doing  it,  and  it  is  this :  at 
present  the  mischief  of  the  position  of  the 
clergyman  in  Wales  is  that  he  is,  more 
than  ever  was  the  case  in  England,  the 
enforced  ally  of  the  landlord.  He  appears, 
unhappily,  to  be  in  confederacy  with  the 
landlord  against  the  mass  of  the  people, 
and  therefore,  if  you  take  the  course  of 
making  the  landlord  the  medium  for  the 
payment  of  the  stipend  of  the  clergyman, 
you  will  more   than  ever  cement  that 
alliance;  you  will  turn  the  clergyman 
into  the  mere  chaplain  of  the  landlord  ; 
you  will  greatly  aggravate  the  mischief 
which  is  too  rife  idready  in  Wales,  and 
will  go  far  to  embroil  the  question  of  the 
land  with  the  question  of  the  flstablish- 
ment.     I  believe  that  at  present  the 
larger  body  of  landowners  in   Wales 
are  on  good  terms  with  their  tenants. 
The  tenants,  no  doubt,  have  great  griev- 
ances, and    much  mi^ht  be    done  by 
legislation  for  them  ;  but  I  believe  that 
on  the  whole  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
excellent  feeling  remaining  in  Wales 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  for,  after, 
all,  the  Welsh    people    have   a    more, 
natural  disposition  to   hang  together 
in  spite  of  all  differences,    than   pre 
vails    in    many    parts    of  England  it* 
self.     But  if  we  throw  on  the  landlord 
the  whole  of  the  odium  connected  with 
the  support  of  the  clergyman,  we  shall 
transform  the  agitation  whioh  is  now 
taking  place  between   the   tithe-owner 
and  the  tithe-payer  to  some  extent  into 
an  agitation  between  the  landlord  and 
the  tenant,  and  it  will  take  the  form  of 
an  objection  to  rent.  I  think,  therefore. 
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that  the  Oo^emmeDt  would  do  well  to 
reeonsider  the  neoessity  and  adTisability 
of  introducing  legislation  on  the  subject 
of  tithes,  and,  above  all,  I  think  they 
should  not  introduce  it  in  the  form  of  a 
challenge  to  a  Welsh  party  which  is 
bound  to  make  itself  heard.  Instead  of 
announcing  in  the  Queen's  Speech  this 
unhappy  question  of  tithes,  the  Oovem- 
ment  would  have  done  better  to  give 
Wales  that  measure  of  intermediate 
education  which  we  all  on  both  sides 
agree  in  desiring,  and  which  is  so  ripe 
for  settlement. 

*Mb.  EATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon) :  I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  on 
a  question  which  has  just  been  men- 
tioned by  the  last  speaker — namely, 
that  of  Intermediate  Education.  It 
really  is  a  very  strong  measure  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  after  repeated 
promises  to  deal  with  Intermediate 
Education,  to  declare  to  the  country 
that  they  have  not  even  the  inten- 
tion of  considering  it  this  Session. 
There  is  no  part  of  the  Queen's  do- 
minions where  a  measure  as  to  Inter- 
mediate Education  is  more  needed  and 
more  desired  than  in  Wales.  Young 
Welshmen  are  frequently  heard  to 
speak  of  themselves  as  thirsting  for 
that  education.  No  doubt,  to  a  certain 
extent,  they  have  a  good  elementary 
education,  and  they  have  made  use  of 
it  under  difficulties  which  would  have 
discouraged  any  nation  less  devoted  to 
education  than  themselves.  The  Welsh 
ooUeees  have  attained  a  marked  success, 
but  there  is  a  great  and  urgent  want  for 
Intermediate  Education,  for  which,  as  I 
say,  young  men  in  Wales  are  thirsting 
— a  greater  want  than  is  felt  either  in 
England  or  in  Scotland.  At  present 
the  colleges  have,  to  a  great  extent,  to 
do  the  work  of  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion, and  it  is  certainly  not  riffht  that 
that  should  be  the  case.  You  are 
bound  to  qualify  yonng  men  in  a  poor 
countrv  like  Wales  for  finding  occupa- 
tion elsewhere  which  they  cannot  find 
at  home,  and  to  fit  them  to  obtain 
ocupation  elsewhere.  The  Welsh 
quarrymen  are  one  of  the  most 
intelligent  classes  of  men  it  is  possible 
to  find  anywhere,  and  they  have  sliown 
their  devotion  to  eduoataou  by  t))0  im- 
mense sacrifices  they  havo  made.  In 
one  district  they  raise<l  jCl,500  far  the 
colleges,  and  ettablisheil  aeholarfihiiia 
for  their    children  out  of  ihit^ir  wa|KiM» 
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and  now,  at  the  present  moment,  Wales 
is  setting  an  example  to  every  part  of 
the  country  by  its  readiness  to  avail 
itself  of  the  opportunities  for  agri- 
cultural training  afforded  it,  and  to 
develop  the  agriculture  of  the  Princi- 
pality. Really,  is  it  not  a  pity  to  allow 
a  whole  generation  of  young  men  to 
gi'ow  up  without  those  advantages  we 
have  so  repeatedly  promised  them,  and 
which  they  are  so  ready  to  avail  them- 
selves of?  Fortunately  this  is  not  a 
Party  question.  You  have  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  promised  to  bring  in 
these  Intermediate  Education  Sills. 
You  have  Conservatives  professing 
to  be  as  ready  and  anxious  to 
forward  this  question  as  the  Liberal 
Party,  and  surely  it  is  a  confes- 
sion of  impotence  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  and  of  Parliament  to  neg- 
lect their  promises.  I  put  the  thing  as 
a  practical  question.  You  have  two 
ways  of  dealing  with  it  even  in  view  of 
the  pressure  of  business  in  the  House. 
Why  should  not  the  Conservative  and 
Liberal  Bills  en  this  subject  be  sent  to  a 
Committee  upstairs  for  consideration? 
The  Government  would,  of  course,  have 
a  majority  there  ;  but  still  from  such  a 
Committee  we  might  get  the  best  Bill 
we  could  hope  to  gain  m  a  Conservative 
Parliament,  and,  although  it  might  not 
give  us  all  we  want,  it  would  be  of  im- 
mense benefit  to  a  generation  of  young 
men  who  are  gprowing  up  without  those 
advantages  which  ought  to  be  put 
within  their  reach.  It  would  be  better 
still  if  the  Government  would  bring  in 
such  a  Bill  and  send  it  to  a  Ghrand 
Committee,  because  the  experience  we 
have  had  of  Grand  Committees  has  been 
most  satisfactory.  Not  only  do  they  get 
through  their  business  more  rapidly 
than  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
but  anyone  who  has  sat  on  a  Grand 
Committee  knows  that  they  do  their 
business  on  any  Bill  sent  to  them 
thoroughly  and  well.  Instead  of  having 
a  lot  of  Members  running  in  and  out  of 
the  House,  and  not  giving  attention  to 
the  matter  in  hand,  these  Committees 
sit  from  hour  to  hour,  and  the  conse- 
ouence  is  that  the  Bills  passed  by  these 
Committees  have  been  generally  ac- 
cepted by  the  House,  and  have  been 
very  superior  to  the  common  legislation 
tliat  passes  through  this  House.  It 
does  seem  to  me  that  if  the  Conser- 
vaiive  Qovemment  wish  to  distlngmsh 
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themBelv«8  as  legislators  on  non-conten- 
tious matters,  they  ought  to   use  this 
system  of  G-rand  Committees,  which  they 
have  tried  and  admitted  to  be  beneficial, 
more  than    they  have   yet  done.      In 
regard  to  Scotch,  and  perhaps,  still  more, 
Welsh  questions,   Bills    are    promised 
year  after  year,  and  it  is  a  disgrace 
that  suoh  a  practice  should  continue. 
Send  them  to  the  Grand  Committees  up 
stairs, and  hare  them  thoroughlywell  con- 
sidered, and  in  that  way  you  would  get 
through  a  great  amount  of  really  bene- 
ficial legislation,  and  which  would  be  a 
credit  to  us.     It  is  a  real  discredit  to  us 
that  one  side  or  the  other  of  the  House 
should  year  after  year  promise  legisla- 
tion, and  that  the  country  should  see  us 
impotent  to  carry  but  that  which  it  is  our 
duty  to  accomplish.    I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  this  question  into  their 
consideration,   and  allow  Welsh  Mem- 
b^rs  and  private  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  Houee  to  carry  out  their  Bills  by 
means  of  one  of  these  Grand  Committees, 
and  so  give  that  assistance  to  interme- 
diate education  in  Wales  which  is  so  im- 
portant to  us. 
♦Me.  PBITCHAED-MOEGAN  (Mer- 
thyr  Tydvil) :      We  have  heard   some 
facts.  Sir,  with  reference  to  the  Prin- 
cipality of  Wales,  but  there  is  a  total 
absence  of  any  mention  of  that  Prin- 
cipality in  the  gracious  Address  from  the 
Throne.      Possibly  it  may  be  accounted 
for  by  the  fact  that  there  are  so  many 
Members  of  the  House  who  sit  on  this 
side  as  the  Representatives  of  the  most 
important  portions  of  Wales.  Reference 
is    made   to   our  relations  with  other 
Powers,  but  I  suggest  that  our  rela- 
tions with  the  Colonies  are  not  equally 
satisfactory.      Our   relations  with  the 
Colonies  are  to  my   mind  of  the  most 
strained  character.     The  action  of  the 
Government  with  reference  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Blake,  to  my  mind, 
showed  great  weakness.  Colonists  at  the 
present  moment,  instead  of  referring  to 
the  ''Mother  Country,''    speak  of  the 
**  Mother-in-law  "  Country.     They  sim- 
ply look  upon  this  country  as  exercising 
some    little   legal   supervision   without 
having  their  real  welfare  at  heart.     We 
have  in  the  Address  reference  to  what 
has  been  done  for  Ireland,  and  what  is 
going  to  be  done  for  Scotland,  and  I 
think,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  that  some- 
thing should  be  done  for  that  portion  of 
the  united  Sangdom  (Wales),   which 
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hitherto  has  proved  itself  so  loyal,  and 
has  not  made  any  complaint  whatever. 
The  Irish  have  properly  complained  of 
their   treatment  at  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  and  they  have  received,  at 
any  rate,  some  reparation  and  considera- 
tion. I  think  the  people  of  Wales  should 
receive  some  consideration  also.    The 
question  of  equality  of  religion,  of  the 
land    laws,    and    of   mining  laws,  are 
subjects    which    materially    affect    the 
Principality.     I  do  not  wish  to  speak  in 
respect  of  any  particular  matter,  but  I  do 
say  that,  inasmuch  as,  according  to  Her 
Majesty's  most  gpracious  Speech,  we  are  to 
have  a  Board  or  a  Minister  for  Agriculture, 
we  should  have  a  Minister  to  look  after 
the    mining  industries  of  the  country, 
more  especially  as  those  mining  indus- 
tries are  retarded,  notably  in  the  Princi- 
pality.     The  question  of  royalties  is  a 
most  grievous  one  to  thousands  upon 
thousands     of    the    people.      Yanous 
promises  have  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  subject,  but 
there  is  not  one  word  about  it  in  the 
Address,  nor  do  we  hear  of  any  pro- 
posed legislation  upon  royalties.      So 
far    as  ti^e  Principality  is  concerned, 
endeavours   to  confer    benefit   on  the 
general  community  are  retarded  by  the 
present  Government  in  every  possible 
and  conceivable  way.     We  have  carried 
on  our  industries  there  up  to  the  present 
moment  without  even  police  protection. 
We  have  to  pay  for  our  own  police,  and  we 
have  to  pay  for  our  own  postal  communi- 
cations.    And    although    I  know  that 
offers  were  made  to  the  Post  Office  for 
the  payment  of  £90  a-year  under  con- 
tract to  establish  a  postal  communication 
for    the    industry    to    which    I    refer, 
yet  no  consideration  has  been  g^ven  to 
it.     I  do  not  think  that  is  the  way  to 
encourage  industries,   more    especially 
when  the  Government  at  the  same  time 
insists  upon  their  running  all  the  risk, 
and  upon  the  payment  for  police  pro- 
tection and  postal  communication  out  of 
the  pockets  of  private  individuals.      If 
people  are  prepared  to  expend  money 
in  the  employment  of  labour,  I  should 
think  they  ought  to  be  encouraged  in 
every    possible    and   conceivable  way. 
Whether   they  obtain    any  return   for 
this  outlay  is  a  matter  for  themselves, 
and  not  for  anyone  else ;  but  at  any  rate 
the  country   would    necessarily  derive 
benfit  from  the  employment  of  labouTi 
and    by   the  consequent  prevention  of 
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poverfy  and  distress,  especially  in  the 
Principality  of  Wales. 
*Mk.  bo  wen  B0WLAND8  (Cardi- 
ganshire) :  If  the  omission  of  all  mention 
of  Wales  from  the  gracious  Speech  from 
the  Throne  were  the  result  of  the  un- 
usual pressure  of  public  business  on  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  or  were 
there  any  explanation  at  all  which  could 
justify  it,  I  should  have  been  well  con- 
tent to  have  been   silent.      But,    from 
what  I  have  observed  of  the  conduct 
of  the    Government    and     their    sup- 
porters    on   Welsh   questions,  I    fear 
it    is   only    another  attempt  on   their 
part  to  carry  out  the  policy  of  ignoring 
Welsh  nationality,  and  of  denying  the 
reality  of  Welsh  grievances.     In  two 
Sessions,  when  appUcation  was  made  to 
them  to  set  apeurt  an  evening  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea,  in  respect  of  a 
question  of  such  absorbing  interest  to 
the  Welsh  people  as  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Welsh  Church,  they  de- 
clined on  each  occasion,  and  I  fear  our 
endeavour  on  the  present  occasion  will 
be  equally  ineffective  as  previous  pro- 
tests.    What  we  must  thoroughly  im- 
press upon  the  Government  is  uiat  they 
cannot  ignore  the  existence  of  a  reality 
by  simply  closing  their  eyes  or  averting 
their  gaze.     Tet  that    is  the  attitude 
they  seem  to  have  adopted  in  reference 
to  any  attempt  to  discuss  the  grievances 
of  Wales.     On  one  occasion,  when  wo 
succeeded  in  getting  a  small  discussion 
on  Welsh  affairs,   by  far  the  greater 
number  of  hon.  Members  opposite  left 
the  House.    I    have  myself  observed 
their  conduct  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
and  I  took  the  opportunity  to  remark 
that  such  indifference  was  not  likely  to 
lead  to  a  belief  in  the  House,  as  the 
central  body,  being  better  qualified  to 
understand  Uie  legislative  wants  of  the 
various  portions  of  the  United  King- 
dom than  those  particular  portions  of 
the  Kingdom  themselves.     I  earnestly 
hope  that  no  Government,  be  it  Libe- 
ral or  Conservative,   will  continue   to 
turn    from   Welsh    questions    without 
them  giving  a  hearing.     The  Wales  of 
the  imagination  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  great  bulk  of  their  supporters  is 
entirely  different  from  the  Wides  known 
to  those  who  are  best  acquainted  with 
the    Principality.      Now,    the    Under 
Secretary  for  India,  in  his  speech,  made 
the  observation  that  that  part  of  the 
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country  was  particularly  happy  which 
received  no  mention  in  the  Queen's 
Speech. 

f  Sib  JOHN  GORST :  I  said  that  pro- 
vince of  the  Empire  which  did  not  re- 
quire to  be  mentioned  in  Her  Majesty's 
Speech. 

*Mk.  bo  WEN  ROWLANDS:    That 
is  simply  to  substitute  the  devoted  term 
Empire   for   country ;      but    I    accept 
the    correction,    though    it    does    not 
seem  to  me  to  alter  the  extraordinary 
statement    that    that   portion     of    the 
Empire  may    be   considered  peculiarly 
fortunate  of  which  no  mention  is  made 
in    the    Speech  from    the  Throne.     I 
venture  to   think    that    an   altogether 
inaccurate    statement.       It    might    be 
true  of  a  country  which  had  not  been 
under  discussion,  where  troubles  had 
not  arisen,  and   where  opposing  inte- 
rests had  not  come  into  coUision ;  but 
it    is    monstrous  to    imply    the    pros: 
perity  of  a   country   where   all   these 
conditions  exist  because  it  is  omitted 
from  the  Queen's  Speech.     The  picture 
of   Wales  which    Her   Majesty's   Gk>- 
vernment    and    its    supporters    desire 
to  create  is  one  which  does  not  repre- 
sent the  real  lineaments  and  features  of 
that    country.      Their   action   mi^  be 
likened  to  that  of  the  father  of  the  Great 
Frederick    of     Prussia,    who    painted 
pictures  of  his  tall  soldiers,  and  who, 
when  the  pictures   were    not    like  the 
soldiers,  painted  the  soldiers  to  be  like 
the    pictures.      The    conduct    of    the 
Gx>vemment  with  regard  to  Wales  is 
very  much  like  that.     They  paint  for 
us  a  picture  of  that  Principality,  and 
offer  us  a  representation  created  out  of 
their  own  imac^nation,   but  which  is 
in  reality   no    likeness    at    all.    I   do 
not  propose    to  go  into  the  question 
of    tithes,  nor    the    other  question  of 
education  ;  but  I   cannot  help  saying 
I  find  no  justification  whatever  for  the 
omission   of  Wales   from  the    Queen's 
Speech.    We  find  Scotland  there  and 
Ireland  too,  and  although  the  grievances 
of  Ireland  have  reached  a  more  acute 
stage  than  those  of  Wales,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve  that    because  the  area  is  larger 
they  are   any    more    real    than    those 
experienced  by  the  Welsh  population. 
I  would  say  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— **If  you    wish    to    prevent  the 
Sievances  of  Wales  from  assuming  the 
ngerous    proportions    presented    by 
those  from  which  the  people  of  otlier 
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parts  of  the  Sjngdom  are  suffering,  you 
will  deal  with  them  promptly  and  en» 
deayour  to  remedy  them  by  removing 
the  causes."  I  hope  this  will  prove  the 
last  occasion  on  which  Wales  will  be 
omitted  from  the  Queen's  Speech  in  this 
way.  I  also  trust  it  will  not  be  said 
that  thist>mission  is  an  indication  of  the 
prosperity  and  happiness  of  the  Welsh 
people,  nor  of  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  them  justice.  I  hope,  more- 
over, Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
desist  from  legislating  in  the  only  direc- 
tion in  regai^  to  Wales  in  which  it 
is  intended  to  proceed — I  allude  to 
the  dangerous  legislation  which  is 
threatened  with  regard  to  tithes ;  but 
that  they  will  address  themselves  to 
the  removal  of  those  grievances  under 
which  the  Welsh  people  have  so  long 
laboured  and  which  they  have  so 
patiently  borne. 

Lord  HENEY  BRUCE  (Wiltshire, 
Chippenham) :  I  trust  that  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session  something  may  be 
done  to  remedy  the  system  under  which, 
in  this  House,  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers are  totally  ignored,  so  that  nothing 
in  the  shape  of  an  unofficial  programme 
has  even  the  ghost  of  a  chance  of  being 
passed,  while  all  Bills  brought  forward 
by  private  individuals  are  almost  in- 
variably snuffed  out  by  the  blocking 
arrangement.  Turning  to  another 
matter,  I  would  point  out  that  we  are 
asked  in  the  Queen's  Speech  to  vote  a 
large  sum  of  money  **  for  the  safety  of 
our  shores  and  our  commerce ;"  but  I 
do  not  see  how  it  is  possible  for  us  to  be 
in  a  position  to  do  this  until  justice  is 
done  to  our  population.  It  is  impossible 
to  close  our  eyes  to  the  social  condition 
of  this  country  when  we  know  that  it 
contains  nearly  a  million  of  paupers. 
This  evil  is  largely  produced  by  the  im- 
mig^tion  of  foreign  paupers ;  and 
among  the  evils  which  result  from  the 
increased  number  of  persons  thus 
thrown  into  the  labour  market,  I  may 
mention  what  is  called  the  **  sweating 
system,"  under  which,  owing  to  the  con- 
gested state  of  the  labour  market,  the 
working  population  are  compelled  to  ac- 
cept starvation  wages,  and  in  some  cases 
have  to  work  six- and- thirty  hours  out  of 
the  forty-eight  in  the  struggle  for  an 
existence,  which  is  merely  one  of  physi- 
cal emaciation.  Under  the  Act  passed 
last  year,  the  County  Councils,  thereby 
created,  are  enabled  to  appropriate  cer- 


tain sums  for  the  purpose  of  emigrating 
our  own  people,  whom  we  can  least 
spare — while,  on  the  other  hand,  we  are 
receiving  the  surplus  paupers  of  other 
countries.  The  question  is,  why  do  not 
we  put  a  stop  to  this  sort  of  immigra- 
tion as  other  nations  do  ?  The  authori- 
ties of  France,  Germany,  and  other  Con- 
tinental countries  send  our  paupers  back 
again,  and  I  do  not  see  what  harm  there 
could  be  in  our  taking  a  similar  course 
with  the  paupers  sent  here  from  abroad ; 
because  charity  begins  at  home,  and  our 
neighbours  cannot  object  to  our  doing  as 
they  do.  I  cannot  help  thinking  there 
is  a  great  deal  of  cant  in  the  way  in 
which  some  questions  are  dealt  with,  as 
compared  with  the  treatment  bestowed 
on  others.  We  tolerate  all  the  evils  that 
are  inflicted  on  our  own  population  by 
impure  literature,  which  is  flooding  the 
country,  and  at  the  same  time  work  our- 
selves into  a  state  of  great  excitement 
over  the  poor  children  who,  by  being 
employed  in  the  theatrical  pantomimes, 
assist  in  the  necessary  work  of  main- 
taining the  families  to  which  they  be- 
long. This  reminds  me  of  what  was 
said  by  Dr.  Johnson  in  The  Rambler, 
Speaking  of  cant,  he  said  he  was  re- 
minded very  much  of  the  gentleman  who 
on  coming  down  to  breakfast,  and  read- 
ing in  the  papers  that  half  Asia  Minor 
had  been  submerged,  became  quite 
broken-hearted,  but  who  when,  a  couple 
of  minutes  afterwards,  he  found  his  eggs 
were  hard  boiled,  flew  into  a  towering 
passion.  With  regard  to  another  matter, 
namely,  the  question  of  over- crowding, 
it  should  be  remembered  that  this  is  not 
always  the  result  of  over-population  or 
improvident  marriages,  but  frequently 
arises  from  the  fact  that  our  workmen 
like  to  reside  as  near  as  possible  to  the 
work  they  have  to  do.  If  a  workman 
cannot  live  near  his  family  he  is  not 
only  isolated,  but  is  put  to  the  expense 
of  maintaining  two  homes,  which  can- 
not be  at  all  satisfactory.  The  working 
classes  in  the  Metropolis  have  a  right 
to  complain  that  they  have  been  duped 
in  regard  to  the  promises  held  out  to 
thepa  of  better  dwellings,  which  were  to 
occupy  the  prison  sites,  and  which  Lord 
Cross  referred  to  as  a  ^'windfall"  and 
a  '<  Godsend."  The  Bill  of  1885,  which 
was  brought  forward  to  fulfil  the  ex- 
pectancies of  the  working  class,  was 
killed  by  vested  interests.  The  present 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  when  Pk^dent 
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of  th«  Local  Government  Board,  said, 
in  speaking  of  the  Bill,  **  London  was 
the  plaoe  where  most  injury  had  been 
done  to  the  working  classes  by  displace- 
ments, carried  out  imder  the  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  London  was  also  the 
one  town  in  the  United  Kingdom  where 
the  greatest  injury  had  been  done  to 
the  working  claHses  by  compelling  them 
to    migprate.      There     was,    therefore, 
nothing  unfair  in  undoing  the  wrong 
Parliament  had  itself  inflicted."     The 
late  Emperor  Frederick,  when  upon  his 
death-bed,  said,  '*  Learn  to  aufl'er  with- 
out complaining ; "  and  I  say  that  the 
working  classes  have  done  this.     But 
what  does  Archdeacon  Farrar  say  upon 
this  subject  ?   He  says :   '*  Owing,  either 
to  inefficient  powers,  or  the  neglect  of  the 
appointed  authorities,  or  to  the  absence 
of  proper  superintendence,  I  have  found 
myself  defeated  year  by  year  in  the 
effort  to  force  the  landlords  of  foul  and 
rotting  tenements  to  do  their  duty.     I 
shall  rejoice  if  the  County  Council  rides 
roughshod  over  the  greed  and  villany  of 
men  who  care  only  to  get  money  out  of 
the   abodes  of  misery   and  vice.     The 
only  way  in  which  it  is  possible  to  save 
the  inhabitants  of  certain  slums  and 
rookeries  is  to  break  up  the  degrading 
localities  in  which  they  herd  together, 
and   which    become    mere    hotbeds  of 
disease  and  vice.     Li  better  houses,  less 
removed  from  the  eye  of  the  law,  thej 
will  live   healthier  and    more    human 
lives."     And,  again.  Cardinal  Manning 
writes :    ''I  have  no   subject  more  at 
heart  than  the  intolerable  condition  of 
our  people  crowded  in  rooms  unfit  for 
human  habitation.  The  subject  is  above 
and  distinct  from  all  politics,  and  the 
obligation  to  promote  it  lies  on   both 
Parties  in  the  State.     Since  the  Boyal 
Commission  reported,  years  have  passed 
and    little   has    been    done.       I    hope 
this  new  impulse  will  give  effect  to  its 
recommendations    and    reach    beyond 
them."    It  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
the  East  End  contributes  its  quota  to- 
wards the  coal  dues,  and  therefore  is 
entitled  to  consideration   in  regard   to 
public  works,  to  a  large  extent  carried 
out  by  means  of  the  money  it  has  ad- 
vanced.    I  appeal  to  this  House  to  do 
what  it  can  in  this,  the  fourth  Session 
of  the  present  Parliament,  not  to  allow 
Party  politics  to  prejudice  the  settlement 
of  this  question,  and,  furthermore,  to 
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do  its  utmost  to  benefit  those  who  are 
.poorer  than  ourselves. 

IMPRISONMENT  OF  A  MEMBER  OF  THE 
HOUSE.  -QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  C.  S.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  wish, 
Sir,  to  interpose  for  a  few  minutes  in  this 
debate  to  bring  a  matter  of  very  con- 
siderable and  pressing  importance  under 
the  attention  of  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    I  regret  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
is  not  in  his  place.     I  do  not  attach  any 
blame  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
I  regret  I  have  not  been  able  to  give 
him  sufficient  notice  to  enable  him  to  be 
in  his  place ;  but  this  is  a  matter  which 
will   not  brook  delay,  and  I  therefore 
feel  myself  bound  to  proceed  with  it  in 
his  absence  in  the  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  take  such  notice  of  the 
matter  as  will  remove  the  trouble.     I 
have  just  received,  Sir,  a  telegram — or 
rather  one  of  my  hon.  Friends  has  just 
received  a  telegram  from  the  Mayor  of 
Kilkenny  in    the    following    terms : — 
'*  After  Mr.  Carew's  arrival  at  Kilkenny 
Prison   last  night  he  was  forcibly  de- 
prived of  his  clothes,  even  of  his  flannel 
shirt.     His   hair  and   moustache   were 
cut  off.     He  is  all  day  lying  on  a  plank 
bed.     He   refuses  to   wear  the   prison 
garments."     I  have  also  received  a  tele- 
gram from  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
to  the  same  effect.     Now,  Sir,  opinions 
may  differ,  and  rightly  differ,  as  to  the 
course   pursued   by   some  Members  of 
this  House,  and  others  who  have  decided 
to  resist  the  wearing  of  prison  clothes 
as  a  question  of  principle  ;  but  you  are 
face  to  face  with  the  fact  that  they  have 
refused ;   and  it  comes  to  this — do  the 
Irish  Executive  intend  to  enforce  this 
rule    at  the    risk  of   the   health,    and 
possibly  of  the  lives,  of  the  prisoners  in 
gaol?    This  question  of  clothes  is  an 
old  question  in  the  treatment  of  Irish 
political  prisoners,    and  I  would  refer 
the   House    to    the    treatment    of    the 
treason -felony  prisoners   in    1865,    and 
following  years,    which    was    inquired 
into  by  the  Devon  Commission  of  1871. 
The  clothes  of    those    prisoners    were 
taken  from  them  in  the  depth  of  winter, 
and  they  were  even  deprived  of  their 
flannefs.      Some    of    them    contracted 
maladies   which  subsequently   brought 
them  to  their  graves.     This  is  the  para- 
graph in  which  the  Devon  Commission 
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refer  to  the  matter  (Vol.  53,  page  12). 
''We  are  of  opinion  that  as  they  (the  ; 
prisoners)  arrived  at  the  prison  in  mid  > 
winter,  and  as  some  of  them  appear  to  ! 
have  been  men  of  delicate  constitution,  ; 
and  one  was  deformed  and  of  weakly 
frame,  flannels  should  have  been  given 
to  them  without  waiting  for  the  inter- 
vention of  the  medical  officer."  Well, 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
explained  on  a  former  occasion  that  if 
any  prisoner  who  is  able  to  plead  a 
weak  heart  or  delicate  lungs  refuses  to 
attire  himself  in  the  prescribed  dress, 
force  will  not  be  applied  to  him.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  very 
well  that  he  has  put  it  eut  of  the  power 
of  any  prisoner  to  plead  a  weak  heart  or 
delicate  lungs,  however  weak  his  heart 
or  delicate  his  lungs  may  be  ;  and  I  say 
it  is  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  is  dealing  with  such  notorious  facts 
as  I  have  brought  before  him,  to  take 
his  precautions  and  to  give  his  orders 
before,  so  that  he  may  be  sure  that  what 
is  practically  murder  may  not  take  place. 
The  public  opinion  of  this  country  was 
horrified  by  the  accounts  of  the  scenes 
which  took  place  in  the  prison  where 
Mr.  W.  O'Brien  was  recently  oonfined. 
Mr.  O'Brien  had  the  good  fortune  to  be  a 
man  in  a  prominent  position,  and  he 
was  not  permitted  to  suffer  beyond  a 
limited  space,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  compelled  to  intervene  in  be- 
half of  that  distinguished  prisoner.  But 
what  is  to  become  of  the  obscurer  men  ? 
Are  they  to  be  left  naked  for  days  and 
weeks  in  the  winter,  deprived  of  the 
flannels  that  they  are  accustomed  to 
wear  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  was  going  to  draw  no  distinction 
between  one  prisoner  and  another,  but 
a  distinction  has  been  drawn  in  Mr. 
Carew's  case.  Mr.  Oarew  is  not  a  pro- 
minent Member  of  this  House ;  he  has 
not  spoken  often,  and,  I  suppose,  the 
prison  officials  therefore  think  it  safe  to 
make  this  attack  on  him.  As  it  is,  great 
mischief  may  have  been  done  in  his 
case.  Even  now  Mr.  Carew  may  be 
lying  in  his  cell  without,  perhaps,  even 
bedclothes  to  cover  him.  We  do  not 
know  what  the  history  of  Mr.  Oarew 
has  been  since  these  telegrams  were 
despatched.  I  have  brought  forward 
this  matter,  and  I  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  consider  how  far  he  is 
going  to  press  this  rigid  adherence  to 
red  tape  in  prison  rules.    Is  he  going  to 


insist  that  Mr.  Oarew  shall  remain  in 
his  present  position  ?  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  going  to  leave  Mr.  Oarew 
stripped,  without  even  his  flannel  shirt  ? 
If  he  determines  to  go  on  with  his  policy 
— I  do  not  wish  to  use  hasty  words,  I  do 
not  wish  to  use  passionate  words,  words 
any  of  us  may  hereafter  regret,  but  with 
this  warning  before  him,  and  with  the 
knowledge  of  what  happened  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Mandeville,  ana  what  may  hap- 
pen in  other  cases,  if  he  persists  in  this 
oourseof  rigid  adherence  to  the  law  which 
he  himself  has  been  mainly  instrumental 
in  passing,  and  under  which  no  dis- 
tinction is  made  in  the  treatment  of 
political  prisoners  and  the  treatment  of 
ordinary  prisoners — all  I  can  say  is  that 
I  believe  that  the  judgment  of  this 
country  hereafter  will  not  hold  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  guiltless  of  the  con- 
sequences that  may  result. 
♦The  OHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manches- 
ter, E. ) :  I  have  only  been  in  this  build- 
ing for  about  three  minutes,  and  was 
not  fortunate  enough  to  arrive  in  time 
to  hear  the  opening  words  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech ;  but  I  understand 
that  he  had  read  to  the  House  a  tele- 
gram from  the  Mayor  of  Kilkenny  to 
the  effect  that  the  Member  for  North 
Kildare  had  arrived  in  Kilkenny  prison 
last  night,  had  been  forcibly  deprived 
of  his  clothes  and  flannel  shirt,  and 
had  been  lying  all  the  day  long  on  a 
plank  bed,  refusing  to  wear  the  prison 
garb.  No,  Sir,  I  have  no  knowledge 
of  the  facts  enumerated  in  this  telegram. 
I  have  received  other  telegrams  from 
other  Mayors  which  in  no  sense  were 
accurate,  and  it  is  extremely  possible 
that  this  telegpram  from  this  Mayor 
might  be  as  inaccurate  as  the  telegrams  of 
other  Mayors  have  been.  But  on  the 
broad  question,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
asks  me,  I  can  return  him  a  perfectly 
distinct,  clear,  and  explicit  reply.  Every 
man,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  im- 
prisoned in  Ireland  under  the  law  ob- 
taining in  Ireland  should  be  treated  as 
an  ordinary  prisoner.  The  rules  regu- 
lating the  treatment  of  ordinary  pri- 
soners are  well  known,  and  are  to  be 
found  by  any  gentleman  who  searches 
for  them.  Any  relaxation  of  these  rules 
must  be  made,  in  my  opinion,  upon  the 
authority  of  the  Medical  Officer  of  the 
prison.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  sat  down  says,  in  his  o^inioiL^  ^b»^^ 
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the  Member  for  North  Kildare  is  likely 
to  suffer  in  health  for  a  misfortune  whioh 
at  this  moment  he  is  bringing  upon 
himself  by  refusing  to  put  on  prison 
clothes,  which  are  provided  for  him  ac- 
cording to  the  prison  rules.  To  say  that 
a  man  is  kept  naked  in  his  cell  because, 
being  provided  with  adequate  clothing, 
he  refused  to  pu(  it  on,  is  a  gross  misuse 
of  the  English  language.  Such  a  man 
ought  not  to  be  described  as  a  man  de- 
prived of  his  clothing.  He  is  a  man 
who  deprives  himself  of  his  clothing, 
and  it  is  as  a  man  who  deprives 
himself  of  his  clothing  that  he  ought 
to  be  judged.  If,  however,  this  pe- 
culiar mania  reaches  a  point  whioh 
injures  his  health,  it  is  the  business  of 
the  prison  doctor  to  make  such  relaxa- 
tions in  the  rules  as  he  may  think  will 
adequately  preserve  the  health  of  the 
prisoner.  Any  recommendation  of  the 
doctor  of  that  kind  is,  of  course,  instantly 
attended  to,  and  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  in  the  case  of  the  Member 
for  North  Kildare,  like  every  other 
prisoner,  be  he  Member  of  Parliament 
or  not  Member  of  Parliament,  com- 
mitted under  this  Act  or  that  Act — I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the 
doctor  of  the  prison  at  Kilkenny  will  do 
his  duty  by  Mr.  Oarew,  and  if  his  health 
be  suffering  that  he  will  take  such  steps 
as  are  necessary  to  preserve  it.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  a  phrase  in  a 
letter  whioh  I  wrote  about  14  months 
ago,  on  the  subject  of  the  first  imprison- 
ment of  the  Member  for  Norui-£ast 
Cork,  was  couched  in  such  terms  that  no 
prisoner  under  the  Crimes  Act  could 
again  plead  ill-health  or  any  bodily 
defect  as  a  ground  for  receiving  speoicu 
relaxations  of  the  rules.  The  House 
and  the  hon.  Member  and  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  beside  him  will  per- 
haps be  surprised  to  learn  that  at  this 
moment  I  have  obtained  statistics  of  the 
relaxations  given  in  Irish  prisons  to  all 
classes  of  prisoners,  and  I  find  that  the 
relaxations  of  prison  rules  given  under 
medical  authority  to  Crimes  Act 
prisoners  are  enormously  in  excess  of 
the  relaxations  of  the  rules  given  to  any 
other  class  of  prisoners.  In  fact,  the 
doctors  of  the  Irish  prisons  have  given 
more  relaxations  of  prison  discipline 
to  prisoners  under  the  Crimes  Act  than 
to  any  other  class  of  prisoners.  Now 
there  are  only  three  conclusions  to  be 
drawn  from  that  fact,  and  you  must 
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choose  one  of  the  three.  Either  the 
prison  doctors  in  Ireland  have  been 
intimidated — 

Mb.  J.  G.  S.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal, 
S):  By  whom? 

Mr.  BALFOUE:  By  methods  per- 
fectly familiar  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site and  their  Friends — that  is  a  question 
on  which  I  shall  have  more  to  say  on 
another  occasion — or  else  Crimes  Act 
prisoners  are  in  the  habit  of  malinger- 
ing, or  else  there  is  some  connection 
between  physical  weakness  and  Irish 
Nationalism.  I  will  defy  human  in- 
genuity to  come  to  any  further  alternative. 
The  proportion  of  medical  relaxation  in 
the  case  of  Crimes  Act  prisoners  is 
enormously  in  excess,  and  has  been  for 
the  last  12  months,  of  the  relaxation 
given  in  the  case  of  other  prisoners,  and 
what  bearing  has  that  upon  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  ?  So 
far  from  the  prisoners  under  the  Act 
feeling  themselves  prevented  from  taking 
any  advantage  of  the  relaxation  of  the 
prison  rules  on  account  of  ill-health, 
they  have  taken  more  advantage  of 
them  than  any  other  class  of  prisoners. 
So  much  for  the  contention  of  the  hon. 
Member.  The  hon.  Member  has  stated 
that  the  country  has  been  horrified  at 
the  accounts  given  of  the  sufferings  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Cork  in 
prison.  It  is  possible  that  some  per- 
sons in  the  country  have  been  horrified 
at  some  accounts  whioh  have  been  given 
of  them,  but  unfortunately  all  those 
accounts  have  not  only  been  inaccurate, 
but  they  have  been  grossly  and  scan- 
dalously mendacious.  The  sufferings  on 
whioh  hon.  Gentlemen  have  dilated  have 
been  purely  and  absolutely  imaginary. 
There  have  been  sufferings  of  many 
persons  in  Ireland  which  might,  indeed, 
have  horrified  the  country,  but  I  will 
imdertake  to  say  that  anyone  really 
acquainted  with  what  went  on  in  Clon- 
mel  Gaol  in  connection  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  would  be 
absolutely  incapable  of  being  horrified 
even  in  the  smallest  degree ;  and  pro- 
bably if  he  took  into  account  the  whole 
circumstances  of  the  case — second-class 
carriage  and  all  the  rest  of  it — he  would 
probably  consider  mauy  of  the  incidents 
more  c^culated  to  excite  smiles  than 
tears.  But  in  any  case  I  can  assure  the 
House  and  the  coimtry  that  the  medical 
precautions  taken  in  Ireland  at  this 
moment  exceed,  I  believe,  the  medical 
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nrecautions  taken  either  in  Ireland, 
England,  or  Scotland  at  any  period 
wit£  regard  to  any  class  of  prisoners 
whatever.  I  do  not,  of  coarse,  pretend 
that  there  is  anything  in  an  Irish  prison 
which  secures  immunity  from  disease, 
but  I  do  assert  positively  that  if  medical 
care  can  prevent  any  prisoner  from  suf- 
fering from  his  imprisonment,  those  medi- 
cal precautions  are  now  taken  in  Ireland. 
But  I  distinctly  repeat  the  principle  I 
have  before  laid  down,  that  I  will  not, 
so  long  as  I  am  Irish  Secretary,  admit 
that    any    man    has    earned    special 

Erivileges  in  an  Irish  prison  because  he 
as  been  engaged  in  what  I  think  the 
shocking  crimes  for  which  Members  of 
this  House  and  others  have  been  im- 
prisoned under  the  Grimes  Act.  I  do 
not  suppose  the  House  will  expect  me 
to  follow  the  example  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  and  unnecessarily  to 
violate  the  understanding  which  was 
come  to,  that  the  Question  of  Ireland 
should  be  reserved  for  the  debate 
next  week ;  but,  however  that  may 
be,  if  it  is  any  consolation  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  absolutely  adhere 
to  the  principle  I  have  laid  down. 
So  far  as  I  can,  so  far  as  I  have  any 
influence  in  the  matter,  and  so  long  as 
I  can  have  control  over  the  question,  I 
will  not  draw  a  distinction  in  practice 
which  I  believe  has  no  justification, 
either  in  law  or  in  morality,  between  a 
man  who  shoots  a  land-grabber  or  the 
man  who  engages  in  a  conspiracy  to 
make  the  life  of  a  man  who  takes  an 
evicted  farm  absolutely  miserable  to 
himself,  or,  on  the  other  hand,  the  man 
who  deliberately  makes  speeches  having 
distinct  reference  to  taking  an  evicted 
farm  in  the  neighbourhood  where  he 
speaks.  Such  a  man  is,  in  my  opinion, 
as  responsible  for  all  the  crimes  that 
are  committed  in  connection  with  the 
agrarian  agitation  in  Ireland  as  the 
man  who  held  the  pistol  which  he  put 
to  the  head  of  his  victim  and  with  which 
he  shoots  him. 

♦Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton) :  I  will,  I  hope,  in  the 
few  words  I  have  to  say,  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
and  I  certainly  shall  not  follow  any 
other  example,  and  attempt  to  indulge 
in  sarcasm.  I  should  like  first  to 
take  up  an  observation  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  made  at  the  doee  of  his  speechi 


and  I  take  it  up  as  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment speaking  for  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
in  substance  that  the  man  who  shot  a 
land-grabber  or  who  boycotted  a  land- 
grabber  out  of  his  happiness  and  enjoy- 
ment of  life  is  not  worse  than  the  man 
who  deliberately  makes  speeches  incit- 
ing to  those  crimes.  Whose  case  are  we 
now  considering  ?  Who  is  the  Member 
of  Parliament  at  this  moment  who  is 
suffering  the  very  heaviest  sentence  of 
any  Member  of  Parliament  ?  It  is  an 
hon.  Member  who  has  been  condemned 
to  six  months'  hard  labour.  Has  he  de- 
livered any  speeches  inciting  to  crime  ? 
What  was  his  crime  as  placed  before 
the  Court?  He  was  charged — I  am 
speaking  of  Mr.  Edward  Harrington — 
practically  on  two  counts,  one  of  having 
made  a  speech  inciting  persons  to  join 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  ;  the  other  count 
was  that  he  made  this  speech  to  a  pro- 
claimed branch  of  the  National  League, 
and  having  so  made  it  published  it  in 
his  own  newspaper.  The  Court — two 
Resident  Magistrates — took  evidence  as 
to  whether  he  had  incited  to  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  and  they  acquitted  him. 
A  brother  Member  of  our  House  is  at 
this  moment  in  prison  for  six  months, 
with  hard  labour,  not  for  having  incited 
to  crime,  but  because,  under  a  recent 
Act,  a  new  crime  was  invented  which 
had  never  been  on  the  Statute  Book 
before — the  crime  of  taking  part  in  the 
proceedings  of  an  illegal  association, 
which  illegal  association  was  so  defined 
as  to  include  the  National  League. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavours 
to  excuse  the  policy  which  I  will  now 

Eroceed  to  condemn  on  general  grounds, 
y  trying  to  make  out  that  he  is  acting 
up  to  the  theory  of  the  old  fable,  and 
punishing  the  trumpeter  who  is  inciting 
men  to  deeds  of  blood.  What  is  the 
case  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  ?  A  young  Member  of 
Parliament,  a  man  most  courteous,  who 
belongs  to  the  best  style  of  the  yoimg 
Member  of  Parliament,  arrested  in  the 
house  of  a  candidate  at  a  by-election,  a 
man  who,  three  days  ago,  was  one  of 
us,  respected  by  all  of  us,  has  now  been 
subjected  to  indignities  which  I  shall 
not  comment  upon  out  of  respect  for  the 
credit  of  the  House  of  Commons,  be- 
cause I  am  certain  that  if  I  did  name 
them  they  would  raise  a  laugh  in  cer- 
tain quarters.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  thinks  this  is  right  ;  we  think  it  is 
wrong.  Now,  I  will  take  the  two  argu- 
ments that  were  put  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  defence  of  this 
proceeding.  In  the  first  place,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  conceive 
that  it  is  not  in  his  power  to  interfere. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  No,  I  do 
not; 

*SiR  GEORGE  TREVELYAN : 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
altered  his  mind. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  never 
touched  upon  my  relations  to  the  Prison 
Board  at  all :  I  never  said  anything  at 
all  about  my  powers. 

*8m  GEORGE  TREVELYAN:  At 
any  rate,  the  right  hon.Gentleman  spoke 
in  a  manner  that  implied  that  to  take 
any  special  course  of  action  with  regard 
to  men  on  account  of  their  position,  or 
on  account  of  the  nature  of  their  crime, 
would  be  an  extreme  stretch  of  his 
authority,  the  same  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, with  no  more  reason,  has  ex- 
erted that  authority—  and  I  am  glad  of 
it — in  the  case  of  priests.  But  the  prin- 
cipal argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  one  which  I  am  very  glad  to  meet 
on  the  floor  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
It  is  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
and  I  am  inclined  to  think  a  good  many 
people  who  do  not  support  us  in  the 
country  are  beginning  to  feel  the  same 
thing  —  that  we  on  this  side  of  the 
House  are  respecters  of  persons,  that 
we  have  a  great  feeling  for  the  educated, 
the  powerful  man  of  official  and  Parlia- 
mentary position,  and  that  we  draw  a 
distinction  between  those  men  and  the 

great  run  of  persons.  This  is  an  at- 
tempt to  give  to  an  odious  tyranny  a 
sort  of  veneering  of  popular  and 
Radical  sentiment  which  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  are  beginning  to  see 
through.  Our  objection  is  not  so  much 
to  the  punishment  of  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment as  Members  of  Parliament,  but 
because  all  the  Members  of  Parliament, 
speaking  broadly,  who  have  been  sent 
to  gaol  under  this  Act  have  been  sent 
to  gaol  for  offences  which  in  their 
nature  ought  not  to  be  punished  by 
these  indig^ties.  We  say  that  about 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  we  say  it 
about  people  who  are  not  Members  of 
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Parliament.     There  was  a  time  in  the 
history  of  Ireland  when  serious   crime 
was  very  rife,  and  when   the   Govern- 
ment honestly  believed  —  [Ministerial 
ironical  cheers] — ^you  have  not  heard  yet 
what  I  am  going  to  say — and  when  the 
Government  honestly  believed  that  every- 
body whom  they  were  punishing  were 
being  punished  for  actual  crime.    There 
were  certain  exceptions,  and  when  those 
exceptions  were  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the    Government,   the    Government 
altered  their  treatment.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T. 
Healy);  speaking  below   the  Gangway 
last  Session,  put  the  case  in  a  nutshell. 
He  said,   '*  Under   Lord    Spencer  one 
Member  of    Parliament    was    sent    to 
prison,  and  that  was  myself,  and  I  was 
sent  to  prison  as    a  first-class   misde- 
meanant."    I  do  not  know  how  many 
Members  of  Parliament  have  been  sent 
to  prison  lately — I  suppose  that  four  or 
five  and  twenty  have  been  there  or  are 
on  their  way  there.     [Irish  Members  : 
Twenty-six.]  Well,  our  reason  for  re- 
senting   the    manner    in     which    our 
Colleagues  have    been  punished   with 
indignity     for     offences     for     which, 
if    they     are     offences,      the     proper 
punishment    is    detention  without   in- 
dignity, is  summed  up  in  a  sentence — 
I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  quote  i 
exactly — which  was  spoken  about  the 
autocratic  Government  of  Lord  Eldon 
and  Mr.  Pitt  at  the  beginning  of  this 
or  at  the  end  of  the  last  century.     It 
was :     '*  The    gauge  of    the    severity 
of  an    arbitrary    Government    is    the 
amount  of  humiliatien  and  severi  ty  which 
it  inflicts  on  men  of  education."     And 
why?    Because  men  of  education  are 
specially  formidable,  and  if  great  indig- 
nities and  severities  are  inflicted  upon 
men  of  education,   men   whose   names 
come  before  the  world,  who  have  power, 
ful  friends,  one  may  have  some  concep- 
tion of  the  indignities  and  the  cruelties 
which  are  being  inflicted  on  the  humble 
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and  the  poor.  I  yery  well  remember 
the  story  of  two  days  in  Ireland.  Ten  or 
12  men  were  taken  off  at  once  in  a  batch 
and  sent  to  prison  for  long  terms  of  hard 
labour  for  being  concerned  in  a  sort  of 
popular  expression  of  disapprobation 
when  Mr.  Blunt  was  taken  to  prison. 
On  the  next  day  I  think  as  many  as  12 
men  were  sent  to  prison  for  an  average 
of  about  a  month  apiece,  for  showing 
anger  and  emotion  on  account  of  thei' 
parish  priest  being  arrested  and  sent  to 
prison.  On  the  same  day  24  publicans 
were  charged  with  having  refused  to 
sell  drink  to  policemen  who  went  about 
to  catch  the  men,  and  out  of  the  24,  11 
or  14  were  sent  to  prison.  There  are 
two  days'  work  in  Ireland.  These 
droves  of  Hottentots  went  off  to  prison, 
every  one  of  them  having  an  Irishman's 
sensitiveness,  an  Irishman's  patriotism, 
an  Irishman's  native  delicacy  of  feeling. 
We  knew  nothing  of  the  treatment 
of  these  men,  who  belong  to  the 
common  people.  It  is  only  in  such 
cases  as  that  of  Mr.  Edward  Harrington, 
and  this  young  man,  who  was  a  friend 
of  many  of  us,  and  is  our  friend  still, 
and  will  be  our  friend  when  he  is 
once  again  among  us,  that  we  know 
anything.  All  these  men,  poor  and 
rich,  are  punished  in  the  manner  I 
have  described  for  faults  which  partook 
of  the  political  sufficiently  to  make  a 
wise  Oovemment  draw  a  distinction 
between  them  and  gaol  birds.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  be- 
lieve |that  the  punishment  of  hard 
labour,  with  all  these  indignities,  is 
the  same  when  inflicted  upon  a  man 
like  the  Member  for  North-East  Oork 
(Mr.  W.  O'Brien),  an  extremely  over- 
worked literary  man,  or  on  such  a  man 
as  the  hon.  Oentleman  whose  case  we 
are  now  discussing,  as  it  is  when  inflicted 
upon  a  real,  genuine,  hardened,  profes- 
sional criminal  ?  It  is  not  the  same  to 
them,  it  is  not  the  same  to  a  respectable 
farmer  or  labourer,  who  would  never 
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have  got  into  prison  if  he  were  not  a 
politician.  This  is,  after  aU,  what  the 
Liberal  Party  have  been  accustomed  to 
say  about  other  nations.  As  far  as  we 
have  ourselves  erred  against  the  princi- 
ple in  the  past,  we  were  in  the  wrong, 
and  ought  to  admit  it  now.  We  do 
admit  it,  and  we  admit  that  a  clearer 
case  than  that  of  this  young  Member  of 
Parliament  has  never  occurred.  When 
the  Oovemment  with  which  I  was 
connected  was  in  office,  whenever  a  case 
of  the  kind  was  brought  to  our  notice, 
and  as  soon  as  it  was  brought  to  our 
notice,  the  treatment  was  altered.  It 
was  not  only  in  the  case  of  Mr.  T. 
Harrington  but  in  others  also  that  the 
treatment  was  altered.  This  case 
having  been  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  House  of  Oonmions,  we  ought  as 
clearly  as  possible  to  express  our  opinion 
that  a  great  mistake  has  been  made  in 
the  (Government  of  Ireland,'  and  that 
that  mistake  is  only  increased  by  the  ' 
matter  which  so  deeply  concerns  the 
feelings  of  Irishmen  being  treated  with 
something  very  like  levity. 

Mb.  W.  a.  hunter  (Aberdeen, 
N.)  :  I  should  not  have  intervened  in 
this  debate  if  it  had  not  been  owing  to 
the  exceptional  circumstance  that  only  a 
few  days  ago  I  had  the  distinguished 
honour  of  aooompanying  the  latest 
criminal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  on  his  passage  from 
the  north  to  the  south  of  Scotland,  and 
I  had  the  opportunity  of  witnessing  the 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member,  who 
is  now  in  prison,  was  treated,  and  of 
comparing  it  in  my  own  mind  with  the 
reception  which  would  have  been  given 
to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  if  he  had 
been  in  the  same  place.  Four  Members 
of  Parliament  and  the  Chief  Constable 
of  Perthshire,  who,  I  may  remark,  was 
taken  away  from  his  daily  duties  and 
put  on  a  wholly  unnecessary  mission, 
occupied  one  carriage,  the  Irish  sergeant 
who  had  effected  the  arrest  having  the 
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delioaoy  or  good  taste  to  occupy  another 
compartment,  leaving  us  entirely  alone. 
The  news  of  the  arrest  was  flashed  by 
telegraph  along  the  route  we  took,  and 
at    every  station    through    which    we 
passed    crowds    of   people   assembled. 
My  hon.  Friend,  who  is  now  in  prison, 
was  received  at  every  place  with  loud 
cheers.     Wliy,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  there  he  would  have  been 
hooted  out  of  the  stations.    As  a  Scotch, 
man,  I  felt  humiliated.     I  remembered 
that  Scotland  was  once  an  independent 
nation,    onee    proud    of    its    national 
honour,   and  I    felt    humiliated    that 
Scotchmen    should    have    a    political 
refugee,   so  to    speak,   dragged    from 
their  midst  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's   minions.      Moreover,    I   could 
not     help      feeling     a     deep    sense 
of  shame  that  there  could  be  found  in 
Scotland  any  Justice  of  the  Peace  who 
could  so  forget  the  national  dignity  and  | 
national  honour  as    to   countersign  a 
lettre  de  eaehet  of  the  Chief  Secretary's. 
I  am  happy  to  think,  however,  that  the 
man  who  countersigned  the  document, 
if  I  may  judge  by  his  name,  for  he  is 
known  by  the  name  of  Isles,  is  not  a 
Scotchman.    I  hope  he  is  not,  and  I 
hope  there  is  no  Scotchman  who  would 
so  demean  himself  as  to  be  guilty  of 
abandoning  any  person  enjoying  our 
hospitality  to  the  tender  mercies,   or 
rather   cruelties,    of    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman.    I  cannot  help  contrasting 
what  is  going  on  in  the  prison  in  Ire- 
land with  the  manner  in  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  received  and  treated  by 
the  Scotch  people,  and  I  say  that  the 
conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
trampling     upon    the    national    self- 
respect  is  outraging  the  sense  of  the 
people  of  Scotland.    If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is   determined  to  enjoy  a 
cynical  brutality  and  cruelty,  let  him 
confine  himself  to  Ireland :  let  him  not 
pollute  a  country  which  was  honoured 
by  the  citizenship  of  John  Enox,  and 


which  has  hitherto  been  the  habitation 
of  a  free  and  independent  people. 

Me.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Spald- 
ing) moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cocker- 
mouth)  gave  notice  that  as  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice 
oould  not  be  moved  before  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J. 
Morley),  he  would  move  it  at  a  later 
stage  of  the  Address. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (^Mr, 
Halley  Stewart^)  put, — and  agreed  to. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

MOTION. 


PABLIAMENTART  PAPERS— DISTRIBU 

TION. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be 
appointed  to  assist  Mr.  Speaker  in  su- 
perintending the  form  and  regulating, 
the  distribution  of  Parliamentary  Papers. 
The  following  Committee  was  nomi- 
nated : — Mr.  J.  M.  Maclean,  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,  Mr.  Oauston, 
Mr.  Bartley,  Mr.  Arthur  Adand,  and 
Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 

TOWN   H0LDINGH5. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  be  re- 
appointed to  inquire  into  the  termi  of  oc- 
cupation and  the  oompenaation  for  improvementi 
pofliessed  by  the  occupiers  of  town  honsei  and 
holdings  in  Ghreat  Britain  and  Ireland  ;  and  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  the  lease- 
holden  faoilitiee  for  the  purchase  of  the  fee 
simple  of  their  property,  and  also  into  the  ques 
tion  of  imposing  a  direct  assessment  on  the 
owners  of  ground  rents  and  on  the  owners  of 
increased  ralues  imparted  to  land  by  building 
operations    or   other   improvements.— (Colonel 

Nolan.) 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 

before  Twelve  o'clock  till 

Monday  nextt 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  25th  February ,  1889. 


QUEEN'S  SPEECH— HER  MAJESTY'S 
ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  LORD  STEWARD  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Mount- 
EDGCxnoE)  reported  Her  Majesty's 
answer  to  the  Address,  as  follows : — 

"  My  Lords, 

*'  I  thank  you  sincerely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address.  I  received  with  great  satisfac- 
tion your  assurances  that  you  will  bestow  your 
careful  consideration  on  the  measures  that  may 
be  submitted  to  you,  and  I  trust  that  such  mea- 
sures may  be  settled  in  such  a  manner  as  may 
best  conduce  to  the  interests  of  all  my  faithful 
subjects." 

THE    DUBLIN    BARRACKS. 

QUESTION.       OfiSEBYATIONS. 

♦The  Earl  of  BELMORE,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  c^teps  it  is  intended  to  take  to 
improve  the  uauitary  condition  of  the 
Barracks  of  the  Dublin  garrison,  said  : 
My  Lords,  this  question  relates  to  a 
matter  which  is  admitted  to  be  of  very 
great  importance,  and  even  if  there  were 
any  doubt  upon  it,  I  think  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Stanhope  has  within  the  last  few 
weeks  thuughtit  his  duty  to  go  to  Dublin 
and  make  a  careful  inspection  of  the 
Barracks  would  show  the  importance  of 
this  matter.  My  Lords,  although  1 
have  put  the  question  in  general  terms 
with  regard  to  all  the  Barracks  in  Dub- 
lin, yet  the  particular  Barracks  in  which 
most  of  these  cases  of  enteric  fever  have 
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occurred  are  what  are  known  as  the 
Royal  Barracks,  the  large  Barracks  near 
Phcenix  Park  and  very  near  the  river. 
The  River  Lififey,  although  it  has  been 
long  embanked,  at  one  time  was  not  em- 
banked. It  was  a  tidal  river  with  ap- 
parently a  considerable  amount  of  shore, 
and  in  old  times  the  shore  was  in  a  very 
unsatisfactory  and  unsanitary  condition, 
as  may  be  found  by  a  Resolution  of  the 
Irish  House  of  Commons  as  far  back  as 
the  reign  of  King  Charles  the  2nd,  re- 
lating to  the  unsanitary  state  of  Dublin 
and  the  shores  of  the  Liffey.  The 
result  of  this  river  (being  a  tidal 
river)  having  been  imembanked,  was 
that  there  was  a  beach  upon  both 
sides  of  the  river.  That  has  now  been 
reclaimed,  and  it  is  upon  that  land 
that  the  buildings  and  streets  on  both 
sides  now  stand.  It  appears  from  the 
Report  which  my  noble  Friend  near 
me  (Earl  Beauchamp)  moved  for  last 
year  that  a  considerable  part  of  the 
Royal  Barracks  are  built  upon  what 
was  originally  the  shore  of  the  river. 
My  Lords,  upon  looking  over  the 
Report  which  my  noble  Friend  ob- 
tained, I  find  a  very  concise  and,  at  the 
same  time,  a  short  account  of  the  Bar- 
racks and  of  what  the  Commissioners, 
Sir  Charles  Cameron  and  Dr.  Grimshaw, 
did  in  the  way  of  finding  out  what  was 
the  cause  of  the  enteric  fever  which 
had  so  long  prevailed  at  the  Barracks. 
Before  going  into  that  I  may  say  that 
on  comparing  the  figures  I  find  that  be- 
tween the  year  lb79  and  the  year  before 
last  (the  year  down  to  which  the  Report 
goes)  there  were  no  less  than  65  cases 
of  enteric  fever,  and  of  those  65  cases 
no  fewer  than  59  arose  in  the  Royal 
Barracks.  Some  of  those  cases  were 
fatal,  although,  in  the  majority  of  them, 
those  who  suffered  appear  to  have 
recovered.      Those    59  cases    included 
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Boyal  Square  will  be  used  for  stores, 
instead  of  for  troops,  as  it  is  now.    The 
demolitions  in  the  passages  between  the 
Green  Squares  have  been  carried  out, 
as  recommended  by  the  Cameron-Grim- 
shaw  Report,  and,  in  addition,  the  south 
ends  of  both  passages  which  were  not 
recommended  in  the  Report;  so  that 
there  will  be  now  a  perfectly  free  cur- 
rent of  air  through  the  passages  be- 
tween the  three  barracks.     At  present 
it  is  not  intended  to  carry  out  the  demo- 
lition in  Cavalry  Square  and  in  Stable 
Square;  the  access  of  air  which  is  ob- 
tained by  the  demolition  of  the  south 
end  of  the  passages  is  considered  suffi- 
cient in  that  case.    With  regard  to  the 
work  that  has  to  be  done  in  the  current 
year,  a  sum  of  £10,000  has  been  taken 
£pr  demolitions,  re-appropriations,  and 
sanitary    improvements    at  the  Eoyal 
Barracks,    and    also    a  sum  of  about 
£1,200   for  sanitary  services  at  other 
barracks  in  Dublin.      With  regard  to 
the  Richmond  Barracks,   upon   which 
there  is  also  a  Report  from  Mr.  Rogers- 
Field,  £400  is  provided  for  carrying  out 
the  subsoil  drainage,  in  addition  to  the 
work  that  has  been  carried  on  in  the 
past  year,  upon  which  some  £700  has 
been  expended.  I  believe  Mr.  Stanhope 
has  also  in  consideration  the  question 
of  demolition  both  at  Linen  Hall  and  at 
Ship  Street,  which  he  examined  himself 
personally,  and  about  which  he  thought 
there  were  unsanitary  conditions  which 
might  be  improved ;  but  I  believe  that 
arrangements  upon  that  particular  point 
have  not  yet  been  completed.     I  may 
venture  to  say,  with  regard  to  enteric 
cases  from  the  Dublin  garrison,  there 
has  been  a  marked  improvement  in  the 
last  month.     I  am  certainly  justified  in 
saying  that  there  has  been  no  case  of 
enteric  fever  at  the  Barracks  in  the  last 
fortnight;  and  I  believe  I  am  justified 
in  saying  that  there  has  been  no  case  of 
enteric  fever  at  the  Barracks  in  the  last 
month. 

FACTORY  LEGISLATION  IN  INDIA. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY,  in 
rising  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  bis  statement  at  Oldham 
on  January  25th,  that  a  Factory  Act 
would  soon  be  introduced  in  India,  was 
correctly  reported,  said  :  My  Lords,  on 
the  5th  of  November  last  the  Manchester 

Lord  Harris 


Ohamber  of  Commerce  passed  a  resolu- 
tion by  a  majority  of  10 — 38  to  28 — 
recommending  that  the  British  Factory 
Acts,  so  far  as  they  related  to  women 
and  children,  shoidd  be  extended  to 
British  India.  The  seconder  of  this 
resolution,  Mr.  Stuttard,  said,  in  a  letter 
to  the  Manchester  Courier — 

**  Surely  it  will  be  better  for  the  physical  wel- 
fare of  the  Hindoo  to  remain  in  agricultural 
employment  and  give  us  plenty  of  cotton,  rather 
than  be  attracted  to  the  ranks  of  mill  opera- 
tives." 

The  members  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce who  had  had  Indian  experience 
opposed  the  resolution,  while  those  who 
supported  it  showed  that  they  knew  little 
of  the  conditions  under  which  the  Bom- 
bay mills  are  worked.    Although  that 
resolution  was  proposed  on  the  grounds 
of  humanity  to  the  Bombay  operatives, 
it  is  only  doing  justice  to  Manchester 
men  and  to  the  Manchester  Press  to  say 
that  the  mask  of  humanity  was  soon 
dropped,  and  the  motive  of  a  wish  to 
check  rival  competition  put  forward.  If, 
however,  the  Indian  G-ovemment  con- 
cede  the  Manchester    request  for  the 
introduction  of  the  British  Factory  Acts 
into  India,  it  will  lay  itself  open  to  the 
charge  of  hypocrisy  for  taking  thought 
of  humanity  at  Bombay,  whence  no  com- 
plaints have  arisen,  while  neglecting  the 
calls   of  humanity   in   the   Asnam  tea- 
plantations,  and  not  interfering  to  pre- 
vent the  great  mortality  of  the  Bengal 
coolies  on  their  journey  to  Assam,  nor 
taking  care  that  the  coolie  hospitals  in 
Assam  should  be  efficient,  and  neglect- 
ing a  duty  which  the  Colonial  Office 
performed  for  the  Indian  emigrants  to 
the  West  India  Islands  and  to  British 
Guiana.     The  vote  of  the   Manchester 
Chamber  of  Commerce  was  met  at  Bom- 
bay on   the    19th  of    December  by   a 
meeting  of  the  Millowners'  Association. 
It  was  stated  at  that  meeting  that  while 
in  Lancashire  65  per  cent,  of  the  hands 
were  women,  the  work  done  by  those 
women    was    done     in     Bombay     by 
adult   men.      The   Bombay  operatives 
had  two  days  in  the  week,  and  holidays 
of  from  one  to  six  months  every  one  or 
two  years  to  go  home  to  their  villages. 
The  women  stayed  away  from  the  mill 
for  four  or  ^ve  days  every  month,  put- 
ting substitutes  in   their  places.     The 
hands  left  their  work  four  or  five  times 
a-day  from  10  to  15   minutes,  besides 
half  an  hour  for  dinner.     It  was  also 
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shown  that  to  do  the  same  amount  of 
work  three  and  a  third  more  hands  were 
employed  in  Bomhay  than  in  Lanca- 
shire ;  and  as  no  gas  was  used  in  the 
Bombay  mills  the  hours  of  labour  were 
restricted  to  daylight.  The  longest  days 
were  of  13  hours  13  minutes,  and  the 
shortest  of  11  hours.  The  Times  of 
India  of  November  30,  1888,  writing  on 
that  subject,  said — 

**  We  have  a  limitation  already  of  the  hours 
of  female  and  child  labour,  and,  as  Mr.  Bythell 
pointed  out,  *  there  are  four  times  as  many 
persons  in  an  Indian  mill  to  turn  out  the  same 
quantity  of  work  as  was  turned  out  in  a  Lan- 
cashire mill.*  The  hours  are  long  here,  no 
doubt ;  but  the  natives  of  this  country  love  to 
dawdle  over  their  work.  The  old  Bombay 
members  of  the  Manchester  Chamber  under- 
stood the  position  exactly  ;  and  though  they, 
too,  are  interested  in  the  supremacy  of  Man- 
chester, they  were  too  honest  to  conceal  the 
truth.  We  have  to  thank  this  honest  minority 
for  so  clearly  exposing  the  motive  behind  this 
ingenuous  attempt  to  *  lift  the  poor  people  of 
India.'" 

I  may  remind  your  Lordships  that  the 
7\mes  of  India  is  not  a  journal  repre- 
senting the  natives  of  India,  but  it 
is  a  newspaper  which  attends  chiefly  to 
the  views  of  the  Anglo-Indian  com- 
munity in  that  country.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  would  point  out  to  you  the 
inconsistency  of  a  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce which  professes  free- trade 
opinions  asking  for  protection  for  one 
British  industry  alone  while  all  are 
suffering,  and  that  not  against  the 
foreigner,  but  against  our  Indian  fel- 
low-subjects. What  is  to  be  thought 
of  the  inconsistency  of  the  noble  Vis- 
count for  encouraging  such  hopes,  if 
he  did  encourage  them,  while  it  is 
notorious  that  Members  of  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  desirous  of  standing  well 
with  their  Leaders,  are  compelled  to 
make  their  private  opinions  as  to  unre- 
stricted imports  subservient  to  Party 
purposes  ?  Is  the  noble  Viscount  pre- 
pared on  all  ocasions  to  support  the 
resolutions  passed  by  the  Manchester 
Chamber  of  Commerce  ?  Is  he  aware 
that  last  November  that  Chamber 
passed  a  fair-trade  resolution  by  a 
majority  of  73  to  13,  and  though  at  a 
poll  of  the  members,  suggested  by  a 
portion  of  the  directors,  that  vote  was, 
naturally  enough  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, reversed,  no  fewer  than  383  out 
of  1,004  circulars  were  not  replied  to. 
It  is  therefore  certain  that  these  383 
were  not  very  zealous  free-traders,  and 


the  two  parties  may  be  equally  balanced 
in  that  Chamber  of  Commerce.    There 
is  another  reason  why  the  noble  Vis- 
count should  not  have  shown  at  Oldham 
any  sympathy  for  the  Manchester  vote 
for  a  British  Factory  Act  in  India ;  that 
is,  that  his  doing  so  was  in  disaccord 
with  the  flrst  speech  delivered  by  Lord 
Lansdowne  after  he  landed  in  India,  in 
which  he  said  that  he  would  do  his  ut- 
most   to    encourage    native    industries 
that  came  in  aid  of  agriculture,  which 
could  not  provide  sufficient  employment 
for  the  people  of  India.    What  reason 
was  there  for  informing  the  people  of 
Oldham    of  the  Secretary    of    State's 
thoughts  and  intentions.     Was  it  done 
to  catch  votes  ?    Was  it  an  electioneer- 
ing speech  ?  Will  the  noble  Viscount  say 
**  No,"  but  that  he  spoke  as  a  Lanca- 
shire man,  finding  himself  in  his  own 
county  and  among  friends  ?    In  that 
case    the    noble    Viscount    should    re- 
member that  when  he  became  Secretary 
of    State    for    India    he    became    the 
guardian  and  trustee  of  the  interests  of 
the  people  of  India — their  only  guardian, 
and  ought    to   think  of    them    before 
thinking    of    Lancashire.      The    noble 
Viscount,     at     Oldham,     indulged    in 
prophecy  as  to    the    boldness    of  any 
man  who  would  propose  to  re-impose 
the  cotton  duties  in  India.     Certainly  to 
do  60  at  Oldham  would  require  extra- 
ordinary boldness.     But  can   the  noble 
Viscount  be  sure  that  he  will  not  be 
obliged  himself  to  propose  this  in  India  ? 
Through  the  repeal  of  these  duties  the 
salt  tax  has  been  increased  and  cannot 
be   further  increased,    and  the  opium 
revenue   is    diminishing.      The    noble 
Viscount  referred  in  his  speech   to  the 
heartburnings  caused  by  the  repeal  of 
the    cotton    duties.       Was    my    noble 
Friend  reminded  of  those  by  a  gentle- 
man  who  supported  him  on  the  plat- 
form, the  Member  for  Oldham,  and  is 
my    noble    Friend    aware   what    that 
gentleman      formerly      thought      and 
wrote  on  the  subject  of  sacrificing  the 
interests  of  India  to  Manchester  ?      Mr. 
J.    M.    Maclean,  who  now    represents 
Oldham    in    the  other     House,    when 
formerly    an     editor    of    the    Bomhay 
Gazette,  wrote  an  article  in  that  paper 
of  February    28,    1876,  in    which    he 
said — 

"  *  Give  Manchester  what  she  wants  or  go  *— 
that  is,  what  Lord  Salisbury  demanded  of  the 
Viceroy.      What  can  be  more  scandalous,  to 
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ayail  onnelvea  of  Lord  SaliBbory's  own  words, 
than  for  an  English  Minister  deliberately  to 
sell  India  to  ]^£knchester  ?  Yet  this  is  what 
the  Secretary  of  State  proposes  to  do.  In 
return  for  the  support  g^ven  by  Lancashire  to 
the  Conservatives  at  the  last  Election,  and  with 
an  eye  to  future  favours  of  the  same  kind,  Lord 
Salisbury  intends  to  deprive  India  of  a  revenue 
of  three-quarters  of  a  million  sterling  a  year, 
to  make  a  present  of  it,  in  the  first  instance  at 
all  events,  to  the  English  manufacturer  of  cotton 
goods.  We  trust  there  is  suffidert  political 
virtue  left  in  England  to  expose  and  stigmatize 
this  disgraceful  transaction." 

My  Lords,  I  now  beg  leave  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Lidia 
the  Question  which  stands  in  my  name. 
♦The  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down 
has  asked  me  whether  my  statement  at 
Oldham  on  the  25th  of  January,  that  a 
Factory  Act  would  soon  be  introduced  in 
India,  was  correctly  reported,  and  why 
I  made  that  statement,  and  why,  if  I 
was  going  to  make  that  statement,  I  did 
not  make  it  from  my  place  in  Parlia- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  does  not  ask  me 
whether  I  made  the  statement,  but 
assimies  that  I  did  so.  My  answer  is 
that  I  never  made  the  statement  at  all, 
and,  therefore,  the  statement  was  not 
correctly  reported.  What  I  did  state 
was  this.  The  Eeport  of  the  Chief  In- 
spector of  Factories,  Mr.  Redgrave, 
which  was  published  towards  the  end  of 
1887,  contained  the  result  of  an  investi- 
gation by  Mr.  Jones  upon  the  working 
of  the  Factory  Act  of  1 880  in  India.  As 
the  Beport  of  Mr.  Jones  was  thought 
worthy  of  bein^  embodied  in  his  Report 
by  the  Chief  Juispector  of  Factories  in 
ikigland,  I  thou^t  it  was  well  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Viceroy  to  it,  and 
to  ask  him  to  make  the  necessary 
inquiries  as  to  whether  the  factory 
legislation  in  India  did  require  amend- 
ment or  whether  it  did  not.  Those 
inquiries  are  in  course  of  being  made, 
and  no  answer  has  as  yet  been  sent  to 
me  from  Bombay,  where  the  greater 
number  of  factories  are.  Until  I  re- 
ceive the  Report  that  has  been  asked  for 
it  is  impossible  for  me  to  form  any 
opinion  as  to  whether  it  is  necessary 
that  a  Factory  Act  should  be  introduced 
or  not.  I  have  no  objection  now  to 
repeat  what  I  did  say  at  Oldham,  which 
was  that  it  makes  no  difference  to  me, 
as  regarded  factory  labour,  what  is 
said  by  the  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce    or    by    people    in    Bom- 

Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy 


bay,  because  the  protection  of  one 
industry  against  another  has  no- 
thing whatever  to  do  with  the 
reasons  for  which  Factory  Acts  are 
passed.  As  I  understand,  the  whole  basis 
of  a  Factory  Act  is  that  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  health 
and  the  lives  of  women  and  children 
employed  in  particular  industries.  This 
is  the  only  foundation  upon  which  Fac- 
tory Acts  rest.  They  have  nothing  to 
do  with  the  protection  of  one  industry 
against  another,  or  one  class  against 
another,  or  one  country  against  another. 
Therefore,  whenever  it  becomes  my 
duty  to  consider  whether  there  ought 
or  not  to  be  an  amendment  of  the  law 
in  India,  such  consideration  will  be 
based  upon  that  principle  alone.  The 
noble  Lord  further  asked  whether  steps 
had  been  taken  to  see  that  the  coolies 
of  Assam  and  Bengal  were  properly 
treated.  Some  time  ago  an  Act  was 
passed  in  connection  with  that  subject, 
and  the  question  was  raised  whether 
the  Coolie  Act  should  be  amended  when 
Lord  Hartington  was  Secretary  of  State, 
and  his  Lordship  thought  that  its  opera- 
tion should  be  tested  for  two  or  three 
years  longer.  At  the  end  of  that  period 
I  had  to  consider  whether  I  would 
amend  the  law  or  give  it  a  further  trial. 
I  found  that  great  improvement  had 
been  effected  by  the  Act,  and  I,  there- 
fore, determined  to  give  it  another  trial 
and  extend  it  for  two  or  three  years. 
The  result  has  been  that  very  great  pre- 
cautions have  been  taken  under  the  Act, 
and  I  received  a  despatch  from  the 
Viceroy  last  month  saying  that  very 
considerable  improvement  has  taken 
place  in  the  position  of  the  coolies.  If 
the  noble  Lord  will  move  for  a  copy  of 
that  despatch  I  should  be  glad  to  lay  it 
on  the  Table.  As  regards  death  rates, 
they  vary  considerably  in  different  parts 
of  India.    Some  of  the  tea  gardens  are 

Earticularly  unhealthy,  but  those  are 
eing  narrowlv  watched.  I  think  the 
last  average  death  rate  recorded  was 
36  per  thousand,  which  is  a  little  above 
the  ordinary  death  rate  among  Indian 
populations.  I  think  I  have  answered 
all  the  Questions  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
I  trust  I  have  done  so  to  his  satisfaction. 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

The  lord  privy  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan),  in  introducing  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee   made  to  th^ 
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House  on  the  31  at  of  July  laat,  said: 
My  Lords,  when  in  the  course  of  last 
summer  I  moved  your  Lordships  to 
appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Standing  Orders  of  this  House  relating 
to  the  conduct  of  public  business,  I 
explained  to  the  House  the  reasons 
which  induced  the  Gbyemment  to  make 
that  proposal  and  the  objects  which 
they  proposed  to  themselves  in  doing 
so,  and  1  do  not  think  it  will  be  neces- 
sary for  me  to  trouble  your  Lordships 
with  any  repetition  of  such  statement. 
There  is,  however,  one  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  allude  once  more — namely,  to  the 
disclaimer  which  I  then  made  as  to  there 
being  any  idea  or  intention  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  to  carry  on 
this  inquiry  should  be  either  in  sub- 
stitution or  anticipation  of  any  more 
ambitious  schemes  or  proposals  which 
might  be  brought  forward  in  the  future 
for  the  reformmg  of  the  constitution  of 
this  House,  or  its  reconstruction  as  a 
branch  of  the  Legislature.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  question  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  this  House  and  the  subject  of 
the  conduct  of  our  legislative  proceed- 
ings are  entirely  distinct,  and  should  be 
kept  separate.  If  we  are  to  wait  until 
any  reform  is  carried  out  in  the  con- 
struction of  this  House,  with  the  assist- 
ance which  has  been  promised  to  us  by 
the  noble  Earl  the  late  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (the  Earl  of  Eosebery), 
having  regard  to  his  Lordship's  duties 
in  connection  with  the  London  Ooimty 
Council,  it  is  likely  that  for  some  years 
to  come  we  should  leave  the  Kules  which 
govern  our  proceedings  unchanged  and 
unamended.  My  Lords,  if  it  be  true, 
as  has  been  stated  by  noble  Lords,  and 
by  others  outside  the  House,  that  for 
many  years  past  this  House  has  not 
addressed  itself  to  the  task  of  remodel- 
ling the  Kules  of  its  procedure,  it 
appears  to  me  that  however  short  or 
however  long  may  be  our  tenure  of  the 
position  which  we  now  occupy  as  a 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  it  is  incum- 
bent upon  us  to  do  what  we  can  in 
order  to  meet  the  criticism,  and  if 
possible  to  carry  out  the  wishes,  of 
those  who  desire  to  amend  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House.  My  Lords, 
the  Committee  which  the  House 
appointed  to  consider  this  question  was 
one  which  I  think  I  may  venture  to  say 
must  carry  the  greatest  possible  autho- 
rity.   If  noble  Lords  will  look  at  the 


names  of  the  Peers  who  constituted  that 
Committee,  it  will  be  seen  that  they 
were  taken  from  all  sides  of  the  House. 
The  Members  were  representative  of 
the  various  stages  of  thought  upon  this 
and  other  questions,  and  I  think  it  will 
be  at  once  conceded  that  the  tribunal  to 
which  these  Bules  have  been  referred  was 
one  which  may  be  considered,  not  only 
impartial,  but  in  the  highest  degree 
authoritative.  I  did  not  receive  any 
great  encouragement  from  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, when  I  ventured  to  make  the 
Motion  upon  this  subject ;  but  I  feel 
bound  to  add  that  the  noble  Earl  con- 
sented to  serve  upon  the  Committee, 
and  therefore  we  had  the  invaluable 
advice  and  assistance  which  his  un- 
equalled knowledge  and  experience  of 
the  procedure  of  this  House  would  na- 
turally give  him,  and  I  must  therefore 
acknowledge  the  great  assistance  which 
he  was  able  to  give  us  in  all  our  pro- 
ceedings. Then  there  was  another 
noble  and  learned  Lord  who  sits  on  the 
same  bench  opposite,  and  I  cannot  help 
expressing  my  regret  that  he  is  unable 
to  be  present  upon  this  occasion — I 
mean  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Herschell).  One  at  least  of  the  most 
important  provisions  recommended  in 
this  Beport  is  due  to  the  initiative  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  I  think 
that  all  Members  of  the  Committee  will 
agree  that  we  should  derive  the  very 
greatest  possible  advantage  from  his 
experience.  When  I  say  that  the  Com- 
mittee also  had  the  advantage  of  the 
services  of  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  others  who  have 
in  public  and  in  private  taken  the  great- 
est iuterest  in  tnis  question,  I  think  I 
have  said  sufficient  to  show  that  this 
Report  may,  at  all  events,  be  received  as 
representative  of  the  general  body  of 
opinion  in  all  parts  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  Turning  now  to  the  Beport, 
the  main  difficulty  with  which  the  Com- 
mittee were  confronted  was,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  opinion  of  those  Members  of 
the  House  who  are  jealous  of  the  ancient 
forms  and  procedure  of  the  House,  and 
who  I  believe  would  be  best  satisfied  by 
leaving  things  absolutely  tit  statu  quo  ; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was  the 
feeling  of  those  who  would  wish  for  a 
larger  and  greater  measure  of  reform 
and  change  than  is  recommended  in  the 
Beport.    It  has  been  our  duty  as  far  as 
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possible  to  steer  a  middle  course  be- 
tween these  two  sets  of  opinion,  and  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  think  that  we 
have,  to  a  oertaio  extent,  been  successful 
in  that  aim.     Speaking  generally,  we 
decided  to  remove,  where  possible,  all 
paragraphs  in  the  Standing  Orders  en- 
forcing absolutely  obsolete  and  useless 
forms,  forms  which  had  for  a  long  time 
dropped  entirely  into   the  background. 
We  wish  to  preserve  that  which  is  an- 
tique, but,  if  possible,  to  do  away  with 
that   which  is  antiquated.     Then,    my 
Lords,  there  are  certain  new  provisions 
which  will  be  found  in  the  amended 
copy  of  the  Standing  Orders  which  has 
been  furnished  to  your  Lordships,  and 
which  I  will  endeavour  as  shortly  as 
possible  to  explain,  and  it  occurs  to  me 
that  possibly  I  might  in  a  very   few 
words  be  able  so  to  classify  these  new 
Bules   and  changes  as  to  make  them 
dearer  to  your    Lordships  than    they 
would  be  by  a  cursory  examination  of 
the    papers   now    in    your    Lordships' 
hands.     With  regard  to   the  obsolete 
forms,  your  Lordships   will   find  there 
are  several.  No.  XVII.,  No.  XXXVII. 
and  No.   LVII.,  to  which  I   need  not 
further  allude.    They  are  simply  Bules 
which  have  long  dropped  out  of  use. 
There  is  one,  No.  XLII.,  which  will  be 
found    on    page  29,  which    has    been 
amended  so  as  to  conform  with  the  pre- 
sent practice  of  the  House.    Then  there 
is  a  set  of  Kules,  some  of  which  are 
important  in  themselves,  because  they 
relate  to  messages  and  conferences  be- 
tween this  and  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament.    I  think  that  all  of  us  must 
wish  that  the  relations    between    this 
House  and  the  other  House  should  be 
as  cordial  and  conciliatory  as  possible. 
These  Bules  which  we  have  struck  out, 
and  to  which  we  have  proposed  Amend- 
ments, were  not  only  objectionable  and 
even  offensive  in  themselves,  but  calcu- 
lated somewhat  to  hinder  that  comity 
between  the  two   Houses  which  is   at 
all    times    desirable.      At    paragraphs 
LXXXVni.  and   LXXXIX.,  at  page 
50,  your  Lordships  will   find  the   new 
Bules  which  we  have  inserted  instead 
of  the  old  Bules,  the  new  Bules  being, 
in  fact,   a  statement  of  the  procedure 
which  has  been  in  use  for  some  time 
past.      Then,  my  Lords,  in  reference  to 
the  conduct  of  Debates  and  Procedure, 
your  Lordships    will   see  at  page  16, 
Paragraph     aXIV.,     that    we      have 
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amended    the   old    Standing  Order  by 
omittine    the     part    which     prohibits 
our  calling  each  other  by  our  proper 
names  and   titles.     No   new  Bale  has 
been  prepared  providing  that  we  are  to 
call  ourselves  by  our  own  names,  bat 
the  prohibition    has   simply   been    re- 
moved.    Your  Lordships  will  be  fully 
aware  of  the  inconvenience  which  has 
occasionally  arisen    from    the  practice 
which  it  is  intended  to  reform.     There 
is  a  small  alteration  on  page  1 6,  also  in 
Bule  XX v.,  enabling  the  Mover  of  a 
Bill  to  speak  in  reply  at  every  stage  of 
that  Bill.     Then  I  come  to  a  provision 
which  is,  I  think,  more  important.     On 
page  22,  paragpraph  XXXa,  your  Lord- 
ships will  see  that  a  provision  has  been 
made  for  there  being  a  quorum  of  the 
House  upon  any  division,  with  certain 
limitations.     The  chief  objection  which 
has  been  found  to  the  absence  of  any 
rule  as  to  a  quorum  is  that  it  has  been 
possible  that  a  Bill  which  passed  through 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  after 
considerable  discussion,  upon  some  oc- 
casions should  be  rejected  by  a  very 
inadequate  number  of  Peers  towards  the 
latter  end  of  the  Session.     Perhaps  I 
had  better  read  the  proposed  new  Bule 
to  your  Lordships — 

*'  If,  on  a  Division  upon  any  stage  of  a  Bill, 
it  shall  appear  that  30  Lords  are  not  present  in 
the  House,  the  Lord  Speaker  shall  declare  the 
question  not  decided,  but  the  debate  thereon 
adjourned  to  the  next  sitting  of  the  House ;  and 
if  such  Division  take  place  when  the  House  is 
in  Committee,  the  Chairman  shall  declare  the 
question  not  decided,  whereupon  the  House 
shall  resume,  and  shall  be  again  in  Committee 
at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House." 

That,  my  Lords,  I  think,  will  remove 
what  was  formerly  a  reproach  as  to  the 
inadequate  attendance  of  Peers  upon 
occasions  when  important  legislation  has 
been  before  the  House.  Then  there  is 
another  paragraph,  which  provides  not 
only  for  an  adjournmeot  of  the  business 
in  question,  but  it  gives  power  to  the 
House  to  order  that  the  business  in 
question  at  the  time  of  the  adjournment 
should  be  taken  at  the  next  sitting,  or 
at  some  later  hour  of  the  evening.  This, 
of  course,  I  need  hardly  say,  refers  to  the 
difficulty  which  has  been  experienced 
in  this  House,  and  not  in  this  House 
alone,  of  carrying  on  discussions  after 
8  o'clock,  or  even  before  8  o'clock. 
Ghreat  anxietv  has  been  felt  that  the  de- 
bate  should  be  closed  at  or  about  8 
o'clock,  and  the  result  has  been  that 
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some  qaestions  have  been  inadequately 
discussed,  and  many  noble  Lords  who 
wish  to  take  part  in  the  debates  have 
been  prevented  from  giving  their  valu- 
able assistance  to  the  Souse.  The  Rule 
which  has  been  proposed  by  the  Com- 
mittee is  as  follows  : — 

*'  If  at  the  close  of  the  speech  of  any  Lord  it 
shall  be  moved  that  the  basiness  then  in  hand 
be  adjourned,  or  the  House  being  in  Committee 
that  the  House  be  resumed,  and  it  shall  be  so 
ordered,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  House  there- 
upon, without  notice  given,  to  make  further 
order  that  the  business  in  question  shall  be  taken 
first,  either  at  some  later  hour  of  the  evening 
or  on  some  future  sitting-day  to  be  then 
fixed." 

Then,  my  Lords,  there  is  one  further 
Amendment  to  which  I  ought  to  call 
your  attention, and  that  is  at  page  24, No. 
XXXIV.  This  provides  for  the  taking 
up  of  Bills  that  come  up  from  the  House 
of  Commoms.  Your  Lordships  may 
remember  that  there  was  a  Hule  that  if 
a  Bill  were  brought  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons  after  twelve  sitting  days 
without  some  noble  Lord  giving  notice 
of  the  second  reading,  the  Bill  should  be 
dropped  for  the  current  Session.  It  has 
occasionally  happened  that  a  Bill  has 
been  dropped  merely  through  the 
neglect  of  the  Member  having  charge  of 
it.  Provision  is  now  made  that  such 
Bills  may  be  taken  up  at  a  later  period 
of  the  Session,  with  certain  limitations. 
This  is  a  matter  which  I  think  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell) 
brought  forward  last  Session,  and  it  is 
a  small  alteration  which  I  think  will 
commend  itself  to  the  House.*  Then  I 
come,  my  Lords,  to  what  is  the  most  im- 
portant of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  which  will  be  found  on  page 
27,  paragraph  XLI.  The  Committee 
recommend  the  following  Eule  : — 

^'  At  the  commencement  of  each  Session  of 
Parliament  Standing  Committees  shall  be  ap- 

S tinted,  to  one  or  other  of  which,  unless  the 
ouse  shall  otherwise  order,  every  Bill  shall 
be  committed,  instead  of  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House ;  and,  on  the  Report  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  being  received,  the  Bill  shall  not 
be  re-committed  unless  the  House  so  order. 
The  Standing  Committees  shall  not  exceed  four 
in  number,  and  shall  be  appointed  for  such 
classes  of  Bills  as  the  House  may  determine." 

There  are  other  provisions  enumerated 
in  following  paragraphs  which,  perhaps, 
I  may  summarize  as  follows  : — Standing 
Committees,  first  of  all,  are  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  »  Committee  of  Selection. 
They  shall  consist  of  not  more  than  fifty 


nor  less  than  twenty  Lords,  and  the 
Committee  of  Selection  is  to  have  the 
power  to  add  not  more  than  ten  Lords 
in  respect  of  any  particular  Bill.  The 
quorum  of  a  Standing  Committee  shall 
be  twelve.  The  Standing  Committee 
may  appoint  any  Sub-Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  any  Bill.  The  Chair- 
men of  these  Committees  are  to  be 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, but  there  are  not  to  be  more  than 
12  nor  less  than  eight  Lords  to  serve  as 
Chairmen,  and  they  shall  nominate 
amongst  themselves  the  Chairman  of 
each  Standing  Committee,  and  may 
change  the  Chairman  from  time  to  time. 
I  should  add  that  the  Committee  of 
Selection  will  consist  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  and  eight  other  Lords  to 
be  named  by  the  House.  Then,  my 
Lords,  I  think  the  only  other  paragraphs 
to  which  I  need  call  tlie  attention  of  the 
House  are  to  be  found  on  page  12, 
Nos.  XVIa.  and  XYIb.  These  allude  to 
the  absence  of  noble  Lords.  Tour 
Lordships  are  aware  that  there  has 
always  been  power  in  the  House  to 
enforce  the  attendance  of  its  Members. 
That  power  has  not  been  exercised  for 
many  years,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
it  will  never  be  necessary  to  exercise  it. 
The  two  Rules  proposed  are  these — 

'^  The  absence  of  any  Lord  from  this  House, 
except  for  sufficient  reason,  shall  not  prevent 
the  Committee  of  Selection  from  calling  for  his 
services. 

''  Lords  may  obtain  leave  of  absence  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  upon  cause  shown." 

These,  my  Lords,  I  think  are  the  chief 
features  of  the  Be  port  to  which  I  now 
beg  to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention. 
I  do  not  think  I  need  add  any  further 
remarks.  There  were  certain  subjects 
which,  to  my  regpret,  were  withdrawn 
from  the  purview  of  the  Committee,  but 
I  have  gone  at  sufficient  length  into  the 
result  of  the  Committee's  deliberations 
as  far  as  they  went,  and  I  trust  that  the 
proposals  oaade  will  commend  themselves 
to  the  approval  of  the  House. 

Earl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  brought 
before  your  Lordships'  House  a  subject 
of  very  great  importance,  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, constituted  as  it  was  of  Members 
representing  various  views  and  opinions, 
deserve  to  receive,  and  I  am  sure  will 
receive,  careful  consideration  by  your 
Lordships'  House.    I  do  nat  ^^«55P^K«Rk  xa 
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pofleible  to  steer  a  middle  course  be- 
tween these  two  sets  of  opinion,  and  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  think  that  we 
have,  to  a  oertaio  extent,  been  successful 
in  that  aim.     Speaking  generally,  we 
decided  to  remove,  where  possible,  all 
paragraphs  in  the  Standing  Orders  en- 
forcing absolutely  obsolete  and  useless 
forms,  forms  which  had  for  a  long  time 
dropped  entirely  into   the  backgpround. 
We  wish  to  preserve  that  which  is  an- 
tique, but,  if  possible,  to  do  away  with 
that  which  is  antiquated.    Then,    my 
Lords,  there  are  certain  new  provisions 
which  will  be  found  in  the  amended 
copy  of  the  Standing  Orders  which  has 
been  furnished  to  your  Lordships,  and 
which  I  will  endeavour  as  shortly  as 
possible  to  explain,  and  it  occurs  to  me 
that  possibly  I  might  in  a  very   few 
words  be  aole  so  to  classify  these  new 
Kules    and  changes  as  to  make  them 
clearer  to  your    Lordships  than    they 
would  be  by  a  cursory  examination  of 
the    papers   now    in    your    Lordships' 
hands.     With  regard  to  the  obsolete 
forms,  your  Lordships  will  find  there 
are  several,  No.  XVII.,  No.  XXXVII. 
and  No.   LYII.,  to  which  I  need  not 
further  allude.     They  are  simply  Eules 
which  have  long  dropped  out  of  use. 
There  is  one,  No.  XLII.,  which  will  be 
found    on    page   29,  which    has    been 
amended  so  as  to  conform  with  the  pre- 
sent practice  of  the  House.     Then  there 
is  a  set  of  Bules,  some  of  which  are 
important  in  themselves,  because  they 
relate  to  messages  and  conferences  be- 
tween this  and  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament.   I  think  that  all  of  us  must 
wish  that  the  relations    between    this 
House  and  the  other  House  should  be 
as  cordial  and  conciliatory  as  possible. 
These  Bules  which  we  have  struck  out, 
and  to  which  we  have  proposed  Amend- 
ments, were  not  only  objectionable  and 
even  offensive  in  themselves,  but  calcu- 
lated somewhat  to  hinder  that  comity 
between  the  two   Houses  which  is   at 
all    times    desirable.      At    paragraphs 
LXXXVIII.  and  LXXXIX.,  at  page 
50,  your  Lordships  will  find  the  new 
Bules  which  we  have  inserted  instead 
of  the  old  Bules,  the  new  Bules  being, 
in  fact,   a  statement  of  the  procedure 
which  has  been   in  use  for  some  time 
past      Then,  my  Lords,  in  reference  to 
the  conduct  of  Debates  and  Procedure, 
your  Lordships    will   see  at  page  16, 
Paragraph     XXFV.,    that    we      have 
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amended    the   old    Standing  Order  by 
omitting    the     part    which     prohibits 
our  calling  each  other  by  our  proper 
names  and   titles.     No   new  Bule  has 
been  prepared  providing  that  we  are  to 
call  ourselves  by  our  own  names,  bat 
the  prohibition    has   simply  been    re- 
moved.    Your  Lordships  will  be  fully 
aware  of  the  inconvenience  which  has 
occasionally  arisen    from    the  practice 
which  it  is  intended  to  reform.     There 
is  a  small  alteration  on  page  1 6,  also  in 
Bule  XX v.,  enabling  the  Mover  of  a 
Bill  to  speak  in  reply  at  every  stage  of 
that  Bill.     Then  I  come  to  a  provision 
which  is,  I  think,  more  important.     On 
page  22,  paragraph  XXXa,  your  Lord- 
ships will  see  that  a  provision  has  been 
made  for  there  being  a  quorum  of  the 
House  upon  any  division,  with  certain 
limitations.     The  chief  objection  which 
has  been  found  to  the  absence  of  any 
rule  as  to  a  quorum  is  that  it  has  been 
possible  that  a  Bill  which  passed  through 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  after 
considerable  discussion,  upon  some  oc- 
casions should  be  rejected  by  a  very 
inadequate  number  of  Peers  towards  the 
latter  end  of  the  Session.     Perhaps  I 
had  better  read  the  proposed  new  Bule 
to  your  Lordships — 

''  If,  on  a  Division  upon  any  stage  of  a  Bill, 
it  shall  appear  that  30  Lords  are  not  present  in 
the  House,  the  Lord  Speaker  shall  declare  the 
question  not  decided,  but  the  debate  thereon 
adjourned  to  the  next  sitting  of  the  House ;  and 
if  such  Division  take  place  when  the  House  is 
in  Committee,  the  Chairman  shall  declare  the 
question  not  decided,  whereupon  the  House 
shall  resume,  and  shall  be  again  in  Committee 
at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House." 

That,  my  Lords,  I  think,  will  remove 

what  was  formerly  a  reproach  as  to  the 

inadequate  attendance   of  Peers   upon 

occasions  when  important  legislation  has 

been  before  the  House.     Then  there  is 

another  paragraph,  which  provides  not 

only  for  an  adjournmeot  of  the  business 

in  question,  but  it  gives  power  to  the 

House  to  order  that  the  business   in 

question  at  the  time  of  the  adjournment 

should  be  taken  at  the  next  sitting,  or 

at  some  later  hour  of  the  evening.   This, 

of  course,  I  need  hardly  say,  refers  to  the 

difficulty  which  has    been  experienced 

in  this  House,  and  not  in  this  House 

alone,  of  carrying  on  discussions  after 

8    o'clock,    or    even  before   8   o'clock. 

Great  anxietv  has  been  felt  that  the  de- 

bate   should  be  closed  at  or  about  8 

o'clock,  and  the  result  has  been  that 
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some  qaestions  have  been  inadequately 
discussed,  and  many  noble  Lords  who 
wish  to  take  part  in  the  debates  have 
been  prevented  from  giving  their  valu- 
able assistance  to  the  House.  The  Rule 
which  has  been  proposed  by  the  Com- 
mittee is  as  follows  : — 


**  If  at  the  close  of  the  speech  of  any  Lord  it 
shall  be  moved  that  the  business  then  in  hand 
be  adjourned,  or  the  House  being  in  Committee 
that  the  House  be  resumed,  and  it  shall  be  so 
ordered,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  House  there- 
upon, without  notice  g^ven,  to  make  further 
order  that  the  business  in  question  shall  be  taken 
first,  either  at  some  later  hour  of  the  evening 
or  on  some  future  sitting -day  to  be  then 
fixed." 

Then,  my  Lords,  there  is  one  further 
Amendment  to  which  I  ought  to  call 
your  attention,and  that  is  at  page  24,No. 
XXXIV.  This  provides  for  the  taking 
up  of  Bills  that  come  up  from  the  House 
of  Commoms.  Your  Lordships  may 
remember  that  there  was  a  Hule  that  if 
a  Bill  were  brought  up  from  the  House 
of  Commons  after  twelve  sitting  days 
without  some  noble  Lord  giving  notice 
of  the  second  reading,  the  Bill  should  be 
dropped  for  the  current  Session.  It  has 
occasionally  happened  that  a  Bill  has 
been  dropped  merely  through  the 
neglect  of  the  Member  having  charge  of 
it.  Provision  is  now  made  that  such 
Bills  may  be  taken  up  at  a  later  period 
of  the  Session,  with  certain  limitations. 
This  is  a  matter  which  I  think  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell) 
brought  forward  last  Session,  and  it  is 
a  small  alteration  which  I  think  will 
commend  itself  to  the  House.'  Then  I 
come,  my  Lords,  to  what  is  the  most  im- 
portant of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee,  which  will  be  found  on  page 
27,  paragraph  XLI.  The  Committee 
recommend  the  following  Rule  : — 

**  At  the  commencement  of  each  Session  of 
Parliament  Standing  Committees  shall  be  ap- 

S tinted,  to  one  or  other  of  which,  unless  the 
ouse  shaU  otherwise  order,  every  Bill  shaU 
be  committed,  instead  of  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House ;  and,  on  the  Report  of  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  being  received,  the  BiU  shall  not 
be  re-committed  unless  the  House  so  order. 
The  Standing  Committees  shall  not  exceed  four 
in  number,  and  shall  be  appointed  for  such 
classes  of  Bills  as  the  House  may  determine." 

There  are  other  provisions  enumerated 
in  following  paragraphs  which,  perhaps, 
I  may  summarize  as  follows  : — Standing 
Committees,  first  of  all,  are  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  »  Committee  of  Selection. 
They  shall  consist  of  not  more  than  fifty 


nor  less  than  twenty  Lords,  and  the 
Committee  of  Selection  is  to  have  the 
power  to  add  not  more  than  ten  Lords 
in  respect  of  any  particular  Bill.  The 
quorum  of  a  Standing  Committee  shall 
be  twelve.  The  Standing  Committee 
may  appoint  any  Sub-Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  any  Bill.  The  Chair- 
men of  these  Committees  are  to  be 
nominated  by  the  Committee  of  Selec- 
tion, but  there  are  not  to  be  more  than 
1 2  nor  less  than  eight  Lords  to  serve  as 
Chairmen,  and  they  shall  nominate 
amongst  themselves  the  Chairman  of 
each  Standing  Committee,  and  may 
change  the  Chairman  from  time  to  time. 
I  should  add  that  the  Committee  of 
Selection  will  consist  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  and  eight  other  Lords  to 
be  named  by  the  House.  Then,  my 
Lords,  I  think  the  only  other  paragraphs 
to  which  I  need  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  are  to  be  found  on  page  12, 
Nos.  XVIa.  and  XVIb.  These  allude  to 
the  absence  of  noble  Lords.  Your 
Lordships  are  aware  that  there  has 
always  been  power  in  the  House  to 
enforce  the  attendance  of  its  Members. 
That  power  has  not  been  exercised  for 
many  years,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
it  will  never  be  necessary  to  exercise  it. 
The  two  Rules  proposed  are  these — 

'*  The  absence  of  any  Lord  from  this  House, 
except  for  sufficient  reason,  shall  not  prevent 
the  Committee  of  Selection  from  calling  for  his 
services. 

"  Lords  may  obtain  leave  of  absence  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  upon  cause  shown." 

These,  my  Lords,  I  think  are  the  chief 
features  of  the  Beport  to  which  I  now 
beg  to  draw  your  Lordships'  attention. 
I  do  not  think  I  need  add  any  further 
remarks.  There  were  certain  subjects 
which,  to  my  regret,  were  withdrawn 
from  the  purview  of  the  Committee,  but 
I  have  gone  at  sufficient  length  into  the 
result  of  the  Committee's  deliberations 
as  far  as  they  went,  and  I  trust  that  the 
proposals  made  will  commend  themselves 
to  the  approval  of  the  House. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords, 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  brought 
before  your  Lordships'  House  a  subject 
of  very  great  importance,  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, constituted  as  it  was  of  Members 
representing  various  views  and  opinions, 
deserve  to  receive,  and  I  am  sure  will 
receive,  careful  consideration  by  your 
Lordships'  House.    I  do  not  propose  to 
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go  through  the  alterations  and  additions 
to  the  Standing  Order  seriatim,  but  upon 
the  most  important  change — namely, 
that  of  the  appointment  of  Standing 
Committees — I  may  say  that  that 
proposition  is  one  in  which  I  heartily 
concur.  My  Lords,  I  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  the  hope  that  the 
whole  subject  of  Parliamentary  reform 
will  not  form  the  subject  of  any  Party 
debates,  but  will  be  dealt  with  by  this 
House  upon  its  own  merits. 
♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  My  Lords,  I 
am  sure  I  shall  be  expressing  the  senti- 
ment of  the  House  generally  in  paying 
tribute  to  the  admirable  manner  in  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  brought  forward 
these  proposals ;  but  I  must  say  that  it 
appeared  to  me  that  there  is  one  very 
great  hiatus  in  his  statement.  He 
described  very  clearly  what  was  pro- 
posed to  be  done,  but  he  certainly 
ignored  the  very  important  question 
whether  there  was  any  reason  at  all  for 
these  changes  in  our  Standing  Orders.  I 
do  not  myself  see  that  any  adequate 
ground  has  been  made  out  for  such  a 
change.  With  regard  to  the  proposal  to 
appoint  Standing  Committees,  I  fear 
that  the  proposal  will  be  the  means  of 
excluding  a  very  large  number  of  Peers 
from  the  debates  in  Committee,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  that  is  a  very  desirable 
thing.  We  are  not  so  overwhelmed  in 
work  as  they  are  in  another  place  as  to 
render  it  necessary  so  to  economize  our 
time.  I  can  quite  imagine  this  happening 
in  your  Lordships'  House — that  a  BiU 
may  be  brought  forward  on  which  a  Peer 
not  accustomed  to  take  much  part  in 
your  Lordships'  proceedings,  and  who 
would  not  naturaUy  be  a  Member  of  any 
Standing  Committee,  might  be  able  to 
bring  to  bear  upon  the  discussion  of  that 
Bill  a  great  defd  of  valuable  information 
of  the  most  useful  kind,  but,  not  being  a 
Member  of  the  Standing  Committee,  he 
would  have  no  opportunity  of  giving  the 
House  the  advantage  of  his  criticism 
upon  the  various  clauses  of  the  Bill.  The 
only  opportunity  he  would  have  of  dis- 
cussing it  would  be  either  upon  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  or  on  the 
Beport,  but  to  rise  and  make  a  speech 
at  a  stage  where  you  can  only  speak  once 
is  very  different  from  being  able  to  make 
frequent  observations  in  Committee. 
Furthermore,  I  think  your  Lordships,  in 

Sassing  this  new   regulation,   wiU  be 
oing  away  with  a  very  good  oppor- 
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tunity  for  youns^  Peers  to  take  part  in 
your  Lordships'  proceedings.  If  the 
present  system  had  been  found  to  work 
unfairly  or  inconveniently,  then  I  could 
understand  these  changes  being  pro- 
posed ;  but  I  have  never  heard  of  any 
complaint  in  this  direction.  The  com- 
plaints against  your  Lordships'  proceed- 
ings are  many  and  various,  but  I  have 
never  heard  any  complaint  alleged 
against  our  proceedings  in  Committee  in 
discussing  a  Bill.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  this  proposal  is  an  imitation  of 
the  French  Bureaux,  which  certainly  have 
not  been  attended  with  happy  conse- 
quences as  regards  the  French  Assembly. 
Anybody  who  is  acquainted  with  the 
proceedings  in  the  French  Assembly  will 
know  that  under  the  form  of  proceeding 
there,  it  is  impossible  to  get  that  numeri- 
cal proportion  and  balance  of  discussion 
which  we  get  in  our  proceedings  here. 
I  trust  we  shall  not  adopt  this  particular 
proposal  without  full  consideration.  I 
am  sure  it  is  a  g^eat  mistake,  in  an 
Assembly  like  this,  to  make  change, 
without  very  full  discussion  and  mature 
deliberation.  I  am  for  improvements, 
but  I  am  distinctly  against  mere  change ; 
and  in  this  case  I  really  fail  to  see  what 
we  are  to  gain  by  alteration.  With 
regard  to  the  suggested  alteration  as  to 
adjournments,  I  think  the  provisions  pro- 
posed are  very  wise  and  proper.  Agam,  I 
think  it  is  hudly  worth  while  to  depart 
from  our  present  Kules  upon  the  subject 
of  addressing  one  another  by  our  names. 
The  practice  we  have  hitherto  pursued 
is  very  decorous,  and  I  do  not  think 
we  shall  gain  in  decorum  by  calling 
each  other  by  our  names  and  titles.  I 
am  not  quite  certain  how  the  forms  of 
the  House  will  enable  these  complicated 
questions  to  be  put,  but  certainly  as 
regards  the  appointment  of  Standing 
Committees  I  must  say  **  not  content." 

The  Ea&l  of  EIMBERLEY:  My 
Lords,  although  I  became  a  Member  of 
this  Oommittee  last  year,  I  was  not  able 
to  serve  upon  it,  and  I  therefore  ap- 
proach this  matter  with  the  disad- 
vantage of  not  having  heard  the  argu- 
ments which  were,  no  doubt,  put 
forward  in  favour  of  the  proposal 
for  Standing  Committees.  I  heard, 
however,  very  fully  from  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Herschell)  what 
his  views  were  in  making  the  suggestion, 
which,  in  point  of  fact,  is  only  a  modifi- 
cation of  a  proposal  made  by  the  nobl« 
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Marquess  opposite.  The  noble  Earl 
who  has  just  sat  down  seems  to  think 
that  there  is  nothing  whatever  in  our 
present  arrangements  with  regard  to 
discussions  in  Committee  which  requires 
any  alteration.  I  am  quite  unable  to 
agree  with  him.  I  do  not  think  he  has 
at  all  apprehended  the  point  in  dis- 
cussion in  this  matter.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  it  is  the  proceedings  in  Committee 
which  are  found  to  be  defective,  or 
which  require  alteration ;  but  what  we 
find  is  this,  that  there  are  a  great  number 
of  small  and  comparatively  imimportant 
Bills  which  pass  through  Committee 
without  any  notice  or  discussion  what- 
ever. Now  it  seems  to  me  there  is  one 
function  which  is  pre-eminently  the 
function  of  this  House,  apart  from  any 
great  initiative  proposals,  and  that  is 
file  revision  of  Bills.  It  becomes  more 
and  more  difficult,  of  course,  for  the  other 
House,  with  the  great  multiplicity  of 
business  which  they  have,  to  give  minute 
attention  to  Bills  not  of  the  first  conse- 
quence. What  we  want  is  that  all  these 
Bills  should  be  carefully  scrutinized. 
What  is  everybody's  business  is  always 
found  to  be  nobody's  business,  and  if 
the  House  is  divided  into  small  Com- 
mittees, whose  special  business  it  is  to 
consider  the  Bill  referred  to  them,  I 
think  it  will  be  of  advantage  to  the 
country,  and  will  redound  very  much  to 
the  credit  of  the  House.  Believing  as  I 
do  that  this  alteration  will  lead  to  a 
more  thorough  examination  of  par- 
ticular Bills,  I  certainly  welcome  the 
proposition.  With  regard  to  Bills  of 
great  importance,  I  apprehend  that  it  is 
not  intended  to  refer  them  to  Committees 
of  this  kind.  Of  course  they  would 
come  before  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.  With  regard  to 
noble  Lords  who  might  take  a  par- 
ticular interest  in  a  subject,  and  who 
might  not  happen  to  be  upon  the  par- 
ticular Standing  Committee,  I  observe 
that  there  is  a  provision  in  the  proposed 
Standing  Order  that  any  ten  Members 
(or  of  course  fewer)  may  be  added  to  a 
Committee  for  the  purpose  of  the  dis- 
cussion of  any  particular  Bill ;  so  that 
any  Peer  having  special  knowledge 
might  be  added,  and  the  Committee 
would  have  the  advantage  of  his 
experience. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  SALISBUEY: 
My  Lords,  I  want  to  point  out  to  my  noble 
Friend  ttiat  the  proposals  now  before  us 


have  not  the  intention,  and  would  not 
have  the  effect,  of  depriving  this  House 
of  any  control  over  its  Committees.  The 
House  might,  if  it  pleased,  direct  that  a 
Bill,  after  it  has  passed  the  Standing 
Committee,  shall  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House.  There  will 
still  be  the  stages  of  Beport  and  Third 
Reading.  I  imagine  that  when  a  Bill 
has  been  read  a  second  time  the  Motion 
put  from  the  Chair  will  ordinarily  be, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Standing 
Committee,"  and  it  will  then  be  open 
to  any  Peer  to  move,  instead  of  the 
words  ''  Standing  Committee,"  to  insert 
the  words  '^  Committee  of  the  whole 
House."  The  Question  always  is, 
^'That  this  Bill  be  committed,"  and 
under  the  new  Bules  I  suppose  it  would 
be  simply  necessary  to  add  ''to  a 
Standing  Committee."  It  would  there- 
fore come  before  the  House  on  each 
occasion,  and  there  would  be  full  oppor- 
tunity for  every  Member  of  the  House 
to  give  his  opinion.  My  Lords,  I  feel 
very  strongly  as  a  Member  of  this  House 
for  some  years  that  Bills  of  a  secondary 
class  are  not  considered  with  that  care 
which  they  deserve,  and  that  we  do  not 
examine  into  the  phraseology  of  Bills, 
and  especially  the  references  in  the 
Bills  which  form  so  large  a  portion  of  our 
modem  statutory  language,  with  the 
care  which  might  reasonably  be  ex- 
pected of  a  House  constituted  as  this  is. 
Upon  the  whole  I  think  the  proposal  a 
good  one ;  but  I  would  point  out  to  your 
Lordships  that  we  do  not  stand  pledged 
to  it  for  ever ;  if  it  turn  out  that  the 
proposal  does  not  answer,  it  will  be  easy 
to  send  the  matter  back  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  main  object,  my  Lords,  in 
rising  is  as  far  as  possible  to  confirm 
what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Earl  Beauchamp)  as  toitsbeing 
desirable,  and,  indeed,  indispensable, 
that  each  of  these  changes  should  be 
separately  weighed,  and  canvassed,  and 
considered.  There  is  no  sort  of  unity 
between  the  various  alterations;  they 
are  not  all  subordinated  to  any  common 
object,  so  as  to  make  their  being  accepted 
or  rejected  en  hloe  either  desirable  or 
practicable,  and  I  hope  the  noble  Lord 
will  see  his  way  to  giving  the  House 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
various  proposals  seriatim.  Very  little 
has  been  said  about  a  proposal  which 
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now  considered.  After  that  we  shall 
take,  seriatim^  Amendments  on  all  the 
points.  Then  comes  the  final  Motion 
that  these  be  the  Standing  Orders  of 
this  House.  That  seems  to  me  to  give 
all  the  opportunities  which  noble  Lords 
can  desire. 

The  Eakl  of  EOSEBERY:  My 
Lords  ;  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  suggestion  which  I  think  will  meet  all 
the  difficulties  which  appear  to  have 
arisen.  It  is  quite  true  that  the  only 
satisfactory  way  of  discussing  these 
Standing  Orders  is  to  take  them  seriatim, 
and  it  is  equally  true  that  that  will 
take  an  enormous  amount  of  time; 
but  I  think  there  is  a  middle  course, 
which  is  this — that  we  should  take 
seriatim  all  those  Standing  Orders  which 
are  absolutely  new,  and  then  take  those 
in  which  any  alteration  has  been  made, 
leaving  without  discussion  those  Stand- 
ing Orders  in  which  no  alteration  has 
been  made.  I  do  not  think  that  noble 
Lords  will  find  that  that  will  take  a  very 
great  deal  of  time,  and  I  am  inclined  to 
think  that  it  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
supporters  of  the  proposed  changes  as 
well  as  to  those  who  wish  to  oppose 
them. 

The  Earl  op  KIMBEELEY  :  My 
Lords,  I  would  point  out  that  it  is  only 
this  evening  that  we  have  had  from 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Gadogan)  any  ex- 
planation of  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Select  Committee  came  to  the  con- 
clusions reported  to  us.  It  cannot  be 
expected  that  noble  Lords  who  have 
now,  for  the  first  time,  heard  that  ex- 
planation should  commit  themselves 
without  more  mature  consideration,  and 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  bettor 
course  would  be  to  take  tiiese  altera- 
tions seriatim, 

♦The  Earl  of  DEEB Y  :  I  think,  my 
Lords,  we  shall  find  it  impossible  to  dis- 
cuss this  matter  satisfactorily  unless  we 
take  the  Amendments  one  by  one. 
Here  is  one  that,  upon  a  Division  upon 
any  stage  of  a  Bill,  a  quorum  of  30 
Members  shall  be  required ;  here  an- 
other constituting  Stanaing  Committees ; 
another  relatiug  to  conferences  with 
the  other  House.  How  is  it  possible 
that  in  one  discussion  we  can  deal  with 
all  these  subjects,  which  have  little  or  no 
connection  with  one  another  ? 

The  Earl  of  COEK  and  OEEEEY  : 
I  would  suggest  to  my  noble  Friend 
that    he  should  withdraw    his  present 

The  Marquess  o/iSa^isbury 


Motion,  and  bring  it  on  after  we  have 
had  time  to  look  into  the  Amendments 
and  alterations  proposed. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  My  Lords,  I  was 
about  to  ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to 
withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn, and  the  Order,  on  Motion, 
discharged. 

SWEATING  SYSTEM. 
MOTION  FOB  A   SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

The  Eabl  of  DTJNEAVEN  :  My 
Lords,  in  rising  to  move  the  Eesolution 
of  which  I  have  given  notice,  it  will 
not  be  necessary  for  me  to  make  many 
observations.  Although  the  last  Ses- 
sion offered  unusual  facilities  in  the 
way  of  time,  your  Lordships  Com- 
mittee were  unable  to  conclude  their 
labours,  and,  as  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  it  has  devolved  upon  me 
to  ask  your  Lordships  to  re-appoint 
them.    I  beg  to  move — 

That  a  Select  Committee  be  aj^pointed  to 
continue  the  inquiry  into  the  sweating  system 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  to  report  thereon 
to  the  House,  and  that  the  witnesses  before 
the  said  Select  Committee  be  examined  on 
oath. 

The  Motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
Lords  following  were  named  of  the 
Committee — 


L.  Abp.  Canterbury. 
E.  Derby. 
E.  Brownlow. 
V.  Gordon, 

(E.  Aberdeen). 
L.  Clinton. 
L.   Clifford  of  Chud- 

leigh. 


L.  Foxford, 

(E.  Limerick). 
L.  Kenry, 

(E.    Dunraven   and 

Mount-Earl). 
L.  Sandhurst. 
L.  Rothschild. 
L.  Monkswell. 
L.  Thring. 


LAND  TRANSFER  BILL. 
BILL   PHBSBNTED.      FIRST   BEADnTQ. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbury)  :  My  Lords,  my  object  in 
asking  your  Lordships  to  allow  the 
Land  Transfer  Bill  to  be  re-introduced 
immediately  is  to  obtain,  if  your  Lord- 
ships shall  so  please,  the  re- appointment 
of  the  Select  Committee  which  worked 
upon  the  Bill  of  last  Session  up  to 
Clause  54,  and  which,  I  venture  to  hope, 
will  be  williuff  to  bring  the  work  to 
completion  early  in  the  present  Session. 
Under  the  circumstances,  I  presume 
your  Lordships  would  think  it  conve- 
nient to  postpone  anv  discussion  either 
of  the  principles  or  of  the  details  of  the 
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Bill  until  it  shall  have  ntnrned  from 
the  Be)eot  Committee. 
Bill   to  nmpliff  tiUw  and  faoiliute  thfr 

truuter  of  land  in  EngUnd.— Pnaented  {Tht 
Lord  Chamtlhr) ;  read  1*. 

LUNACY  ACTS  ASIBNDMENT  BILL. 
BILL  FBBSKNTED.      FIB8T  BXASDIO. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbury):  I  ask  jout  Lordships' leave 
to  re-introduce  the  Bill  for  amending 
the  Lunacy  Lavs.  It  is  irom  no  fault  of 
this  House,  or  of  those  who  have  held 
the  OffioQ  which  I  occupy,  that  the 
numerous  amendments  of  the  law  on 
this  most  important  subject  which  are 
contained  in  this  Bill  have  not  been 
realized  long  ago.  Most  of  these  changes 
meet  with  general  assent ;  some  of 
them  are  of  very  substantial  value.  I 
persevere  in  my  endeavour  to  have  this 
matter  dealt  with,  and  leave  to  others 
theresponsibilityof neglectingit.  With 
your  Lordships'  assistance,  I  hope  to 
send  the  Bill,  as  soon  as  possible,  to 
the  other  House,  where  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  give  as 
early  an  opportunity  as  may  be  practi- 
cable of  having  it  considered.  I  shall 
not  think  it  necessary  in  this  House, 
where  the  same  Bill  has  passed  so 
many  times,  to  do  more  than  point 
out  in  Oommittee  the  very  few  differ- 
ences between  this  Bill  and  its  prede- 
cessors, and  to  invite  your  Lordships' 
assistance  in  dealing  with  the  serious 
question  of  mechanical  restraint  which  I 
regret  tofind  prevailing  in  someqnarters. 
I  shall  very  shortly  introduce  a  Bill 
consolidating  the  Lunacy  Acts,  and  I 
hope  that  whatever  may  be  the  fate  of 
inch  parts  of  this  Amendment  Bill  as 
are  subjects  of  controversy,  at  least 
those  parts  which  bear  on  the  work  of 
oonsohdation  will  be  allowed  to  proceed 
without  the  loss  of  another  year. 
Bill  to  amend  the  Acta  nlatmg  to  LnnaticB. — 
'  d  (7A«  Lord  ClxutMthT)  ;  read  1'. 


TRUST  OOUFAinXB  BIIX. 

A  Bill  to  enable  incorporated  Compudea  to 
act  as  executora,  adaunistrators,  and  tniftees, 
and  in  other  fldudary  capacitiea. — Pieaanted 
{Tin Lord BUhoiut):  nod  1'.     (No.  10.) 

House  odjoomed  at  half  pait  Six 

I  o'clouk,    tin    To-monow,    a 

qiaiter  pait  Tan  o'clock. 


H0U8E    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  Ftbmary  35,  1869. 

NEW  WRIT  ISSUED. 
For  South-West  Biding  of  the  County 
of  York  (Bamsley  Division),  t>.  Court- 
ney Stanhope  Kenny,  esquire,  Manor 
of  Northstead. 

QtTESTIONa. 

BUEGH  FOUCE  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  E8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  if  he  intends 
to  proceed  with  the  Burgh  Police  (Soot- 
land)  Bill  during  the  present  Ssssioa. 

Thb  LOHD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P. 
B.  BoBRRTsoir,  Buteshire) :  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  proceed  with  the  Burgh  Police 
(Scotland)  Bill  until  after  the  subject 
of  Scotch  Local  Government  has  been 
considered  by  the  House. 

THE   NEW  LAW  COURTS. 

Mb.  BH0ADHUE8T  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether,  in  accordance  with 
his  promise  made  last  Session,  he  has 
caused  an  investigatiDn  to  be  made  as 
to  the  condition  of  the  roofs  and  other 
parts  of  the  New  Law  Courts ;  and,  if 
BO,  what  has  been  the  result  ? 

Thb  FIEST  C0MMI88I0NEH  of 
W0EK8  (Mr.  Pluitkkt,  University  of 
Dublin) :  Yes,  Sir ;  a  careful  inspection 
was  made  at  the  new  Law  Courts  during 
the  long  vacation  in  last  autumn,  and 
the  roofs  were  found  to  be  in  several 
cases  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  condition, 
principally  from  the  shrinkage  of  the 
large  timbers  used  in  their  construc- 
tion ;  but  the  defects  have  been  carefully 
remedied,  and  the  roofs  are  reported  to 
me  to  be  now  perfectly  safe. 

800TH  APBICA— THE  DE  BEEES  MINE. 
Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  could  give  the 
House  any  information  as  to  a  conces- 
sion alleged  to  have  been  recently 
(panted  by  Lobengula  to  Mr.  Ehodee, 
Chairman  of  the  De  Beers  Mine,  or  to 
Ur.  Eadd,  the  agent  of  Mr.  Ehodes ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  such  oonces> 
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sion  purported  to  convey  certain  mineral 
rightis  in  Mashonaland  in  considera- 
tion of  the  payment  by  Mr.  Hhodes  or 
by  Mr.  Rudd  of  £1,200  and  1,000 
Martini- Henry  rifles;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  at  the  date  of  the  grant  of 
such  concession  Sir  Sydney  Shippard, 
Her  Majesty's  Administrator  in  Bechu- 
analand,  was  present  in  Lobengula's 
kraal;  whether,  on  14th  May,  1888, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  declared  it 
would  give  no  countenance  to  any  con- 
cession unless  made  with  the  know- 
ledge of  and  approved  by  the  High 
Commissioner ;  whether  such  conces- 
sion was  approved  by  the  High  Com- 
missioner, and  has  been  sanctioned  by 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment ;  and, 
whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
Corespondence  and  Documents  relating 
to  such  concession  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Baron  H.  De  Worms, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's G-overnment  have  received  the 
text  of  a  concession  alleged  to  have 
been  granted  to  Mr.  Rudd.  It  pur- 
ports to  include  all  Lobengula's  do- 
minions, except  the  Tati  district ;  and 
the  money  consideration  appears  to  be 
an  annuity  of  £1,260  a  year,  besides  a 
present  of  1,000  rifles  and  of  100,000 
rounds  of  ammunition.  Sir  Sydney 
Shippard  was  100  miles  away  from  the 
chief's  kraal  on  the  day  the  concession 
was  signed,  and  had  no  knowledge  of 
the  negotiations.  Mr.  Moffat,  the 
Assistant  Commissioner,  was  also 
absent  from  the  chief's  kraal  at  the 
time.  Such  a  letter  as  is  referred  to  in 
the  fourth  paragraph  of  the  Question 
was  written  from  the  Colonial  Office  on 
the  14th  of  May,  and  will  be  foimd  in 
Blue  Book  C,  5,624,  page  23.  It  is 
believed  that  the  High  Commissioner 
views  Mr.  Rudd's  concession  as  an 
advantageous  arrangement  on  grounds 
of  public  policy  ;  but  he  has  had  no  oc- 
casion to  approve  or  disapprove  it,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  con- 
sider it  necessary  to  express  any 
opinion,  either  as  to  its  validity  or 
merits.  Papers  on  the  subject  will  be 
included  in  the  next  Bechuanaland 
Blue  Book. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether,  on  the  14th  of 
May  last,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
declined  to  give  any  countenance  to  a 
concession  unless  such  concession  was 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


approved  of  by  the  High  Commissioner ; 
and  whether  it  hfiis  since  g^ven  counte- 
nance  to  this  concession  ? 

Baron  HENRY  db  WORMS:  I 
think  I  have  already  answered  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BRADLAUGH:  The  hon. Gentle- 
man said  that  the  High  Commissioner 
had  had  no  occasion  to  express  approval 
or  disapproval.  My  question  now  is 
whether,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
having,  on  the  14th  of  May,  declined  to 
give  any  countenance  to  a  concession 
unless  it  was  approved  of  by  the  High 
Commissioner,  they  have  since  given 
consent  to  this  concession  ? 

Baron  HENRY  de  WORMS:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  thought 
it  necessary  to  express  any  opinion  as  to 
its  validity  or  merits. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Have  they, 
then,  changed  their  opinion  since  the 
14th  of  May  last  ? 

Baron  HENRY  de  WORMS :  No. 

THE  PRISONS  IN  CAPE  COLONY. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  shocking  state  of  the  prisons  in 
Cape  Colony,  as  shown  by  the  report 
made  last  year  to  the  Cape  Parliament, 
and  to  the  ill-treatment  and  insufficient 
and  baa  food  of  the  prisoners  under- 
going sentence  ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
female  prisoners  have  been  subjected  to 
criminal  assaults  by  the  gaolers;  that 
some  of  the  gaols  are,  as  reported, 
**  never  free  from  vermin,"  and  that 
untried  prisoners  were  found  in  the 
most  wretched  condition  from  bad  food, 
**  aggravated  by  the  utter  impossibility 
of  their  taking  any  exercise  in  the 
cramped  space  allowed  them ; "  and 
whether  the  Government  has  taken,  or 
will  take,  any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Baron  HENRY  de  WORMS  :  I 
have  seen  the  report  in  question.  A 
very  searching  inquiry  was  made,  and 
was  immediately  followed  by  the  pasbing 
(in  August  last),  of  a  stringent  Act  for  the 
removal  of  the  abuses  which  had  been 
brought  to  light.  As  the  hon.  Member 
is  aware,  these  matters  in  Colonies  which 
have  responsible  government  are  en- 
tirely within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Colonial  Government. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  up  to  the  present 
time,  except  the  passing  of  an  Act,  no. 
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thiiu;  haa  been  done  to  improre  tfae 
condition  of  the  prisona,  and  that  they 
btill  remain  in  the  aame  horrible  state  P 
Bahom  HENEY  db  worms  :  I 
am  not  aware  of  the  fact,  bat  I  will  make 
inquiry. 

lEELAND— MR.  HODDEH,  H.M.,  AND 
THE  ENNI8  NATIONAL  LEAGUE. 

Hb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
oliffe).  asked  whether  Mr.  Hodder,  B.M., 
informed  certain  persona  at  Ennis  that 
his  instructions  were  to  anppreea  by  force 
a  meeting  proposed  to  be  neld  at  that 
place  on  the  3rd  February  to  ezpreaa 
sympathy  with  Mr.  O'Brien,  if  any 
resolutiona  condemning  high  Oovern- 
ment  officiala  were  propoaed;  but  if 
otherwise,  he  would  not  interfere  with 
it ;  and  whether  Mr.  Hodder,  B.M.,  en- 
tered the  room,  the  prooeedinga  having 
aubsequently  oommenced,  and  diaperaed 
the  meeting  by  the  aid  of  a  foroe  of 
Boyal  Irish  Oonstabulary  he  brought 
with  him  f 

Ths  80LI0IT0H  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddbk,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  am  informed  that  the  facte 
are  not  accurately  repreeented  in  the 
Question.     The  meeting  was  being  or- 

i[anized  by  the  reputed  officials  of  the 
ocsl  National  League,  which  was 
auppressed  in  that  district  aa  an  un- 
lawful aaaociation.  The  Resident 
Magistrate  did  not  state  that  he 
wonld  not  interfere  with  the  meeting 
on  the  condition  indicated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. He  did  say  that  a  meeting  held 
tor  the  purpose  of  promotiDg  sedition 
and  bringing  the  GoTemment  into 
contempt,  and  for  the  denunciation  of 
Government  officiala,  would  be  an  un- 
lawful assembly.  The  meeting  was  not 
dispersed  by  the  police,  the  assembly 
having  separated  on  being  called  upon 
to  do  so  by  the  Resident  Hagietrate. 

Ma.  J.  £.  ELLIS  :  May  I  ask  if  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  haa  re- 
ceived hie  information  from  the  Resi- 
dent Uagistrate  himself  ? 

Ma.  MADOEN  :  I  received  the  infor- 
mation through  the  usual  source. 

THE  COAL  MINES  ACT. 
Mb.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
RuahclifFe)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  whether  the 
caae  mentioned  by  him  on  10th  Hay 
1888,  M  throwing  doubt  on  the  applica- 
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Hon  of  Clause  10  of  "The  Goal  Mioea, 
&c.  Act,  1887,"  haa  yet  been  decided; 
and,  does  the  Home  Department  now 
hold  that  the  clause  in  question  is  nni- 
veraally  and  unconditionally  operative 
except  as  specified  in  the  Act  of  1 887  ? 

Thb  secretary  qv  STATE  tob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  fMr. 
Matfhbws,  Birmingham,  E.)  ;  The 
Justices  have  only  a  few  days  ago 
etated  and  signed  the  special  oaee, 
which  was  entered  for  hearing  on 
Saturday  last.  Everything  will  be 
done  to  secure  a  apeedy  deoiaion,  but 
until  that  is  given  it  would  not  be 
proper  for  me  to  give  a  reply  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member'a 
Question. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask 
what  delayed  the  decision  of  this  special 
case  for  1 2  months  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  Justices 
have  been  pressed  more  than  onoe,  but 
only  signed  the  special  oaee  on  Satur- 
day. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH:  In  ordinary 
caaee  the  Justioea  have  yielded  to  pres- 
eure,  but  it  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  ezerdaed  in  this  case. 

ZULULAND.— EEBELUOtTS  CHIEFS. 

Me.  ALEXANDER  M'ARTHUB 
(Leicester)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  tor  the  Colonies  whether  the 
sentence  of  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour,  reported  to  have  been  passed 
by  tfae  Special  Court,  now  sitting  at 
Ekshowe  m  Zululand,  on  Somkeli  and 
other  Zulu  chiefs  charged  with  rebel- 
lion, is  now  being  enforced ;  whether 
the  Government  haa  been  informed  as 
to  the  action  taken  by  the  Court  in  the 
case  of  Ndabuko,  who  is  reported  to 
have  reserved  his  defence  on  the  plea 
that  he  had  not  been  able  to  obtain 
legal  assistance  ;  whether  the  proposed 
trial  of  Dinizulu  at  Ekshowe  will  be 
proceeded  with  after  the  leave  to  appeal 
against  the  proceedings  of  that  Court 
which  has  been  granted  by  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council ;  and 
whether  the  course  to  be  taken  by  the 
authorities  in  Natal  as  regards  the 
other  Zulu  chiefs  will  be  guided  by  the 
precedent  established  in  the  case  of 
Dinizulu? 

Baboh    henry  db   WORMS:   In 

answer  to  the   first  paragraph  of   the 

hon.  Member's  Qneetion,  I  have  xa  say 

that  the  sentonce  is    not  now    being 
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enforced.  These  chiefB  will  be  detained, 
as  they  were  before  trial,  pending  the 
consideration  by  HerHajesty's  GoYem- 
ment  of  the  proceedings  in  each  case. 
The  report  of  Ndabuko's  case  has  not 
yet  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemment.  It  ie  understood  that  the 
trial  of  Dinizulu  will  be  proceeded  with. 
He  has  not  appealed  against  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Court  before  nhioh  he 
is  to  be  tried.  These  proceedings  have 
not  commenced  as  far  as  we  know.  His 
appeal  was  against  a  judgment  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Natal,  upholding  a 
warrant  signed  by  the  Governor,  for 
the  removal  of  Dinizulu  into  Zululand 
from  Natal.  This  warrant  purported 
to  be  issued  under  a  colonial  law,  and 
the  applicability  of  that  law  is  the 
question  in  dispute.  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  advised  that  the  result  of  the 
appeal  to  the  Judicial  Committee  would 
In  ao  way  affect  the  competenoe  of  the 
Special  Commission  to  deal  with  the 
case,  or  the  validity  of  its  proceedings 
therein.  I  do  not  qnite  understand  the 
meaning  of  the  last  paragraph  of  the 
Question  ;  but,  as  Dinizulu  will  be  tried 
last,  his  ease  cannot  form  a  precedent 
for  the  oases  of  the  other  chiefs. 

SWAZILAND. 

Ma.  ALEXANDEE  M'ARTHUR, 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Coloniaa  whether  he  has  received 
inform  atioD  to  the  effect  that  the 
Ooremor  of  Natal,  on  behalf  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  has  rejected  the 
offer  of  the  King  of  Swaziland  to  place 
himself  under  British  protection  ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  is 
aware  of  negotiations  said  to  be  in  pro- 
gress with  a  view  to  the  annexation  of 
that  district  by  the  South  African  Be- 
public  f 

Babok  henry  ds  "WORMS  :  I  do 
not  understand  what  communication 
from  the  Governor  of  Natal  to  Chief 
Umbandine  the  hon.  Member  refers  to ; 
but  Her  Majesty's  Gfovernment  are  pre- 
cluded by  the  prOTiaions  of  the  London 
Convention  of    1884    from   declaring  a 

Eroteotorate  over  Swaziland,  and  they 
ave  no  information  of  negotiations  for 
the  annexation  of  Swaziland  to  the 
South  African  Republic,  which,  they 
are  advised,  would  be  a  breach  of  that 
Convention,  although  they  have  heard 
that  the  President  expressed  a  wish  to 
conclude  a  Treaty  with  Swaziland. 
Barm  Benry  D*  Worm* 
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THE  ROYAL  BAREA0K8,  DUBLIN. 

De.  FAEQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Rogers  Field  on  the  sanitary  condition 
of  the  Royal  Barracks,  Dublin,  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House ;  and 
whether  the  result  of  the  inspection  of 
the  Dublin  Barracks  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  the  Quartermaster  General, 
and  the  Director  General  of  the  Army 
Medical  Department  will  be  communi- 
cated to  the  House  ? 

Thk  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  The  first  Report  of  Mr. 
Rogers  Field  on  the  drainage  of  the 
Boyal  Barracks  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  immediately.  In  answer  to  the 
Question  whether  the  result  of  my  re- 
cent inspection  of  all  the  Dublin  Bar- 
racks will  be  communicated  to  the 
House,  I  shall  be  glad  to  state,  when 
opportunity  occurs,  the  general  objects 
we  are  aiming  at. 

THE   NORTH    BKITiaH   BORNEO 
COMPANY. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy] asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether  there 
is  any  precedent  for  treating  a  British 
Company,  administering  territory  under 
a  Charter  from  the  Crown,  as  "  an  in- 
dependent State,"  as  in  case  of  the 
British  North  Borneo  Company;  whether 
the  East  India  Company,  or  any  other 
chartered  Company,  was  ever  reoogniied 
as  "an  independent  State;"  whether 
Article  II.  of  the  Agreement  between 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty,  and 
the  British  North  Borneo  Company, 
limiting  the  right  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  interfere  with  the  in- 
ternal administrations  of  the  North 
Borneo  State,  places  any  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  any  interference  which  Parlia- 
ment may  at  any  time  see  fit  to  exercise ; 
whether,  in  view  of  the  protection 
afforded  to  the  North  Borneo  State  by 
Her  Majesty's  Military  and  Naval 
Forces,  the  Company  is  to  pay  any- 
thing ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the  Com- 
pany lately  enlisted  120  Sikhs  or  other 
Asiatic  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  at 
Singapore  in  order  to  carry  on  hostilitiefl 
against  the  Pangaran  Shabandn ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  such  recruiting  is  subject 
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to  any  regolatioxis  either  in  India  or  in  Sir  OEOEOE  CAMPBELL :  Am  I 

the  Straits  Settlements ;  and,  whether  to    understand  that  any  papers  have 

the  territory  in  which  these  hostilities  heen  presented  to  Parliament  since  the 

are  carried  on,  and  which  is  now  in  the  North  Borneo  Company  were  made  an 

possession  of  a  native  chief,  is  among  independent  State  ? 

the  territories  recognized  as  belonging  Sir    JAMES    FEEQU8S0N  :     The 

to  the  Company  by  Article  I.  of  the  hon.  Member  will  find  in  the  papers  an 

A^eement?  explanation  of  the  statue  of  the  Com- 

Thb    under    secretary    for  pany. 

^f^^  J^l^^^^^^    f^"'  IRELAND-CAPTAIN  SEAGRAVE,  R.M. 

Feroubsok,  ManohoBter,  N.E.):  As  re-  «•„  t  t?  -oTTTa/xr  ^-     i,        -o    \. 

gards  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  the  Me.  J.  E  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 

Suestion,  the  hon.  Membw  wUl  find  the  f  ^«)  !^^t,^^  Sohcitor-General  for 

precise    status    of    the    British    North  ^}^^  ^•'f *^®f  f  "7  investigation  has 

bomeo  Company  explained  in  the  Par-  yetbMnmademto  the  statements  made  in 

liamentary  Pap^r,  Spain  No.  1  (1882),  this  Hou,e  on  the  19th  December,  1888, 

Borneo  and  Sulu.  p    202.    The  Oom-  ^^  *^«  •'^f/  Member  for  Mid-Cork,  re- 

pany  is  not  recognizld  as  an  "  indepen-  T^^^«  the  arrest  and  dismissal  from 

Sent  State,"   but  as  administering  the  ^«    ^"P®  ,^°"°*«*1  n",'*"*^*  n^  ***?* 

GoTemment  of  the  independent  State  Government  of  Cane  Colony  of  Captain 

of  Sabah,  under  powers  iid  authorities  f«^»e.  KM-,   for   fiiamaal  irregu- 

derived  from  the  Sultan  of  Sulu  and  lan'ifs;  and  if  so,   what  has  been  the 

the  Sultan  of  Brunei,  in  consideration  '«??*  **TJrl  nn'^iT^        L        *       a 

of  an  annual  tribute.    The  Charter  of  ,  ?^:.MAD^^N :  The  matter  referred 

the  Company  merely  confers  the  ordi-  to  is  still  under  inyestigation,  and  a  reply 

nary  incidents  of  incorporation,  in  re-  *?  *  commnmoation  addressed  to  the 

turn  for  which  the  Company  haye  sub-  Cape  authorities  on  the  subject  is  now 

mitted  to  the  control  of  Her  Majesty's  *^„     or-o-m/Mn /n  i*    ^  -nr  x    t     •  i. 

Government,    in    the  exercise    of   the  ,   Mk.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  I  wish 

powers    of   government    conferred   on  to  ask  how  it  is  that  two  months  have 

them  by  the  Sultans.    As  regards  the  ^otUm  found  long  enough  for  an  m- 

third  paragraph,   there  is    nothing  in  jestigation  of  the  case ;  and  whether 

the  ChartS,  or  in  the  Agreement,  be-  the  Government  will  give  an  assurance 

tween   Her  Majesty's  Government  and  *f*  Oap*am  Seagrave  has  not    been 

the  Company  ther^  referred  to  which  "p^^.^^  to  try  cases  under  the  Crimes 

can  inteSere  with  any  action   which  Act  since  December  ?    Also,  if  he  will 

Parliament  may  see  fit  to  take.    As  re-  P.T?  »°  Msurance  that  this  magistrate 

gards  the  fourth  paragraph,  the  protec-  ^^  "?*  ^  aUowed  to  try  cases  untd 

Son  afforded  to  tie  &)mpany  does  not  *^!    °''."K/|  *«">"»*    ''»°»    ''»^e  ^«®'' 

differ  in  character  from  that  which  is  ^^^^^^^l^^„     ™ 

extended  to  British  life  and  property  in  Mb.  MADDEN :    The  jfentleman  m 

aU  parts  of  the  world,  and  the  Company  question  has  not  been  exercising  jurisdic- 

is  not  called  upon  to  make  any  payment  J^**"  recently,  but  he  has  been  allowed 

in  respect  of  it.    As  regards  the  fifth  le^^®  <>'  *»>8e?ee  ^^^  t*^®  mvestigation 

paragraph.  Her  Majesty^s  Government  ^«»    proceeding.      In   respect   of   the 

have  no  information  as  to  the  enlist-  investigation    itself,    not    a    moment 

ment  of  Sikhs  and  other  Asiatic  sub-  pf  time  has  been  lost;  but  the  irregu- 

jects  of  Her  Majesty  at  Singapore,  but  ^"'ties  are  dleged  to  have  taken  place 

recruiting  is  subject  to  regulations  in  i?  ?o"tli  Africa,  and,  therefore,   it  is 

India  and  in  the  Straits  SetUements.  pbvious  Uiat  some  time    must    elapse 

As  regards  the  sixth  paragraph,  the  ^e^"  *o™nV^n*!r^  i             * 

hostilities  carried  on  hj  the  Company  ,Me.  SEXTON :  Will  the  leave    of 

against    the   Pangaran  Shabandu  are  al>fen<5e  be  allowed  to  terminate  before 

believed  to  have    taken  place  on  the  ^iV^^^'i^.^i^-!^^V\^           .^-       . 

border  of  the  territory  administered  by  ,Mb-   MADDEN :  I  have  nothing  to 

them  on  the  South  West  Coapt  (called  ^^  to  my  answer. 

Padas  Damit),  and  to  have  arisen  in  THE  ACTION  OF  THE  NATIONAL 

consequence   of    raids,    murders,    and  LEAQUE. 

other  aoto  of  violence  committed  by  the  Ms.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  asked 

Fangerao  in  that  territcnry.  '  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if  his 

M  2 
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attention  to  this  subject,  and  of  moving 
an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  that  the 
same  principles  with  respect  to  com- 
bination may  be  applied  to  the  rich  as 
are  now  applied  to  the  poor. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  British  Government  has 
combined  with  other  Governments  in 
order  to  raise  the  price  of  sugar  ? 

Mr,  W.  H.  SMITH:  There  is  no 
foundation  for  that  statement. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
the  attention  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  has  been  drawn  to  a  case  in  Lord 
Kenyon's  Heports,  in  which  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  treated  a  combination  to 
raise  the  price  of  an  article  as  a  criminal 
offence  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  So  far  as  the 
information  laid  before  the  Government 
is  concerned,  they  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  is  no  case  for  their 
interference.  If  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
possession  of  any  information  which 
would  enable  us  to  form  a  different 
judgment  we  would  be  exceedingly  glad 
to  receive  it. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Have 
the  Government  instructed  their  Law 
Officers  to  look  into  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  have  ahready 
stated  that,  so  far  as  the  information 
received  goes,  we  are  advised  there  is  no 
ground  upon  which  they  could  proceed 
against  these  parties.  The  Government 
would  be  glad  if  the  hon.  Member  could 
furnish  them  with  any  further  informa- 
tion in  his  possession. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  ask 
whether  any  inquiry  has  been  made  into 
the  matter;  and  whether  the  Government 
have  sought  to  obtain  information  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  took  aU  the 
steps  in  our  power  when  the  matter 
was  referred  to  us,  and  we  cannot  find 
that  there  is  any  legal  authority  for  in- 
terfering. The  hon.  Member  may  rely 
on  competition  to  bring  down  the  price 
of  the  article,  and  to  effect  a  great  and 
general  reduction.  It  is  impossible 
for  any  combination  of  this  kind  to 
last. 

Sm  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  he  can  assure  the  House  that 
the  *^  legislative  provision "  in  regard 
to  the  sugar  bounties  will  be  of  such  a 
kind  as  will  enable  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  whole  policy  for  the  Oonven- 

&ir  George  CampbeU 


tion  into  which  Her  Majesty  has  entered 
for  the  suppression  of  bounties  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
assuring  the  right  hon.  Member  that 
any  legislative  provision  in  regard  to 
the  sugar  bounties  which  the  Govern- 
ment may  bring  before  the  House  will 
afford  full  opportunity  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  policy  of  the 
Convention. 

IRELAND— IMPRISONMENT  OF 
MEMBERS. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin,  &c.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  what  is  the  number 
of  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
who  have  been  prosecuted  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act ;  what  is  the  number  of  Members 
who  have  been  convicted  under  the  Act ; 
and  how  many  hon.  Members  are  now 
in  prison  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND :  Prosecutions  under  the 
Statute  mentioned  have  been  instituted 
against  24  Members,  of  whom  23  have 
been  convicted,  and  the  other  case  is  still 
pending.  The  number  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers now  in  prison  is  three. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
circumstance  that  yesterday  the  visiting 
justices  of  Kilkenny  Gaol  made  a 
report  protesting  in  the  strongest 
manner  against  the  prison  treatment 
of  Mr.  Carew,  and  requesting  that 
his  clothes  may  be  restored  to  him  ; 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposes  to  take  any  action  in  the 
matter? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfoub)  :  I  have  received  no  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.  I  have  no  doubt 
Mr.  Carew  will  be  dealt  with  in  the 
ordinary  course  by  the  Prisons  Board. 
That  is  all  the  information  that  has 
reached  me. 

PRIVILEGE.— STRANGERS  IN  THE 

LOBBY. 

Mb.  SEXTON :  I  request  to  ask  you, 
Sir,  a  Question  relating  to  a  matter  of 
privilege.  I  desire  to  know  whether 
you  can  inform  the  House  by  what 
right  or  authority  a  part  of  this  baildinji^ 
reserved  to  the  use  of  Members  of  this 
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Houw  is  open  to  one  Edward  Oaulfield 
Hooston,  a  witness  in  a  certain  case  ; 
and  whether  steps  oan  be  taken  to  pre- 
vent Members  of  this  House  from  being 
broagbt  into  contact  with  the  authors 
of  Suan  and  calnmnious  statements  ?  I 
with  to  know  whedier  we  cannot  be 
protected  from  being  exposed  to  the 
ptovooation  of  meeting  this  man  in  a 
part  of  the  House  reserved  to  the  use 
of  Uembers  ? 

Tbk  BFEAKEB  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
the  £M>ts  narrated  by  the  hon.  Qantle- 

Ib.  SEXTON :  I  wiU  pnt  a  further 
qoeetion  to-morrow. 

NEW  UEUBEB  SWOBN. 

Sir   John    George    Smith    Einloch, 

baionet,  for  Ferthudre   (Eastern  Divi- 


OBDOHAl.  KTIDBKOE  BHX. 

On  Motion  of  Ur.  Attorae^^  Qaiiant,  Bill  to 
•iiMnd  the  Iav  of  Evidence  in  Oriminol  CaseB, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Ur.  Attorney 
Oeneikl,  Hr.  Seoretwy  Matthewa,  and  Mr. 
Solicitor-Genenl. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  9 6. J 

OFFICIAL  SECRKTB  BILL. 

On  MotdoD  of  Mr.  Attorney  Qaneral,  Bill  to 
preTent  the  diiolosuTe  of  Official  docaments  and 
information,  oTdered  to  be  broaght  in  by  Mr. 
Attiniiey  (jeneml,  Ur.  Socratary  St&nhope, 
and  Lord  Geoise  Hamilton. 

Bill  praaanted,  and  read  flnt  time.   [Bill  Q 7.] 

Hb.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask  a  Ques- 
tionoonoeming  the  Bill,  and  with  regard 
to  the  scope  of  the  Bill — namely, 
whether  it  tUI  pre?ent  the  disclosure 
of  documents  and  information  in  the 
poeaeeaionof  the  Govemment  to  either 
of  the  litigants  in  any  ease  in  which  a 
Law  Officer  of  the  Grown— the  Attorney 
General — holds  a  brief  for  one  of  the 
parties. 

Thb  ATTOBNET  general  :  At 
the  proper  time  I  will  make  an  explana- 
tion. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAT. 

ADDBES8  IK   ANSWER   TO    UEB  HA- 

JESTT'B  HOST  OBACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[^ACJOITBirXD   DXBATK.] 

Order  read,  for  resaming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Questios  [Slst  February.] — 
[Sw  page  41.] 


«Mb.JOHN  HORLET  (Newcaetle-on- 
Xyne]  moved  as  an  amendment  to  the 
Address  the  insertion  of  the  following 
words : — 

"  Bat  ve  humbly  represent  to  Toor  Uftjecty 
that  thi  present  system  of  adminiitratiaD  in 
IieUod  is  harsh,  oppressivs,  and  unjust ;  that 
it  violates  tho  rights  and  alienataa  the  affac- 
tions  of  Tour  Maieet^'a  Irish  lubjectB,  and  is 
viewed  with  Teprubation  and  avenion  by  the 
people  of  Qreat  Britain.  And  we  humbly  re- 
present to  youT  Majesty  that  euch  meaanrea  of 
conciliation  should  be  adopted  as  may  btin^ 
about  Hie  contentment  of  the  Irish  peo^e  and 
establish  a  real  union  hhtween  Qreat  Britain 
uid  Ireland." 

The  right    hon.  Gentleman  said — Ur. 


ithian  remarked  the 
other  night  that  one  reason,  if  there  had 
been  no  other,  why  ve  should  have 
been  obliged  to  challenge  this  para- 
graph in  the  Address,  was  that  the 
Government  had  taken  a  very  anusuat 
course  in  the  wording  of  that  paragraph. 
Instead  of  making  it  neutral  in  its  ex- 
pression, such  as,  according  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  judgment,  has  always 
been  the  case  hitherto,  the  Government 
have  chosen  to  make  that  a  paragraph 
tojdraw  the  whole  House  of  Parliament 
on  to  express  a  satisfaction  which  we, 
at  any  rate,  on  this  side  of  the  House 
do  not  by  any  means  entertain.  But, 
even  quite  apart  from  the  wording  of 
this  paragraph  in  the  Address,  I  think 
it  will  be  felt  in  all  parte  of  the  House 
that,  with  our  views  on  this  side,  we 
should  have  been  bound,  in  the  light  of 
recent  contemporary  incidents  in  Ire- 
land, to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  is  now  going  on,  and  to  ask  the 
House  seriously  to  consider  whether  it 
justifies  or  does  not  justifv  the  descrip- 
tion of  "  salutary  results  as  the  out- 
come of  the  present  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  It  is,  I  think, 
about  eight  months  ago  since  I  had  the 
honour  of  submitting  to  the  House  a 
Motion  which,  though  not  quite  identical 
in  its  wording,  was  no  doubt  identical  in 
its  purport  and  ite  drift  with  the  present 
Motion.  Nothing  that  has  happened 
during  those  eight  months  has  weakened 
the  convictions  of  those  of  us  who 
voted  for  that  Motion  that  it  was 
well-timed  then,  and  nothing  has  ha^ 
pened  which  can  weaken  our   oonno- 
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tion  that  it  is  still  more  urgently 
called  for  now.  Sir,  the  propositions  in 
the  Amendment  that  I  have  put  upon 
the  paper  are,  in  effect,  founded  upon  two 
allegations.  The  first  is  that  the  Ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  has  during  the 
last  few  months,  and  during  the  last 
two  or  three  months  more  especially, 
been  singularly  wanting  in  that  pru- 
dence, that  foresight,  and  that  care, 
which  are  the  cardinal  virtues  of  all  ad- 
ministration, but  which  are  particularly 
required  in  the  administration  of  the 
exceptional  and  repressive  law  whiohyou 
passed,  and  which  you  are  carrying  out, 
against  the  opinion  of  the  country  upon 
which  you  have  imposed  it.  The  second 
allegation  is  that  in  one  case,  at  least, 
a  piece  of  legal  iniquity  has  been  perpe- 
trated which  in  my  judgment  is  tainted 
by  every  bad  quality  that  can  mark  a 
judicial  act,  and  which  is  worthy  of  some 
of  the  worst  exploits  of  that  ruffian 
judge  in  Scotland  100  years  ago,  who 
said  ^'  Give  me  a  prisoner  and  I  will  find 
you  the  law."  The  Chief  Secretary  the 
other  day — not  in  this  House,  but  else- 
where— said  he  was  glad  to  inform  his 
audience  that  the  relations  between  the 
people  and  the  police  in  Ireland  were 
more  satisfactory  now  than  they  had 
been  for  a  very  long  time  past.  Now, 
I  for  one  should  always — whatever 
might  be  the  condition  of  parties,  and 
however  wide  our  views  of  policy — be 
glad  to  hear  that ;  because,  whether  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  a  Liberal,  or  a  Tory, 
or  a  Nationalist,  we  must  all  feel  that 
nothing  is  more  essential  for  anything 
like  peace  and  order  in  Ireland  than 
that  the  relations  between  the  guardians 
of  order  and  the  people  at  large  should 
be  tolerably  pacific  and  tolerably  har- 
monious. As  far,  however,  as  has 
transpired  in  the  public  prints  during 
the  last  few  months,  I  can  find  no  trace 
of  anything  of  that  kind.  Indeed,  I  find 
traces  of  a  very  lamentably  contrary 
state  of  things.  What  happened  at 
Oweedore  ?  The  murder  at  Gweedore 
is  one  of  those  matters  as  to  which  there 
can  be  no  difference  of  opinion  in  any 
part  of  this  House,  and  the  House 
needs  no  assurance  that  we  here 
deplore  and  condemn  that  murder 
exactly  as  much  as  I  am  sure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  condemned  the  murder  of  the 
cooper  in  the  streets  of  Belfast  in  1886. 

Mr,  John  Morley 


But,  in  saying  that,  I  cannot,  nor  does 
the  country,  I  think,  absolve  the 
(Government  of  gross  carelessness  and 
rashness  in  the  way  in  which  the  arrest 
was  carried  out.  Four  or  five  constables 
were  sent  to  arrest  a  popular  priest  in 
the  presence  of  his  flock  at  a  moment 
when  their  feelings  of  attachment  and 
reverence  were  naturally  at  their  height. 
To  do  that  was  an  act  of  rashness 
which  has  never  been  surpassed  in 
police  administration,  and  in  this  con- 
nection I  will  venture  to  use  an  illustra- 
tion which  I  have  used  before.  Suppos- 
ing that  when  I  was  Chief  Secretary  it 
had  been  necessary  to  arrest  Dr.  Kane  or 
Dr.  Hanna,  two  popular  divines  in  Bel- 
fast. If  I  had  sent  a  small  number  of 
police  to  arrest  either  of  those  clergymen 
coming  out  of  their  places  of  worship 
in  the  presence  of  a  g^eat  crowd  of 
Orangemen,  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
the  Members  for  North  Armagh  and 
Belfast  would  have  come  down  to  this 
House  and  moved  a  Vote  of  Cen- 
sure on  me,  and  they  would  have 
been  right.  But  contrast  this  extra- 
ordinary carelessness  with  the  precau- 
tions taken  when  removing  Father 
M'Fadden  to  gaol.  Then  the  authori- 
ties, who  thought  it  sufficient  to  send  a 
small  body  of  police — I  am  aware  there 
was  a  larger  body  in  reserve — to  arrest 
him — 

'*  Surrounded  him  with  a  heavy  escort  of  the 
60th  Rifles  and  police,  mounted  and  on  foot. 
Carriages  containing  the  police  formed  a  line 
stretching  30  yards  along  the  road.  In  front  was 
a  detachment  of  Royal  Engineers  to  examine 
the  bridges,  while  skirmishers  went  alon?  the 
hills  to  prevent  boulders  being  rolled  down 
on  the  men  below  .'* 

Surely  this  is  very  like  a  state  of  civil 
war.  Contrast  these  precautions  with  the 
want  of  precaution  shown  at  the  begin- 
ning of  this  unfortunate  catastrophe. 
I  want  to  ask  the  House  how 
they  can  have  confidence  in  police 
administration  whieh  allows  a  hand- 
ful of  police  to  be  brought  into 
contact  with  mobs  under  such  circum^ 
stances,  and  which  affords  such  an  ex^ 
hibition  of  perversity  and  folly  as  was 
made  on  this  occasion.  And  you  will 
find  that  all  over  Ireland,  except  in  the 
north-east  corner,  there  are  at  this 
moment  constant  collisions,  not  always 
on  a  large  scale,  but  irritating  and 
vexatious,  between  the  police  and  the 
people.  Some  of  the  oases  are  almost 
incredible.    I  admit  that  it  is  not  very 
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easy  to  get  aoourate  informatioii  as  to 
what  passes  in  Ireland.  But  at  Tralee 
in  February,  on  the  oooasion  of  Mr. 
O'Brien's  removal,  a  number  of  men 
were  brought  up  for  oheering.  One  of 
them,  for  instance,  was  heard  to  cheer 
for  Mr.  O'Brien  when  being  driven  from 
the  station.  Will  the  House  believe 
that  for  this  offeuce,  and  this  only,  the 
prisoner  was  ordered  to  find  bail,  him- 
self in  £5,  and  two  sureties  in  £2  each,  or 
go  to  goal  for  a  month  ?  Another  cried 
"Bravo,  O'Brien."  Mr.  Roche,  the 
magistrate,  said  the  prisoner  must 
clearly  understand  that  conduct  of  this 
kind — cheering  a  prisoner  while  being 
conveyed  to  gaol — was  illegal,  and 
would  not  be  tolerated.  I  submit  to 
the  House  that  that  is  not  the  law  in 
England,  and  that  no  Home  Secretary 
or  magistrate  would  venture  to  act  as  if 
it  were  the  law.  Another  case  was 
brought  up  in  connection  with  the  same 
business,  and  the  prisoner  was  charged 
with  hissing  Mr.  Cecil  Boche.  He  was 
bound  over  to  the  peace  or  three  months 
in  gaol.  At  Killamey,  also  connected 
with  Mr.  O'Brien,  the  crowd  were 
treated  with  the  greatest  violence. 
Prisoners  whose  conduct  appeared  to  be 
perfectly  harmless  were  taken  to  the 
Diurraoks,  and  some  brought  before  the 
magistrates.  At  the  platform  where 
the  train  reverses  there  were  about  40 
boys  collected,  and  while  the  train  was 
reversing  they  raised  a  cheer.  Colonel 
Turner  from  the  carriage  ordered  the 
police  to  charge  them.  The  police,  using 
their  rifles  as  clubs,  most  mercilessly 
used  them.  That  was  a  sample  of  what 
was  going  on.  Wherever  they  had  the 
chance  the  police  were  ordered  to  behave 
in  this  brutal  manner.  There  is  one 
case  in  which  I  hope  the  Chief  Secretary 
will  give  us  further  information,  for  the 
oiroumstances  as  stated  are  so  extra- 
ordinary that  I  cannot  believe  it.  But 
he,  perhaps,  can  tell  us  whether  it  is 
true  or  not.  Two  young  men  were 
charged  with  obstructing  a  constable  at 
Ennis  on  the  10th  of  February.  The 
obstruction  consisted  in  the  defendants, 
while  engaged  in  conversation,  laughing 
at  the  constable.  The  defendants  denied 
that  they  were  laughing.  The  magis- 
trate sentenced  them  to  three  months' 
each  in  default  of  finding  bail  for  good 
b^iAviour. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  What  are  you 
reading  from? 
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Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Ths  Freeman's 
Jburnal,  [^MiniBterinl  laughter.']  If  I 
read  it  from  the  Timee,  you  would,  I 
suppose,  believe  it.  I  said  it  was  not 
easy  to  get  accurate  information  from 
Ireland.  The  man  who  has  the  worst 
chance  of  getting  accurate  information 
as  to  what  is  going  on,  is  the  man  who  is 
dependent  for  his  information  on  offi- 
cifids  who  are  never  in  contact  with  the 
eople.  I  say.  Sir,  this  case  may  not 
e  true,  but  it  requires  investigation. 
There  are  other  cases,  but  I  will  push 
on  to  more  important  matters.  There 
was  in  January  a  case  where  there  was 
an  extension  of  the  law  of  riot  and  un- 
lawful assembly  of  the  most  serious 
kind.  Here  two  men  were  found  guilty 
of  imlawful  assembly  and  imprisoned 
for  one  month,  and  the  whole  o£Pence 
proved  against  them  was  that  they  were 
said  to  have  been  in  a  crowd,  some 
members  of  which  raised  a  cheer  for 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  If  you  are  in  a 
crowd  which  cheers  for  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  then  you  are  guilty  of  an 
unlawful  assembly.  That  is  not  the 
kind  of  justice  which  we  desire  to  see 
administered  in  Ireland.  It  is  that  sort 
of  thing  which  justifies  me  in  saying 
that  the  present  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  is  harsh,  oppressive,  and 
unjust.  I  will  now  proceed  to  the  sen< 
tences  of  Members  of  Parliament.  I  will 
begin  with  the  most  recent  of  them — the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kil* 
dare,  Mr.  Carew.  I  think,  Mr.  Speaker, 
as  these  gentlemen  are  excluded  from 
this  House,  I  may  venture  to  call  them  by 
their  names.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  going 
largely  into  the  details  of  Mr.  Carew's 
case.  He  stated  himself  before  the  ma- 
gistrates the  circumstances  out  which 
his  arrest  arose.  Mr.  Carew  stated  the 
facts  as  to  the  tenant  O'Byme,  who  had 
been  evicted  for  arrears — arrears  with 
which  we  have  always  said  you  ought 
to  have  dealt — and  Mr.  Carew  said  that 
under  the  circumstances  he  was  bound, 
as  representative  of  the  county,  to  go 
over  and  expose  what  he  considered  was 
nothing  better  than  an  act  of  highway 
robbery.  **  I  admit,"  he  says,  **  that  I 
said  that."  He  further  admitted  that 
he  said  if  any  one  was  imported  into  the 
district  such  a  person  should  be  left 
severely  alone— Boycotted.  ''If  that 
was  a  crime,"  Mr.  Carew  said,  "  I  admit 
it.  If  it  be  a  crime  to  say  that  the 
tenants  of  Lord  Drogheda  are  under  no 
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obligation  to  provide  amusement  for 
Lora  Drogheda,  by  allowing  him  to 
run  oTer  their  land,  then  I  admit  I 
am  a  criminal  to  the  fullest  extent." 
Now,  I  am  not  discussing  for  a  moment 
the  point  whether  Mr.  Carew's  speech 
was  legal  or  illegal.  I  will  take  it  the 
magistrate  was  justified  in  finding  that 
he  had  broken  the  law.  But  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider  what  a  state  of  law 
you  have  got  which  enables  the  Mar- 
quess of  Drogheda  and  his  agent,  and 
as  many  other  people  as  like,  to  oppress 
the  tenants  under  the  screw  of  arrears 
of  an  excessive  rent,  and  yet  which 
does  not  allow  the  tenants  to  combine, 
and  does  not  allow  anyone  to  advise 
them  to  combine,  under  the  penalty  of 
being  brought  before  a  coercion  magis- 
trate, and  being  sentenced  to  four 
months'  imprisonment.  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  on  Friday  night  that  there 
was  no  distinction  between  giving  advice 
of  this  kind  and  shooting  a  land-grabber. 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  man  in  the 
House  who  will  say  that  Mr.  Carew's 
ofiPence  is  to  be  put  on  the  same  footing 
as  a  crime  of  violence.  Then  I  come  to 
the  case  of  Mr.  Finucane. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  It  is  under 
appeal. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  I  am  aware  of 
that.  I  have  not  forgotten  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  and  I  am 
going  strictly  to  confine  myself  to  the 
coldest  and  baldest  statement  of  the 
case.  Mr.  Finucane  was  charged  with 
conspiracy  and  intimidation.  He  made 
a  speech  at  Castleconnell  on  the  28th 
October,  1888,  at  which  he  denounced 
crime,  but  the  Crown  brought  in 
evidence  of  another  speech  made 
on  the  4  th  November,  and  after- 
wards his  attendance  at  a  meeting 
on  the  19th  May.  At  the  meeting 
in  Mav,  language  of  extreme  and  inde- 
fensible violence  was  used  by  one  of  the 
speakers,  but  not  by  Mr.  Finucane. 
The  magistrates  said — and  with  these 
words  I  will  leave  the  case,  but  I  am 
bound  to  refer  to  it  because  it  is  one  of 
the  illustrations  of  the  proposition  I 
wish  the  House  to  affirm,  namely,  that 
the  administration  of  the  law  is  not  calcu- 
lated to  win  the  affection  of  the  people  of 
Ireland — ^the  magistrates,  in  pronounc- 
ing sentence,  said  Mr.  Finucane  was  at 
this  meeting  and  he  never  opened  his 
mouth  to  condemn  such  violent  langaagBi 
and  the  Court  could  come  to  no  other 
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conclusion  than  that  Mr.  Finucane  lent 
the  sanction  of  his  presence  and  in- 
fluence to  the  urging  of  this  cruel 
system,  and  the  bench  therefore  had  no 
option  but  to  find  him  guilty,  and  he 
would  be  sentenced  to  four  months'  im- 
prisonment. Another  participator  in 
the  meeting  who  had  not  been  present 
at  the  meeting  in  May,  was  sentenced 
to  one  month's  imprisonment.  Therefore 
we  may  infer  that  the  difference  in  the 
punishment  was  owing  to  Mr.  Finucane 
not  feeling  disposed  to  protest  against 
language  used  by  another  person  at  a 
previous  meeting.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to 
what  I  consider  by  far  the  worst  case  of 
all  that  has  happened  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  English  law  for  a  very  long 
time  past — I  mean  the  case  of  Mr.  £. 
Harrington.  [An  hon.  Membeb,  ''In- 
famous."]. Mr.  Harrington  was  brought 
up  on  three  charges.  Of  these  one  was 
dropped  and  another  dismissed,  and  he 
was  convicted  and  punished  for  the  of- 
fence of  publication.  The  charges  were 
— first,  being  at  an  imlawf  ul  meeting ; 
second,  unlawful  publication ;  third,  in- 
citement. He  was  not  punished  for 
being  present  at  the  meeting ;  he  was 
not  punished  for  the  words  used,  for 
the  magistrate  said,  though  the  language 
was  strong,  it  was  not  guilty  language ; 
he  was,  therefore,  punished  solely  and 
purely  for  the  publication  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  suppressed  branch  of  the  League , 
the  meetings  of  which  very  branch  he  had 
for  12  months  every  week  or  fortnight 
reported  in  the  same  paper  without  a 
word  of  protest  being  raised  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown.  It  is  quite  true  that  a 
year  ago  he  had  suffered  one  month's 
imprisonment  for  the  offence  of  publica- 
tion, but  he  had  never  desisted,  and 
other  proprietors  of  newspapers  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  went  on  publishing,  and 
no  notice  was  taken.  Yet  for  doing 
what  he  had  been  doing  for  12  months, 
and  what  all  the  other  people  had  been 
for  12  months  all  over  Ireland  and  are 
doing  now,  he  is  at  this  moment 
enduring  the  punishment  of  six 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.  The  Chief  Secretary  spoke 
the  other  night  of  the  shocking  crimes 
for  which  men  are  imprisoned  under 
this  Act — and  six  months'  imprisonment 
is  the  severest  punishment  that  can 
be  inflicted  under  it.  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  get  up  and  say  that 
this    offence — the   publication  of  pro- 
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oeedmgs  of  suppressed  branches  of 
the  National  League — deserves  to  be 
called  a  shocking  crime  and  deserves 
to  be  punished  by  the  punishment 
that  is  due  to  a  shocking  crime  ? 
If  it  is  a  shocking  crime,  why  was  not 
he  proceeded  against  before  ?  If  it  is  a 
shocking  crime,  why  are  not  others  pro- 
ceeded against?  If  it  is  a  shocking 
crime,  how  was  it  the  magistrate  said 
if  he  would  promise  not  to  repeat  it,  he 
would  let  him  off  ?  Is  there  a  Judge 
or  a  magistrate  in  England  who,  if  he 
deemed  an  offence  actually  committed 
such  as  to  deserve  six  months'  imprison- 
ment, would  content  himself  with  or- 
dering the  prisoner  to  be  bound  over  to 
come  up  when  called  upon  ?  The  Chief 
Secretary  will,  no  doubt,  get  up  and  say 
I  am  attacking  the  administration  of  the 
law.  No,  Sir,  I  am  attacking  the  pros- 
titution of  the  law.  There  is  a  cir- 
cumstance about  Mr.  Harrington's  case 
which  I  cannot  entirely  pass  over.  You 
show  no  quarter  in  imputing  motives  to 
Gentlemen  below  the  G-angway.  I  do 
not  know  why  they  should  show  quarter 
to  you.  What  may  have  been  the  motive 
of  the  authorities  in  this  case?  The 
Special  Commission,  which  you  invested 
with  its  powers  with  such  exultation 
and  triumph,  although  I  suspect  now 
you  look  at  it  with  rather  more  mixed 
emotions — the  Special  Commission  was 
sitting.  Mr.  Harrington  was  taking 
part  with  the  counsel  for  what  I  may 
call  the  defendants,  in  that  he  was  ad- 
vising them  with  his  local  knowledge  on 
the  ferry  cases  then  before  the  Com- 
mission. Not  only  so,  but  in  this  speech 
— ^not  the  incriminating  portion  of  it, 
but  in  what  was,  by  far,  the  most  im- 
portant portion  of  it — he  said — 

<*  I  have  come  down  from  London  to  Kerry 
to  warn  you  men  of  Kerry  that  if  ^ou  go  into 
pablic-houBee  to  take  a  (hrop  of  dnnk  you  had 
bettsr  1m  careful  whom  you  talk  to,  because 
ttiere  are  spies  here  who  are  collecting  evidence 
against  Kerry  for  the  Special  Commission. 
I  advise  you  to  be  careful,  and  to  be  kind 

Eh  to  help  me  and  my  brother  with  any 
that  you  can  find  that  outrages  have  been 
D  seven  cases  out  of  ten,  to  private  dis- 
putes, and  not  to  agrarian  causes  in  their  pro- 
per seDfle.'* 

What  authorities,  with  one  spark  of  tact, 
witii  one  spark  of  sense  or  of  manage- 
ment, with  one  spark  of  common  fair- 
neeSy  after  allowing  the  practice,  for 
wfaiek  lb.  Harrington  was  punished,  to 
go  on  for  12  months,  would  step  for- 


ward and  say,  **  We  will  stop  this  man; 
we  will  prevent  his  friends  from  having 
the  benefit  of  his  services ;  and  we  will 
deter  the  Kerry  tenants  from  following 
the  advice  he  very  sensibly  gives  them." 
I  now  pass  from  the  mode  in  which 
prisoners  are  made  to  the  mode  in  which 
prisoners  are  treated.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  made  some  very  remarkable 
statements  upon  the  nature  of  his  owd 
responsibility  in  this  matter.  He  made 
a  speech  at  Dublin  last  Saturday  week — 
a  speech,  which  I  am  bound  to  say, 
does  more  credit  to  his  capacity  for 
being  merry  under  difficulties  than  it 
does  to  his  right  feeling.  In  that 
speech  the  Chief  Secretary  said,  '^  The 
Prisons  Board  is  not  in  my  depart- 
ment;" and,  in  his  letter  to  Mr. 
Armitage  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  '*  I  do  not  make  the  prison  rules, 
and  I  do  not  administer  them."  [Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoxjk:  Hear,  hear!]  The 
right  hon.  Gentieman  cheers  that  state- 
ment. Well,  I  do  not  like  to  use  the 
language  he  has  introduced  into  politi- 
cal controversy,  as,  for  example,  when 
he  says  a  statement  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  **  absolutely  false."  I  prefer 
to  stick  to  the  old  phrase  and  to  say, 
''The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  greatly 
mistaken."  The  Prisons  Act,  1877, 
says: —''The  said  Board  shall,  in  the 
exercise  of  their  powers  and  jurisdiction 
under  this  Act,  conform  to  any  directions 
which  may  from  time  to  time  be  given 
to  them  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant."  Now, 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  is,  of  course,  the 
same  thing  for  official  purposes  as  the 
Chief  Secretary.  "The  Board  shall 
exercise  their  jurisdiction  subject  to 
such  direction  as  they  may  receive  from 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act  as  to  the  control  and 
management  of  all  prisons  and  prisoners 
therein."  I  am  unable  to  construe  the 
English  language  if  that  does  not  invest 
the  Chief  Secretary  with  full  responsi- 
bility for  prison  treatment.  What  has 
struck  me  very  much,  and  what  I  cannot 
understand,  and  what  I  hope  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  be  able  to  explain,  is  how 
it  is  that,  though  in  the  Chief  Secretary's 
opinion  the  state  of  Ireland  is  improving, 
the  treatment  of  prisoners  is  becoming 
more  severe,  that  proceedings  against 
Members  of  Parliament  are  becoming 
more  frequent,  and  that  there  is  every 
appearance  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  alarm  and  dismay  rather  than 


^79 


Addr 


ess  m 


[OoMMoMsi 


Answifr  to  ^»r 


286 


of  confidence  and  complacency  ?  Now, 
I  am  going  to  refer  to  a  matter  to  which 
I  am  almost  ashamed  to  refer — but  after 
all  the  shame  is  not  ours,  the  shame  is 
there  (pointing  to  the  Ministerial  bench) 
— and  that  is  the  matter  of  hair  cutting. 
This  is  a  comparatirely  new  device.  I 
belieye  that  the  first  prisoner  who  has 
been  subjected  to  this  operation  is  an 
hon.  Friend  now  sitting  below  the 
Oangway,  who  was  imprisoned  in 
November.  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt  was  not 
subjected  to  it,  nor  was  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and 
it  was  never  resorted  to  till  the  case  of 
my  hon.  Friend  below  the  Gangway, 
next  upon  Mr.  Harrington,  and  now 
upon  Mr.  O'Brien.  It  is  not  only  new, 
but  I  submit  it  is  a  complete  violation 
of  the  spirit  of  the  prison  rules.  What 
is  the  prison  rule  ?  The  prison  rule  is 
this — unless  it  has  been  altered  quite 
recently: — '^  Each  male  prisoner  shall 
have  his  beard  clipped  or  shall  be  shaved 
at  least  once  a  week,  unless  specially 
exempted  by  the  governor."  Therefore 
the  governor  has  a  full  right  of  exemp- 
tion ;  but,  more  than  that,  ''  the  pri- 
soner's beard  shall  not  be  cut  closer  than 
may  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
health  or  cleanliness."  Then  surely 
the  Chief  Secretary  is  responsible, 
and  the  spirit  of  this  prison  rule, 
which  comes  under  the  head,  by  the 
way,  of  '' personal  cleanliness,"  has 
been  violated  by  this  odious  practice. 
I  wonder  the  Chief  Secretary  does  not 
reflect  that  it  is  these  small  indignities 
that  sting  most  sharply — these  stupid, 
useless  humiliations.  They  may  eeem 
very  slight  for  us  to  be  talking  about, 
but  they  are  neither  slight  nor  meaning- 
less in  the  eyes  of  those  of  whom  Ik&. 
O'Brien  is  the  very  idol.  What  is  the 
meaning,  then,  of  Mr.  O'Brien's  resist- 
ance, and,  I  suppose,  of  Mr.  Carew's 
resistance,  if  it  be  true  he  has  resisted  ? 
I  will  tell  you  what  the  meaning  is,  and 
it  is  one  with  which  I  sympathize.  It 
is  a  repudiation  by  the  only  means,  so 
far  as  I  know,  in  his  power  that  the 
offence  for  which  he  has  been  punisl\ed 
was  on  the  same  level  with,  or  of  the 
same  complexion  as,  many  of  the  vile, 
selfish,  or  brutal  offences  of  common 
ordinary  criminals.  My  hon.  Friend 
below  the  Gangway,  when  he  was  in 
prison,  I  believe,  refused  not  to  wear  the 
prison  garb,  but  to  take  exeroiae  with 
criminals.    I  do  not  know  if  the  House 
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understands  what  that  kind  of  thing 
means.  I  rather  think  that,  in  the  case 
of  the  Member  for  Fermanagh  (Mr.  W. 
Bedmond),  he  had  to  take  his  exercise 
with  a  couple  of  soldiers  who  had  been 
guilty  of  an  abominable  kind  of  bur- 
glary. Would  any  of  you  (indicating 
the  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side) 
consent  to  take  your  exercise — would  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson),  when  his  time  comes, 
because  he  constantly  says  that  in  a 
certain  event  he  will  defy  in  arms  the 
law,  will  he  consent — I  hope  he  will 
not — to  take  his  exercise  with  ordinary 
and  vile  criminals  ? 

Colonel  8AUNDEES0N :  Certainly 
I  should. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  Then  all  I 
have  to  say  is  that  I  hope  I  shall  be  in 
the  House  to  protest  against  it.  I  de- 
sire now  to  make  a  few  general  remarks 
on.  prison  treatment,  but  I  want  to  begin 
by  saying  there  is  a  precedent  for  the 
treatment,  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  due 
to  men  committed  under  this  Act  so 
long  as  their  offences  are  confined  to 
incitement  by  writing  or  speech.  For  a 
precedent  I  should  look  into  the  General 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Act,  1877.  According 
to  a  well-known  section  of  that  Act, 
every  prisoner  convicted  of  sedition  or 
seditious  libel  is  directed  to  be  treated 
as  a  misdemeanant  of  the  first  division. 
Now,  what  is  sedition  ?  Sedition  is  de- 
fined as  *'  consisting  of  practices,  whether 
by  deed  or  writing,  which  have  for  their 
object  to  excite  discontent  or  dissatis- 
faction, to  create  public  disturbance,  or 
lead  to  civil  war,  to  bring  into  hatred  or 
contempt  the  Sovereign  or  the  Govern- 
ment, the  laws  or  Constitution  of  the 
Realm,  and  generally  all  endeavours  to 
promote  public  disorder."  Now,  will 
anybody  in  the  House  say  that 
offences  of  this  magnitude  do  not 
lead  to  far  more  widespread  peril 
than  can  possibly  come  from  incitement 
to  boycotting  ?  I  am  not  defending  boy- 
cotting or  incitement  to  boycotting,  but 
I  ask  can  it  be  contended  the  Acts 
treated  as  sedition  in  their  definition  are 
not  far  more  serious  to  the  public  peace 
than  the  incitement  to  boycotting  ?  Why 
should  not  offenders  whose  offences 
under  the  Crimes  Act  consist  of  writing 
and  speech  be  treated  as  misdemeanants 
of  the  first  division  ?  Remember  that 
the  protection  of  a  jury  is  withdrawn^ 
and  mark  this — that  two  County  Court 
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Judges  in  fonr  oases  have  ordered 
prisoners  nnder  this  Act  to  be  treated  as 
orst-dass  misdemeanants,  and  I  belieye 
the  Resident  Magistrates  haTe  it  fully  in 
their  power  to  do  the  same.  But  why 
are  there  only  four  oases  in  the  long  re- 
cord ?  The  answer  is  quite  simple.  It 
is  beoause  the  Ohief  Secretary  himself, 
in  OTery  speech  he  ever  makes  on  tliis 
subjeot — 1  do  not  say  he  intends  to  do 
it — but  the  effect  is  to  give  his  Hesident 
Magistrates  and  the  Oounty  Court  Judges 
the  cue.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
seems  impatient  at  that  remark,  but  it  is 
a  perfectly  true  one.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  suppose  that  a  Minister 
in  his  great  position  and  of  his  great 
authority  can  assure  this  House  and 
great  audiences  in  the  country  that  there 
is  no  distinction  between  a  criminal 
under  this  Act  and  a  criminal  under  any 
other  Act  without  that  having  weight 
with  magistrates  and  Oounty  Oourt 
Judges  ?  He  must  be  held  responsible. 
But  let  me  say  another  word  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  O'Brien.  The  Ohief  Secretary 
thought  that  some  of  us  did  not  properly 
describe  to  the  public  what  Mr.  O'Brien's 
offence  was.  He  will  presently  say  that 
Mr.  O'Brien's  offence  was  one  of  the 
utmost  gravity,  because  it  was  a  serious 
incitement  to  boycott  in  a  neighbour- 
hood where  there  were  evicted  farms. 
Mr.  O'Brien's  words — and  I  have  never 
attempted  to  shirk  this — were  these — 

'I  I  am  afraid  land-grabbers  are  living  and 
thriving  in  the  midst  of  you.  If  all  our  labours 
for  the  last  ten  years  have  not  been  in  vain,  you 
ought  to  know  how  to  deal  >rith  a  land-grabber." 

Those  were  the  words  quoted  by  the 
Ohief  Secretary  as  being  the  most 
important.  Now,  what  did  the  Ohief 
Secretary  say  ? — 

''If  we  had  passed  over  those  words  so  serious 
and  80  guilty  we  should  have  been  making 
ourselves,  and  the  Government  would  have  been 
making  itself  accessory  to  assassination.*' 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Hear,  hear  ! 
♦Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  He  abides  by 
that.  Accessory  to  assassination !  Mark 
this.  This  guilty  speech  was  made  in 
September,  and  Mr.  O'Brien  was  brought 
to  justice  in  January.  Therefore,  for 
four  months  you  were  accessory  to 
assassination.  On  Friday  night  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  said,  in  reference 
to  Mr.  Oarew's  C€we  : — 

"I  will  not  draw  a  distinction  in  practice 
iMtwstii  a  man  who  shoots  a  land^graboer  and 
aiiHHI*i^Q  dsliberately  makes  speeches  having 


distinct  referenoe  to  taking  evicted  farms  in 
the  neighbonrhood  where  he  speaks." 

He  says  he  admits  no  distinction   in 
practice. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Hear,  hear ! 

♦Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  You  say  you 
admit   no  distinction  in  practice ;    but 
you  do.     Do  you  mean  to  tell  me  that  if 
you    found    a  man    shooting  a    iand- 
grabber  you  would  let  him  remain  for 
four  months  without  arrest  ?    I  know 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  say. 
["  Oh !  ";[    Mr.  O'Brien  was  punished 
at  this  time,  no  doubt,  for  inciting  to 
boycotting,     but    he    was    afterwards 
punished  for   the  Plan  of  Oampaign. 
But  is  advocating  the  Flan  of  Oampaign 
as  bad  as  shooting  a  land-grabber  ?    I 
should  be  surprised  to  hear  that,  because 
for  advocating  the  Plan  of  Oampaign 
Mr.  O'Brien  got  the  other  day  at  Tralee 
six  months  only,  without  hard  labour, 
on   account    of    his  health  ;    but    Mr. 
Oarew's  offence,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  ought  to  be  treated 
like     shooting    a    land-grabber,   only 
received    four    months'  imprisonment. 
Therefore,  the  law,  at  all  events,  treats 
these  two  offences  in  a  way  which  shows 
that  all  this  talk  of  putting  offences  of 
this  kind  on  a  footing  with  crime  like 
murder  is  really  idle  and  ridiculous  and 
shameful  talk.     The    Ohief  Secretary 
pretends — and  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  pre- 
tension he  ought  to  lay  so  much  stress 
upon  ;  I  do  not  think  it  is  manly  to  lay 
stress  upon  it — that  it  was  by  pleading 
ill- health  that  Mr.  O'Brien  got  more  re- 
laxation than  any  other  class  of  prisoner. 
The  truth  is,  it  is  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  seeks  refuge  behind  doctors' 
certificates.    [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  :  No.] 
Yes ;  and  that  was  the  meaning  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  despatch  of  Dr. 
O'Farrell   to  Clonmel ;    and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  so  practically.     He 
said  he  did  not  send  Dr.  O'Farrell  from 
motives   of  humanity   or  from   appre- 
hensions of  Mr.  O'Brien's  health,  but 
lest  anything  should  happen  to  injure 
the  Government. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No,  no  !  I 
am  not  aware  of  having  used  those 
words. 

*Mr.*  JOHN     MORLEY:     I    quote 
from  the  I^mes,  and  here  it  it 


"1  do  not  think  we  ought  to  permit  Mr. 
O'Brien  to  ruin  his  constitution  for  the  purpose 
of  injuring  Her  Majesty's  Government.*' 

It  is  because  you  did  not  think  Her 
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Majesty's  Gbyemment  ought  to  be  in- 
jured that  you  sent  down  Dr.  O'Farrell. 
I  do  not  profess  to  be  so  subtle  a  logician 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I 
don't  believe  that  will  hold  water.  Now, 
Sir,  I  pass  on  to  another  class  of  incon- 
sistencies of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  said  on  Friday  night — 

'*  Every  man,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  who 
may  be  imprisoned  in  Ireland  under  the  law 
prevailing  in  Ireland  shall  be  treated  as  an 
ordinary  prisoner.  Any  relaxation  of  the  rales 
must  be  made,  in  my  opinion,  on  the  authority 
of  the  medical  officer  of  the  prison." 

That  is  not  in  the  least  correct.  A  re- 
laxation of  the  rules  has  been  made  in 
the  case  of  priests  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  his  own  authority.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  on  the  26th 
of  June  last  year — 

'*  I  decided  that  priests  should  be  subjected 
to  the  same  treatment  as  the  other  prisoners. 
In  the  matter  of  dress  alone  I  would  make  a 
distinction." 

Even  that  is  not  correct.  It  is  not  in 
the  matter  of  dress  alone  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  a  distinction. 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  me 
that  in  one  single  instance  a  priest  has 
been  ordered  to  clean  out  his  cell  ? 
Not  in  one  single  instance.  We 
know  that  the  Canon  Law  which  he 
pleaded  prescribes  rules  de  hahitu 
clericaliy  but  I  am  not  aware  that  it  lays 
down  any  rule  de  ceUis  purtficandis.  Now, 
do  we  blame  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  extending  special  treatment  to  the 
priests  ?  Not  at  all ;  on  the  contrary, 
we  all  thoroughly  applaud  and  approve 
of  it.  Even  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston),  I  believe,  ap- 
proves it.  The  essential  point  is  this — 
that  the  Catholic  Church  is  an  en- 
tirely voluntary  association,  and  that  its 
disciplinary  regulations  are  of  no  avail 
whatever,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
well  knows,  againt  the  law  of  the  land. 
That  is  peifeotly  clear.  Why,  then,  does 
he  make  these  exemptions  in  favour  of 
the  Catholic  clergy  ?  By  making  them 
he  admits  the  existence  of  the  dispensing 
power,  and  thus  makes  himse& 
responsible  in  every  case.  But  why 
does  he  exercise  it  in  the  case  of  the 
priests  ?  Because  to  carry  out  this  sys- 
tem of  odious  humiliation  upon  the 
clergy  of  the  Catholic  Church,  would  be 
to  wound  and  insult  the  popular  sen- 
timent. This  is  the  basis  of  the  exemp- 
tion,   and    a    perfectly    adequate    and 
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satisfactory  basis    it  is.     Why,   then, 
does  he  not  extend  it  ?    If  this  humili- 
ating treatment  of  popular  Representa- 
tives   wounds   the   popular   sentiment, 
why  should  it  not  be   regarded   as  a 
basis  for  the  exceptional  treatment  of 
the  Representatives  of  the  people?    I 
do  not  want  to  go  into  any  metaphysical 
distinctions  as  to  what  punishment  is 
or  ought  to  be,  or  to  discuss  whether, 
as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  says,  degrada- 
tion depends  upon   the    ofiPence.     All 
that  I  regard  as  idle.     But  I  do  insist 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  a  discretion, 
and  if  he  asks  me  for  a  guide  in  the  use 
of  that  discretion,  I  would  say  that,  not 
speaking  of  a  distant  planet — not  speak- 
ing of  England  or  Scotland,   but  of  a 
country  like  Ireland — I  would  say,  let 
him  ask  himself  this  question — **  What 
will  be  the  efiPect  of  the  treatment  I  am 
going  to  inflict,  upon  the  public  opinion 
of  the  country  whose  affairs  I  am  ad- 
ministering ?    Is  this  harsh,  this  stupid 
infliction  of  personal  indignities  calcu- 
lated to  lessen  the  difficulties  of  govern- 
ment, or  to  revolt  opinion  and  to  sow 
the  seeds  of  bitter  hatred?''   If  my  right 
hon.   and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  were  here, 
I  should  read  a  paragraph  from  Ben- 
tham  on  this  matter  which  would  meet 
an  argument  of  his.     But  perhaps  the 
House  will  not  object  to  hear  a  very  few 
lines  from  that  very  wise  man  upon  the 
infliction   of   ignominious  punishment. 
He  says — 

**  The  infliction  of  ignominious  punishments 
is  an  appeal  to  the  tribunal  of  the  public — an 
invitation  to  the  people  to  treat  the  offender 
with  contempt,  to  withdraw  from  him  their 
esteem.  It  is  a  bill  drawn  upon  the  people  for 
so  much  of  their  ill-will  as  they  shall  think 
proper  to  bestow.  If  they  look  upon  him  in 
a  less  favourable  light  than  they  would  other- 
wise, the  draft  is  honoured  ;  if  they  do  not  it  is 
protested,  and  the  charge  is  very  apt  to  fall 
upon  the  drawer.  Ignominious  punishments 
are  like  those  engines  which  are  apt  to  recoil 
and  wound  the  hand  that  unadroitly  uses 
them." 

Are  these  prisoners  regarded  with 
moral  reprobation  in  consequence  of 
these  humiliating  punishments  ?  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  in 
his  speech  in  Dublin  ?  He  did  not  say 
that  the  Irish  Leaders,  these  men  who 
are  being  sent  one  after  another  to 
prison,  are  paid  agitators — he  did  not 
say  that  they  are  a  '*  a  kept  party." 
No,  Sir ;  the  Ohief  Secretary  has  seen 
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some  thinffs  in  the  oountry,  at  all 
eyents,  as  tnej  are.  He  said  that  the 
Irish  Members  of  Parliament  boasted 
— ^these  are  his  words— that — 

"  They  had  a  majority  of  their  countrymen 
with  them.  They  are  leaders  whom  their 
ooontrymen  are  content  constantly  to  follow. 
They  wield  a  mighty  influence." 

Now»  in  all  seriousness,  what  do  you  gain 
by  tnring  to  wound  the  self-respect  of 
men  m  such  a  position  ?  You  say  they 
wield  a  mighty  influence,  and  that  they 
are  the  reed  leaders  of  their  country- 
men. Surely  it  is  our  business  to  raise 
their  self-respect,  and  to  treat  them  both 
in  this  House  and  within  the  doors  of 
the  prison  as  well  as  you  can,  and  not 
as  ill  as  you  can.  There  is  Mr.  Har- 
rington, who,  on  the  occasion  of  his 
former  imprisonment,  was  sent  out 
among  his  own  constituents  to  give 
eridenoe  in  a  Court  of  Justice  in  a 
prison  dress.  Yet  the  other  day, 
when  they  brought  Delaney,  the 
murderer,  oyer  here  to  g^ve  evi- 
dence, he  was  brought  up  in  private 
dothes.  Ah !  but  there  is  a  great 
difference  in  the  two  cases.  Delaney 
was  brought  up  in  England;  Mr. 
Harrington  was  only  brought  up  in 
Ireland.  Sir,  it  is  this  kind  of  proceed- 
ing, the  infliction  of  these  small, 
irritating  indignities,  is  the  method  by 
which  in  the  past,  as  all  who  know 
Fenian  history  are  aware,  you  manu- 
factured rebels,  and  you  are  going  the 
right  way  about  manufacturing  rebels 
in  the  future  by  all  this  vexatious, 
unworthy,  unmanly  treatment.  As  I 
quoted  one  philosopher,  I  will  quote 
another,  who  ascended  as  far  into  the 
heights  of  political  wisdom  as,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  gone  down  into  the  depths  of 
political  unwisdom.  He  says  that  it  is 
the  duty  of  a  ruler  not  to  provoke 
beyond  die  necessities  of  the  case ;  not 
to  leave  stings  in  men's  minds  which 
must  rankle  after  the  appearances  of 
tranquillity  are  restored.  My  charge 
is  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  systema- 
tically provoked,  and  is  provoking,  be- 
yond the  necessities  of  the  case.  The 
other  propositions  of  my  Amendment  do 
not  call  for  many  words  from  me  ;  but  I 
do  ask  the  House  to  bear  with  me  a 
little  while  longer  while  I  speak  rather 
more  generally.  The  dissatisfaction  with 
which  your  opponents  regard  the 
present  harsh,  oppressive,   and  unjust 


administration  in  Ireland  is  almost 
matched  by  the  impatience  of  your  own 
friends.  These  scenes  are  not  what  the 
Unionists  bargained  for ;  and  it  is  not 
only  in  England  that  there  is  great  im- 
patience, even  on  your  own  side.  I 
should  like  to  read  a  passage  from  a 
newspaper  in  Belfast,  one  of  the 
strongest  and  most  earnest  supporters  of 
the  Government  in  a  quarter  where 
they  have  not  very  many,  but  in  which 
they  have  the  greatest  body  of 
supporters.  This  is  a  very  able  journal, 
very  hostile  to  Home  Eule,  and  very 
fervent  for  the  Union.  What  did  it  say 
last  Thursday?— 

"  It  has  been  our  duty  to  defend  Mr.  Balfour 
from  the  very  unjust  attacks  of  which  he  has 
been  the  object  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Press.  But  we  may  state  candidly 
that  we  believe  a  g^at  many  people  who  are 
not  unfriendly  to  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary  think 
he  is  not  so  well  served  by  his  subordinates  in 
Dublin  Castle  as  he  ought  to  be.  They  get  him 
into  all  kinds  of  difficulties  which  might,  with  a 
little  temper  and  management,  very  easily  be 
avoided.  In  administering  such  a  measure 
as  the  Crimes  Act,  as  little  as  possible  ought  to 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  subordinates.  When 
Lord  Spencer  was  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  care- 
fully superintended  the  working  of  the  wholu 
adminisbtitive  machinery  of  Dublin  Castle. 
Now,  in  everything  done  in  giving  effect  to  the 
present  Crimes  Act,  there  appears  to  bu  no 
effort  made  to  prevent  needless  friction,  or, 
we  may  say,  needless  irritation.  The  Irish 
police  are  an  excellent  body  of  men,  of  whom 
the  country  may  well  be  proud.  But  we  may, 
however,  say  that  their  system  is  not  very 
elastic ;  it  is  rough  and  ready.  Mr.  Balfour 
may  not  be  directly  responsible  for  this  ;  but 
he  ought  to  see  it,  and  do  what  he  can  to  pre- 
vent it.  Some  persons  are  very  seriously  to 
blame.  If  they  really  wished  to  discredit 
the  coercive  system  by  making  it  appear  to 
ignorant  and  prejudiced  people  as  ocQous  as 
possible,  they  could  scarcely  act  otherwise  than 
thev  do.  It  is  the  cause  of  the  Union  which 
is  thus  brought  into  obloquy,  and  which  is  thus 
misrepresented  to  the  humbler  classes,  who 
have  only  recently  been  enfranchised.  Some 
of  the  errors  committed  by  the  Castle  officials, 
or  those  who  are  presumed  to  be  under  their 
control,  seem  so  extraordinary  that  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  believe  they  could  be  the  effect  of  mere 
wrong.headedness  or  imbecility.  We  are  some- 
times almost  inclined  to  suspect  that  there  must 
be  treachery,  and  that  Mr.  Balfour  is  not 
receiving  fair  play  from  some  of  his  official 
subordinates." 

The  writer  goes  on  to  strengthen  his 
case,  and  he  finds  the  stupidity,  want 
of  tact,  and  want  of  management  in  the 
Executive  authority  so  astounding  that 
he  can  only  account  for  it  on  the  hypo- 
thesis that  Mr.  Balfour  has  traitors  in 
Dublin  Castle. 
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^  Mb.  JOHNSTON:  What  paper  is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quoting  from  ? 

♦Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  The  Northsm 
Whig  of  last  Thursday.  That  is  apiece 
of  yery  impartial  and  good  eyidenoe  in 
fayour  of  my  Amendment.  You  are 
reducing  Irish  G-oyemment  to  a  mockery 
and  a  farce.  There  neyer  was  a  time 
when  so  many  Irish  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment were  in  prison.  You  haye  got 
away  Mr.  O'Brien  for  six  months ;  you 
haye  so  disabled  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  that  he  will  haye  to  be  away  for 
some  months.  And  you  haye  tried  another 
moye — ^you  haye  tried  a  more  serious 
stroke — you  hoped  you  were  going  to 
destroy  their  Leader.  I  am  not  sure 
their  Leader  will  not  destroy  you.  There 
neyer  was  a  time  when  any  Goyernment 
—  not  a  military  despotism,  not  a 
Goyernment  by  right  oi  conquest — was 
so  eager  to  take  eyery  opportunity  in 
eyery  direction,  of  openly,  ostenta- 
tiously, and  defiantly  exhibiting  their 
contempt,  not  merely  for  the  legal  rights 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  but  for  all  their 
most  honourable  sympathies,  feelings, 
and  affections.  We  are  told  there  is  a 
policy  of  conciliation,  and  it  is  to  be 
looked  for  in  a  deyelopment  of  material 
resources.  The  Chief  Secretary  is  to 
come  bearing  balm  upon  his  healing 
wings  in  the  shape  of  a  Drainage  Bill. 
He  is  ^oing  to  minister  to  a  mind 
diseased  by  light  railways.  What  posi- 
tion will  this  Farliament  be  in  when  you 
haye  got  rid  of  a  section  of  important 
Irishmen  for  criticizing,  for  superyising, 
for  sanctioning  these  measures,  which, 
more  than  all  others,  particularly 
demand  special  local  Irish  knowledge? 
The  tide  of  opinion — ^you  must  know 
it — ag^nst  the  inanity  of  one  part  of 
your  policy,  meeting  the  tide  of  feeling 
against  the  barbarity  of  another  part  of 
your  policy — the  confluence  of  these 
tides  is  rising  and  will  sweep  you  away. 
Sir,  I  am  not  fond  of  holding  the  opinion 
of  the  constituencies  in  t^rrorfm  oyer  a 
lawfully  constituted  Parliament.  I  know 
it  is  the  duty  of  a  lawfully  constituted 
Parliament  honestly,  courageously,  and 
independently  to  shape  its  course,  and 
not  to  wayer  because  there  may  be 
transient  changes  in  the  current  of  public 
opinion.  But  it  would  be  yery  wonder- 
f  ul  if  this  change  were  transient,  unless 
the  people  of  England  and  Scotland  haye 
completely  changed  all  their  habits  of 
thought  and  feenngs  which  haye  made 
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their  country  what  it  is.  But,  although 
I  hold  this  yiew,  there  are  peoultar 
circumstances  in  the  present  Parliament. 
Yes,  the  history  of  your  Parliamentary 
majority  is  one  long  fraud  upon  the 
constituencies.  There  is  not  one  in  ten 
of  you,  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  who 
did  not  at  the  elections  repudiate. coer- 
cion. There  is  not  one  in  50  of  you 
who  did  not  promise  local  goyernment 
extension  in  Ireland.  What  has  become 
of  your  promise  of  local  goyernment? 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir 
John  Golomb)  who  seconded  the  Address 
said  what  you  all  say — ^the  time  is  not 
opportune ;  the  country  is  not  quiet. 
That  is  a  yery  remarkable  argument, 
because  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
is  presently  going  to  tell  us  that  out- 
rages haye  gone  down  from  1,100  in 
1886  to  660  in  1888;  that  boycotting 
has  gone  down  75  per  cent.  If  in  1886 
Ireland  was  quiet  enough  to  haye  local 
goyernment  promised  to  it,  why  on 
earth  is  it  not  quiet  enough  now  ?  I 
hope  my  hon.  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney),  who 
said  in  the  House,  if  not  out  of  it,  that 
he  will  neyer  stand  indefinite  postpone- 
ment of  local  self- goyernment— [Mr. 
CouBTNEY :  Hear,  hear !]  I  am  glad 
that  he  cheers — I  hope  he  will 
ask  the  Goyernment  why  they  do 
not  fulfil  the  promises  he  and  others 
made  on  their  behalf.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  whom  I  do  not 
see  in  his  place,  spoke  yery  strongly  on 
the  necessity  of  giying  Ireland  an  ex- 
tension of  local  goyernment,  if  it  is 
quiet.  If  it  is  not  quiet  enough,  and 
you  do  not  think  it  is  quiet  enough, 
what  does  that  show  ?  It  shows  that 
you  do  not  in  your  hearts  belieye 
in  your  own  salutary  results ;  it  shows 
that  you  do  not  belieye  your  own 
figures ;  that  you  do  not  accept  the  yery 
tests  of  retumiug  order  which  you  try  to 
press  upon  the  House.  Well,  how  long 
IS  this  farce  of  Parliamentary  misrepre- 
sentation to  go  on  ?  Is  this  the  best, 
after  three  years,  that  you  are  capable  of 
doing  for  Ireland  ?  Is  this  all  you  can  do 
towards  the  solution  of  the  Irish  ques- 
tion ?  Are  we  for  three  or  four  years 
more  to  endure  the  scandal  and  disgrace 
of  scenes  which  your  own  friends  con- 
demn— the  scandal  and  disgrace  of  a 
policy  which  is  founded  in  error,  which 
IB  persisted  in  with  a  blind  obstinacy  to 
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the  lessons  of  experience,  and  which  is 
carried  on  from  day  to  day  with  a  flagrant 
disregard  of  forethought,  common  sen  bo, 
and  policy?    No,  Sir,  I  do  not  think 
we  are;  I  think   the  time   is  swiftly 
coming,  I  think  the  hour  is  almost  now 
on  the  point  of  striking,  when  an  irre- 
sistible Yoice   will  come  up   from  the 
*  nation  in  the  words  of  a  great  statesman 
of  the  last  century,  in  a  resolution  to 
pray  Her    Majesty  that    she  will    be 
graciously  pleased  again  to  recur  to  the 
sense  of  her  people,   and   to  let  her 
people  decide  the  great  issues,  great  for 
the  peace  of  Ireland,   great  for    the 
honour  of  England,  which  divide  you 
from  US.    Mr.   Speaker,  there  is  one 
word  more  before  I  sit  down  w^ich  I 
feel  bound  to  say.  There  is  one  chapter 
in    the  history  of   the  administration 
dnring  the  last  three  or  four  months 
into  which  we  shall,  when  the  proper 
time  comes — and  I  have  no  intention  of" 
anticipating  that  time — have  to  make  a 
sharp  and  searching  inquisition.     We 
shall  want  to  know  whether  it  is  true, 
and  if  it  be  true,  on  what  principle 
it  is,  that  officers  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Oonstabulary  in  receipt  of  public  pay, 
have  acted  as  collectors  of  evidence  in 
the  interests  of  one  party  in  a  great  pro- 
cess now  going  on.     We  shall  want  to 
know  whether  it  is  true  that  Eesident 
Magistrates  in  receipt   of  public    pay 
assisted,  or  were  present,  at  the  taking 
of  evidence  in  this  g^eat  process,  either 
in  Ireland  or  in  London.     We  shall 
want  to  know  whether  any  one  in  the 
position  of  a  Crown  Solicitor  has  acted 
as  a  paid  agent  in  an  inquiry  relating 
to  crime  in  his  own  county,  and  whether 
such  action  is  compatible  with  his  posi- 
tion.    We  shall  want  to  know  whether 
Government  officials  have  handed  over 
secret    and   important   documents,    the 
property  of  the  Government,  to  enable 
individuals  to  make  a  case  against  cer- 
tain persons.     We  shall  want  to  know 
all  these  things,   and  all  else  that  you 
have  done  in  furtherance  of  what  may 
prove   to   have  been   a  fabric   of   im- 
posture   and  of    plot,    of    which    you 
have  '  infatuatedly     made     yourselves 
the  dupes  and  the  accessories.     I  beg 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  paragraph  8,  line  4,  to  leave  out  all  the 
worda  after  tne  word  **  Country."  to  the  end 
of  the  paragraph,  in  order  to  inAert  the  words, 
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**  But  we  humbly  present  to  your  Majesty  that 
the  present  system  of  adminiitration  m  Ireland 
is  harsh,  oppressive,  and  unjust:  that  it 
violates  the  rights  and  alienates  the  affections 
of  your  Majesty's  Irish  subjects,  and  is  viewed 
with  reprobation  and  aversion  by  the  people 
of  Great  Britain. 

And  we  humbly  represent  to  your  Majesty 
that  such  measures  of  conciliation  should  be 
adopted  as  may  bring  about  the  contentment  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  establish  a  real  union 
between  Oreat  Britain  and  Ireland*— (ifr.  John 
MorUy.) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

♦The    chief    SECRETARY     fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoitb,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  certainly  did  not 
require  to  make  apolo&^es  to  the  House 
for    this     Motion.      li    we     consider 
the  attitude  which  the  Opposition  have 
taken      up     during     the     last     three 
weeks  of  the  Recess,   if    we   consider 
the  speeches  they  have  made,  and  the 
accusations  they  have  hurled    against 
the      Irish      GFovernment — accusations 
to  the   savage    bitterness  of  which  I 
think  you  will  search  in  vain  through 
history    to  find    a    parallel^  we    shall 
be      of      opinion      that      had      they 
had  not  taken  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  bringing  these  charges  against  the 
Government  in  the  House,  where  they 
can  be  replied  to  face  to  face,    they 
would  have  shown  themselves   utterly 
unworthy  of  their  Parliamentary  posi- 
tion.    I    am    therefore    not    surprised 
that     the      right      hon.      Gentleman 
should     have     brought     forward    this 
Motion,     but     I      am      surprised     at 
something  that  he   has    put    into    the 
speech,  and  at  something  that  he  has 
kept  out  of  the  speech.     I  am  surprised 
that  he  in  the  last  few  words   of    his 
peroration  should  have  taken  advantage 
of    his    position,    and    urged     charges 
against  the  Government  at  a  time  when 
he  knew   that   his   words  would    pass 
current  in    the    country,    but  that   we 
could  not  by  any  possibility  take  up  the 
challenge  which  he  threw  down.     I  am 
surprised   at  the    right    hon.    Gentle- 
man's having    alluded    to    that    ques- 
tion  at  all,  but  I  am    still  more  sur- 
prised   that  he  has  omitted   to  allude 
to  another    part    of    the    controversy 
which   has    raged  during   the  Recess. 
Why,  Sir,  the  party  whom  on  this  oc- 
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me  and  disagrees  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby.   And 
this  seems  the  more  probable  when  I 
recollect   the   statement  made  by  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  himself  only 
last  summer.       At    that  time  it  was 
the  cue  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
say  that  I  had  everything  to  do  with 
the  prisons,  in  order  that  they  might 
prove  that  I  was  responsible  for  the 
death  of  Mr.  Mandeville.    When  they 
were  in  that  frame  of  mind,  what  said 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  ?     "  Who 
are  the  Prisons  Board  in  Ireland  ?    The 
Executive  Government.  I  do  not  believe 
it  is  so  in  Eneland,  and  I  hope  not,  and 
I  believe  not.^'    Now,  apparently,  con- 
trary to  the  belief  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  his  right  and  left  hand, 
it  turns  out  that  this  state  of  things 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
believe,  or,  if  it  existed,  would  deplore, 
is,  according  to  the  last  liberal  doctrine, 
not  only  the  actual  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  but  in  England  also.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the    Member  for  Mid 
Lothian   is  right,   and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  is 
wrong.   I  have  taken  the  pains  to  go  into 
it.  The  interpretation  which  I  understand 
is  received  at  the  Home  Office  in  Eng- 
land is  that  the  Home  Secretary  has  no 
direct  control  over  the  destiny  of  pri- 
soners.   It  is  his  business,  no  doubt,  in 
conjunction  with  Parliament,  to  frame 
laws  for  prison  discipline ;  but  it  is  not 
the  business  of  the  Home  Secretary  nor 
of  his  department  to  control  the  separate 
destinies  of  individual  prisoners.  I  have 
never  denied  that  I  have  relations  with 
the  Prisons  Board.     Of  course  not.     I 
have  not  only  denied   it,   but  I    have 
proclaimed   it    on    the    house-top.      I 
have   not,   however,  that    control  over 
individual  prisoners  which  Members  op- 
posite would  attribute  to  me. 

Sir  W.  HAECOURT  :  Who  is  the 
supreme  prison  authority  ? 

*Mr.  A.J.  BALFOUK  :  Then  comes 
down  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and, 
not  for  the  first  time,  says,  "How 
comes  it,  then,  that  you  have  relaxed 
the  rules  in  favour  of  priests  ?"  I  have 
never  concealed  from  the  House  that  it 
was,  in  my  opinion,  a  doubtful  point 
whether  that  relaxation  was  not  a  strain- 
ing of  the  Act.  I  have  said  so  before, 
and  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  say  so  again. 
But  I  have  made  inquiry,  and  I  find  that 
in  England  precisely  the  same  kind  of 
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relaxation  is  made  when  questions  of  re- 
ligious feeling  or  religious  prejudice 
come  into  account.  I  find,  for  example, 
in  England  there  have  been  re&^ulations 
made  and  acted  upon  by  which  Jews 
have  certain  privileges  as  regards  food 
prescribed  by  the  Jewish  creed.  I  also 
find  that,  as  far  as  possible,  the  preju- 
dices of  Hindoos  with  regard  to  caste 
are  respected  in  English  prisons.  I 
maintain,  therefore,  that  in  making  the 
relaxation  to  which  I  have  alluded  I 
have — unconsoiously,  I  admit — followed 
the  analogy  of  the  English  practice. 
How  is  that  case  to  be  distinguished 
from  the  action  which  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men desire  me  to  take  in  dealing  with 
the  particular  destinies  of  individual 
prisoners  in  the  way  of  relaxation  of 
prison  rules?  I  maintain  that  the  two  oases 
are  absolutely  different.  In  one  case  I 
deal  with  a  perfectly  defined  class.  I 
deal  with  tnat  class  not  by  way  of 
making  their  punishment  less  than  that 
of  their  fellows,  but  by  making  that 

funishment  equal,  because  I  hold—and 
am  sure  the  House  will  agree  with 
me — that  it  is  an  additional  punishment 
to  compel  a  priest  to  do  that  which  the 
rules  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Ohuroh 
either  forbid  or  discourage  him  from 
doing.  You  will  observe  that  there  are 
two  wide  distinctions  between  the 
action  I  have  taken  and  the  action 
I  am  asked  to  take.  On  these 
two  distinctions  I  have  partly  based — 
though  I  have  another  and  stronger 
reason  to  give — my  justification  for 
what  I  have  done,  and  my  justification 
for  refusing  to  do  what  I  have  been 
asked  to  do.  There  is  this  further 
reason — the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
twitted  me  with  considering  Irish  pre- 
judices in  what  I  did. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  :  Irish  senti- 
ment. 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Irish  senti- 
ment ia  making  the  relaxation  in  favour 
of  priests.  Properlv  stated,  I  have  no 
objection  to  that  indictment.  The  House 
is  aware  that,  speaking  broadly,  we  may 
say  that  every  member  of  the  disestab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland,  every  member 
of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in  Ireland, 
every  member  of  the  Wesleyan  body, 
and  every  Quaker  is  a  man  not  only 
attached  to  the  Union  between  Ireland 
and  this  country,  but  who  fervently  ap- 
proves the  administration  of  the  Crimes 
Act  as  carried  on  in  that  country,    j 
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admit  it  is  true,  that  almost  every  lead- 
ing Soman  Catholic  of  position ,  whether 
at  the  Bar  or  on  the  Bench — well,  I  do 
not  know  about  the  Bench — whether  in 
commerce,  or  in  whatever  line  of  life  he 
may  be — almost  every  leading  Boman 
Oatholic  also  shares  the  same  view — but, 
nevertheless,  the  fact  remains  that  un- 
doubtedly the  g^eat  mass  of  support 
which  the  Government  receive  in  Ire- 
land is  Protestant.  Was  there  not,  under 
these  circumstances,  g^eat  danger  that  the 
issues  we  were  fighting  in  Ireland — the 
issue  between  law  and  disorder — would 
be  confounded  with  those  ancient  and 
perennial  religious  quarrels  which  have 
added  so  much  to  the  unhappiness  of  a 
country  whose  political  history  has  been 
far  from  fortunate?  Was  not  that  a 
reason,  in  addition  to  all  other  reasons, 
why  I  should  take  every  pains  in  my 
power  to  make  it  clear  to  every  Roman 
Catholic  in  Ireland  and  out  of  it,  that, 
while  I  was  determined,  irrespective  of 
creed  or  station,  to  enforce  the  law,  I 
was  most  anxious  in  every  respect  to 
consider  the  legitimate  feelings  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  priesthood  ?  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  make 
some  observations  upon  the  subject  of 
hair-cutting  in  gaol,  and  he  appears  to 
assume  that  the  practice  of  clipping 
hair  began  for  the  first  time  last 
October.  That  I  believe  to  be  an 
absolutely  ud founded  statement.  A 
question  has  been  put  down  on  the 
Paper  on  this  subject,  but  postponed, 
for  I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  get 
the  information  from  Ireland,  but  if  my 
recoUection  serves  me  right,  as  I  think 
it  does,  no  man  has  been  excepted. 

Me.  JOHN  DILLON :  I  can  correct 
the  right  hou.  Gentleman. 

*Mk.  BALFOUB  :  Will  the  hon. 
Member  allow  me — except  on  a  doctor's 
certificate.  Speaking  from  recollection, 
that  was  so  in  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo,  and  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Blunt. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  state  the 
nature  of  the  disease  w^ch  prevented 
my  hair  being  cut  ? 
*Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  My  recollec- 
tion of  the  diseases  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  not  very  complete,  although  I  have 
read  a  great  deal  about  them.  I  think 
hon.  Gentlemen  are  a  little  unreason- 
able. If  I  am  asked  a  question  I  may 
be  permitted  to  answer  it.    There  is  no 


doubt — there  never  has  been  any  doubt — 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  is 
a  gentleman  of  delicate  constitution. 
He  was  in  hospital  during  the  whole 
time  of  his  confinement  in  gaol,  and 
naturally,  under  these  circumstances,  I 
had  to  read  various  reports  concerning 
the  state  of  his  health.  I  have  said  no- 
thing offensive  either  to  him  or  to  the 
House.  I  feel  sure  the  hon.  Member 
will  accept  my  assurance  that  nothing 
personal  to  him  was  meant.  But  to  con- 
tinue my  argument.  Now  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman  appears  to  think  that  this  is 
a  specially  Irish  form  of  brutality  in 
prison  treatment.  But  there  is  the  caQe 
of  the  Member  for  N.W.Lanark  (Mr.  C. 
Graham),andif  any  man  in  England  was 
sent  to  prison  for  a  political  offence — 
assuredly  he  was.  He  had  his  hair 
cut,  he  had  to  sleep  on  a  plank  bed, 
he  had  to  put  on  the  prison  dress,  and 
yet  without  protest,  without  agitation, 
he  went  all  through  that  so-ccaled  de- 
grading punishment  which  now  moves 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  horror  and  tears. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  He  was  con- 
victed by  a  jury  of  his  own  country. 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  distinc- 
tion,  therefore,  of  the  learned  Gentle- 
man is  this— a  man  convicted  by  a  jury 
may  have  these  indignities  placed  on 
him,  but  a  man  who  is  not  so  convicted 
may  not.  There  is  an  end  of  your 
prison  case  if  that  is  your  argument.  I 
do  not  think  I  need  go  further  into  tbat 
question  at  the  present  moment.  I  have 
fully  dealt  with  every  point  brought  for- 
ward, but  if  hon.  Geutlemen  are 
anxious  for  me  to  say  more,  do  not  them 
suppose  that  I  have  not  a  great  deal 
more  to  say.  I  said  to  the  House  on 
Friday  night  that  the  fears  of  the 
Member  for  Cork  that  no  Irish  Nation- 
alist would  henceforth  condescend  to 
take  advantage  of  a  doctor's  certificate 
were  wholly  ud founded.  I  stated  that 
the  statistics  I  had  collected  proved 
that  there  had  been  a  g^eat  deal  more 
relaxation  in  the  case  of  persons  com- 
mitted under  the  Crimes  Act  than  in 
the  case  of  persons  committed  under 
the  ordinary  law.  According  to  the 
statistics  for  last  month,  the  percentage 
is  4  per  cent  in  cases  of  ordinary 
crime  and  18  per  cent  in  cases  under 
the  Crimes  Act.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  replies  :''You  are  sheltering 
yourself  imder  doctors'  certificates.'' 
**Tou  employ    your  doctors    to  alter 
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ezoeptional  treatment  ?  Until  you  can 
draw^  a  distinction  between  him  and  the 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.  Your 
argument  stands  self-condemned.  You 
take  the  case  of  the  man  who  deliber- 
ately breaks  the  law  in  Ireland.  I  say 
that  he  is  indirectly  responsible  for  the 
crime  which  he  knows  often  has  followed 
and  probably  may  again  follow  from 
the  action  he  has  taken.  I  think 
it  would  be  a  monstrous  thing 
to  distinguish  between  those  who 
come  down  to  preach  against  the  land- 
grabber  and  the  moonlighter  who  goes, 
m  consequence  of  that  incitement,  and 
fires  bullets  through  the  landgrabber's 
windows.  But,  if  there  is  to  be  difiPerent 
treatment,  do  you  think  the  Government 
ought  to  decide  that  question  ?  I  say 
that  a  Oourt  of  Law,  and  a  Oourt  of  Law 
only,  is  entitled  to  say  what  sentence 
the  man  shall  undergo.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  I  ought  to  deter- 
mine what  sentences  these  men  should 
undergo.  I  think  that  is  a  monstrous 
doctrine,  which,  if  carried  to  its  fullest 
extent,  would  utterly  destroy  all 
equality  of  punishment,  all  responsi- 
bility of  Courts  of  Law,  and  throw 
on  the  Exeoutiye  Government  a  re- 
sponsibility which  no  Executive  could 
bear  without  discrediting  itself.  You 
require  me  to  modify  arbitrarily  the 
punishment  of  persons  like  the  Member 
for  North- East  Cork,  Mr.  Sheehan,  and 
Mr.  Finucane.  Am  I  to  modify  the 
punishment  of  their  associates  ?  Am  I 
to  distinguish  between  the  inciter 
to  crime  and  the  committer  of  the 
crime?  Does  he  found  that  doctrine 
upon  any  principle  of  jurisprudence? 
If  so,  does  he  limit  it  to  Irish  prisoners  ? 
Why,  Sir,  if  this  principle  were  carried 
out,  we  should  have  to  remodel,  not  only 
the  whole  prison  discipline  from  the  top 
to  the  bottom,  but  the  whole  principles 
upon  which  the  laws  of  the  country  have 
hitherto  rested.  I  may  say  that  I  shall 
not  object  myself  to  have  the  general 
question  adequately  discussed;  but  what 
I  shall  object  to  is  the  carrying  out  of 
this  principle  for  a  first  time  in  connec- 
tion with  a  particular  class  of  prisoners 
under  a  particular  law.  I  shall  require 
that  you  make  any  alteration  general 
in  its  application,  and  that  the  mea- 
sure you  mete  out  to  the  Crimes  Act 
prisoners  in  Ireland  shall  be  meted  out 
to  prisoners  in  England  and  Scotland 
and  the  unprodaimed  districts  of  Ire- 
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land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  missed 
out,  as  I  told  the  House,  all  reference 
to  the  accusations  levelled  against  me 
with  regard  to  the  maltreatment  of 
prisoners.  And  he  did  well,  for  those 
stories  are  false.  He  has  also  left 
out  all  reference  to  stories  which,  un- 
happily, are  true  of  the  monstrous 
system  of  intimidation  to  which  prison 
officials  in  Ireland  are  subjected  when- 
ever it  suits  the  political  game  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.  The 
story  is  a  melancholy  and  disgrace- 
ful one — I  will  not  weary  the  House 
with  it,  but  I  could  show  you  in  case 
after  case  how  warders  are  insulted  and 
sometimes  assaulted  in  the  streets.  A 
Governor  had  disgraceful  charges 
trumped  up  against  him,  I  believe, 
simply  and  solely  because  he  was 
engaged  in  one  of  those  transactions. 
I  would  remind  the  House  of  the 
terrible  tragedy  of  Dr.  Kid  ley,  how  his 
windows  were  broken,  how  he  was  spit  at 
in  the  streets,  how  he  lost  his  practice, 
and  was  reduced  to  fear  of  want,  all 
because  it  pleased  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo 
site,  in  pursuance  of  a  political  design,  to 
set  that  agitation  on  foot  against  him. 
Now  consider  the  last  case — the  CEise  of 
don m el  prison.  The  moment  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  put  into  gaol  the  persecu 
tion  began.  It  began  with  a  most  mon- 
strous article  published  in  a  local  print, 
called,  I  think,  the  Nationalist.  1  will 
not  read  the  whole  of  that  article, 
which  suggests,  among  other  amiable 
things,  that  I  am  a  proper  subject  for  as- 
sassination. Then  it  goes  on  to  say  that 
the  callous  and  brutal  conduct  of  the 

? risen  doctor  was  simply  outrageous." 
he  result  was  what  you  might  expect 
— volleys  of  stones  were  thrown,  his 
windows  were  broken,  his  shutters  were 
broken.  The  unfortunate  man  had  to 
turn  out  armed  with  a  rifle,  he  had  to 
seek  the  protection  of  the  police,  and 
since  then  he  has  not*  been  a  moment 
without  that  protection.  Three  societies 
employing  him  as  their  doctor  at  once 

gave  him  up,  many  of  the  Koman 
atholics  of  the  town  rapidly  left  him, 
and  every  effort  was  made  to  ruin  his 
practice  or  tamper  with  his  honesty.  The 
fate  of  the  Governor  is  not  much  better. 
He  and  his  wife  and  children  cannot  leave 
the  prison  without  protection.  Threaten- 
ing letters — not  like  those  foolish  mis- 
sives which  are  sent  to  me  and  to  other 
right  hon.  Gen.  when  they  are  in  poweri 
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and  are  the  outcome  of  a  disordered 
brain — ^bat  threatening  letters  which 
mean  something  are  sent  to  him,  and 
this  outrageous  persecution  is  simply  and 
solely  the  result  of  the  fact  that  he  has 
attempted  to  administer  the  rules  im- 

fosed  upon  him  by  his  superiors  and  by 
Parliament,  and  that  in  doing  so  he 
happens  to  have  excited  the  wrath  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  G-angway  and 
their  friends  in  Ireland.  I  am  glad  to 
have  this  opportunity  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  what  I  think  one  of  the  meanest 
and  most  disgraceful  episodes  of  an 
agitation  which  has  been  stained 
by  many  mean  and  many  disgraceful 
episodes.  I  now  turn  to  the  not  less 
important — perhaps  even  more  impor- 
tant question — of  the  grounds  on  which 
these  men  have  been  convicted.  I 
would  point  out  to  the  House  that  all 
theee  recent  events  in  Ireland  must  be 
taken  as  parts  of  a  whole.  They  are 
parts  of  one  great  conspiracy  to  make 
the  administration  of  the  law  an 
impossibility.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North^East  Cork  advocated,  to  the 
best  of  his  ability,  in  a  letter  which  has 
been  made  public,  a  great  movemeut  in 
favour  of  starting  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
and  making  the  administration  of  the 
law  impossible  all  over  Ireland.  Please 
notice  that  it  was  not  merely  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  which  was  to  form  the 
weapon  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  All  those 
prison  scenes — all  those  scenes  in  Court — 
are  part  of  the  same  great  drama.  For  they 
know  that  while  disorder  and  outrage 
are  the  proper  instruments  for  influ- 
encing Ireland,  sensational  scenes  and 
inaccurate  statements  are  the  corres- 
ponding means  of  appealing  to  the 
English  public.  I  call  attention  to  an 
interview  stated  to  have  taken  place 
between  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  and  the  representative  of  the 
Pall  Mali  Oauttey  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  one  of  the  main  objects  of  the  drama 
as  to  the  prison  clothes  was  to  make  the 
administration  of  a  Coercion  Govern- 
ment impossible.  The  same  statement 
has  been  made  by  other  persons.  The 
date  of  the  paper  is  February  18,  1888. 
He  said : — *'  My  means  are  governed  by 
great  principles.  First,  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  to  avail  yourselves  of  every 
possible  opportunity  you  can  to  put  every 
conceivable  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the 
aasy  working  of  a  Coercionist  Govern- 
ment.''   I  am  not  arguing  whether  that 


is  a  good  or  a  bad  object ;  I  am  pointing 
out  that  it  was  the  object,  and  these 
scenes  were|  the  first  steps  towards  the 
attainment  of  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  has  five  times  come 
before  a  Court  of  Law.  The  first  time 
was  at  Mitchelstown,  the  second  at 
Middleton,  the  third  at  Loughrea, 
the  fourth  at  Carrick  -  on  -  Suir, 
and  the  fifth  at  Tralee.  At 
Mitchelstown  his  counsel  described 
the  opposing  counsel  as  a  liar,  he  was 
asked  to  withdraw  and  refused,  and  went 
out  of  Court  with  a  great  flourish  of 
trumpets.  At  Middleton,  Mr.  O'Brien 
attempted  to  escape  in  the  middle  of 
the  trial,  and  a  bogus  telegram  intended 
to  facilitate  that  escape  was  sent  to  the 
police.  At  Loughrea,  in  the  course  of 
the  trial  there,  the  depositions  were 
stolen.  [An  hon.  Member  :  By  whom  ?] 
At  Carrick-on-Suir,  Mr.  O'Brien  and  his 
counsel,  the  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  engaged  in  a  transaction  which 
I  can  only  interpret  as  a  deliberate  at- 
tempt to  get  up  a  riot.  That  attempt 
was  finally  successfull,  and  in  the 
middle  of  the  disorder,  out  goes  the 
Member  for  North-East  Cork,  rides 
across  country,  turns  up  at  Man- 
chester, does  exactly  what  he  intended 
to  do — namely,  makes  a  scene,  goes 
back  to  prison,  and  makes  another 
scene.  Then  he  is  tried  again  at 
Tralee,  and  at  Tralee  the  same  drama, 
with  slight  variations,  is  played  again. 
Again,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Longford  insults  the 
Court. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
How  did  I  insult  the  Court?  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  quote  my 
speech  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knows  perfectly  well 
how  he  insulted  the  Court. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  insinuated  that  I  called 
somebody  a  liar ;  next  that  I  tried  to 
get  up  a  riot,  and,  lastlv,  that  I  insulted 
the  Court  at  Tralee.  Will  the  right  hon. 
Geutleman  justify  his  accusations  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  mistaken.  I  did 
not  charge  him  with  calling  anyone  a 
liar.  He  was  not  the  counsel  in  the 
Mitchelstown  case ;  when,  however,  he 
was  counsel  at  Tralee,  I  believe,  he  used 
language  of    a    very    improper    V:ind. 
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[A  Voice:    Quote.]    I  shall  not  read, 
and  I  shall  not  quote. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  order. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  a  statement  can 
he  made  that  I,  in  the  course  of  my  pro- 
fessioDal  duties,  insulted  a  tribunal 
without  advancing  some  reason  for  that 
allegation  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  is  not  for  me  to 
order  any  reason  to  be  g^ven ;  it  rests 
entirely  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
the  least  desire  to  hurt  the  feelings  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber: Quote  the  words!]  I  have  not 
the  words  here,  but  I  recollect  them 
perfectly  well,  wherein  he  described 
Oolonel  Turner  as  a  sneak.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  language  that 
meets  with  the  approval  of  the  front 
Opposition  bench.  The  Court  held  that 
that  was  not  a  decent  proceeding,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  left  the 
Court. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  did  not  leave 
the  Court.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  dome  the  justice  to  say  that  I  did 
not  leave  the  Court.  I  was  dragged 
from  the  Court.  I  did  not  insult  the 
Court.  Colonel  Turner  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Court,  and  it  is  right 
that  I  should  state  that  I  said  what  I 
did  of  Colonel  Turner  under  provoca- 
tion given  to  me  by  him  the  previous 
night,  when  I  arrived  in  the  town  and 
he  shouted  out  1  was  a  blackguard. 
♦Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  make 
any  comment  upon  the  explanation  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given.  At  all 
events  the  fact  remains  that  he  was 
carried  out  of  Court,  and  that  he  pro- 
duced that  kind  of  sensational  scene 
which  invariably  accompanies  these 
proceedings.  Now,  Sir,  all  these  scenes 
represent  the  smaller  and  meaner  side 
of  the  Irish  agitation ;  the  more  tragic 
side  is  connected  with  the  objects  which 
these  Gentlemen,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  and  his  Friends,  have 
had  in  view  in  supporting  this  agitation. 
When  they  founa  to  their  dismay  and 
disgust  that  Ireland  was  quietening 
down,  that  crime  was  diminishing,  that 
boycotted  farms  were  being  taken,  they 
determined  to  do  all  that  in  them  lay  to 
put  an  end  to  a  state  of  things  so 
disastrous  to  them  and  so  beneficial  to 
the  country.  Their  instrument  was  the 
Flan  of  Campaign.  Now,  has  the  House 
realized  what  tiie  Plan  of  Campaign 
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is  ?  We  all  know  that  it  is  an  illegal 
action,  and  that  high  authorities  pro- 
nounced it  to  be  an  immoral  action. 
Has  the  House  realized  not  only  that  it 
is  illegal  and  immoral,  but  that 
it  is  productive  of  the  most  dis- 
astrous and  tragic  consequences  in 
every  district  where  it  is  set  up  ? 
The  Plan  of  Campaign  means  something 
more  than  an  illegal  combination  among 
tenants ;  it  means  boycotting,  it  means 
evictions,  it  means  outrage;  it  often 
means,  or  may  often  mean,  miirder.  It 
promotes  those  scenes  at  the  time  of 
evictions  which  have  been  more  than 
once  on  the  very  verge  of  producing 
bloodshed ;  and  I  say  that  the  man  who 
deliberately  goes  down  to  a  district  in 
order  to  further  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
and  the  invariable  accompaniment  of 
the  Plan  of  Compaign,  boycotting,  who 
preaches  it  in  a  district  where  the  Plan 
does  not  exist,  and  where  land-grabbers 
do  exist,  and  where  they  are  known  by 
name — I  say  that  that  man  makes  him« 
self  responsible  for  the  crimes  that 
follow  from  his  action.  I  will  take  as 
an  example  of  what  I  say  what  occurred 
at  Kerry.  In  no  district  in  Ireland 
have  the  beneficent  effects  of  the  Crimea 
Act  been  more  apparent  than  in  County 
Kerry.  The  recrudence  of  the  agitation 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  is  the  leading  Repre- 
sentative began  at  the  end  of  Septemoer. 
In  the  County  Kerry,  from  the 
1st  of  August  to  the  middle  of 
October,  the  only  agrarian  crime 
was  one  threatening  letter.  The 
fiat  goes  out  from  the  Member  for  North- 
Kast  Cork,  the  whole  machinery  of 
agitation  is  set  to  work ;  meet- 
ings are  held,  the  Plan  of  Campaign  is 
preached,  the  land-grabber  is  denounced. 
What  is  the  result?  Why,  Sir,  the 
result  is  that  from  the  14th  of  October 
till  towards  the  end  of  December  eleven 
cases  of  crime,  mostly  serious  crime, 
occurred.  Killing  cattle,  maiming 
cattle,  arson  in  various  forms  —  all 
these  occurred,  and  undoubtedly  were 
in  a  large  measure  owing  to  the  action 
of  these  gentlemen. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the  districts 
where  they  occurred  ? 
*Mb.  a.   J.  BALFOUR:    They    aU 
occurred  in  County  Kerry. 

Mb.  DILLON :   Kerry  is  an  immense 
county. 
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*  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Oentleman  doubts  that  there  is  some 
conneotion  between  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign and  crime,  let  me  remind  him 
that  on  the  Ist  of  January  this  year 
moonlighters  went  round  Lord  Ken- 
mare's  estate  and  threatened  the  tenants 
that  if  they  did  not  join  the  Plan — that 
peaceful  method  of  adjusting  differences 
Detween  landlords  and  tenants — they 
would  have  to  take  the  consequences. 
And  let  the  House  notice,  when  they 
talk  of  combinations  'among  tenants, 
that  these  combinations  are  never,  or 
hardly  ever,  the  result  of  the  sponta- 
neous action  of  the  tenants  themselves. 
They  are  hounded  on  to  these  proceed- 
ing by  Oentlemen  below  the  Oangway. 
Of  the  four  or  five  gentlemen  who  were 
specially  engaged  in  this  transaction, 
not  one  was  a  tenant-farmer.  One  was 
a  journalist,  one  was  an  hotel-keeper, 
one  was  a  shopkeeper  in  Killamey,  and 
one  a  draper  in  Bantry.  On  the  01- 
phert  Estate,  the  name  of  which  has 
become  faithfully  familiar  to  the  ears  of 
hon.  Gentlemen,  I  believe  the  houses 
were  fortified  under  the  instructions  of 
a  stranger,  and,  in  one  case  at  least, 
they  were  defended  not  by  the  families 
to  be  evicted,  not  by  people  fighting 
for  their  hearths  ana  homes,  but 
by  outsiders,  brought  in  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  that  which  is 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  an  episode  in 
civil  war.  [An  hon.  Member  :  In 
three  cases  !]  Yes,  in  three  cases.  I 
am  obliged  to  the  hon.  Oentleman  for 
his  reminder.  With  these  facts,  what 
is  the  use  of  talking  about  conciliation  ? 
What  is  the  use  of  stating  in  your  Be- 
solution  that  what  you  desire  is  concili- 
ation, when  you  (pointing  to  the  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House)  are  the  people  who 
stop  conciliation  ?  You  foul  the  stream 
and  you  ask  us  to  give  you  clear  water. 
Where  your  baneful  influence  does  not 
spread  there  will  you  find  the  relations 
between  the  people  and  the  police, 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  daily 
improving.  But  let  some  of  these 
successors  of  the  rebels  of  '98,  '48, 
and  '68  come  down,  and  speedily 
there  is  a  change.  Just  because 
their  object  is  not  peace,  but  disorder, 
they  produce  war  between  classes ;  they 
produce  outrage,  riot,  boycotting,  and 
that  which  invariably,  in  the  long  run, 
accompanies  boycotting — they  produce 


assassination;  and  under  these  circum- 
stances surely  it  is  little  better  than  a 
mockery  for  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
to  come  down  to  this  House  and  tell  us 
we  are  the  people  who  are  to  attempt 
conciliation,  when  it  is  the  forces  of  the 
law,  and  the  law  only,  which,  under 
difficulties  of  an  unprecedented  cha- 
racter, made  by  you,  are  stiU  neverthe- 
less, in  spite  of  all  you  can  do,  carrying 
out  the  beneficent  work  of  conciliation  in 
the  most  disturbed  parts  of  Ireland.  Al- 
though I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  have 
not  finished  yet,  I  do  not  think  I  need 
go  any  more  into  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Oork,  but  I 
must  say  a  word  with  regard  to  the 
version  of  the  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Harrington,  the  Member  for  Kerry, 
which  formed  so  large  a  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  indictment  in 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  now  dropped  some  of  his 
charges.  He  boasted  in  the  country 
that  he  would  support  in  Parliament 
the  case  he  then  made ;  but  he  has  not 
done  so.  He  made  a  charge  of  a  serious 
character  against  the  magistrates;  he 
said  they  had  refused  to  state  a  case, 
although  the  Court  of  Exchequer  de- 
clared the  point  on  which  a  case  was 
stated  to  be  worthv  of  solemn  argu- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
entirely  wrong.  The  matter  which  the 
Oourt  of  Exchequer  declared  was  one 
for  argument  was  not  the  matter 
brought  before  the  inferior  tribunal  at 
all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  owes 
an  apology  to  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  for 
making  him  the  object  of  an  accusation 
which  will  not  bear  a  single  moment's 
examination. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  Since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  challenges  me, 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  meet  him ; 
but  I  omitted  the  argument  on  that 
point  because  I  thought  that  it  might 
be  much  more  effectively  presented  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Long- 
ford. I  am  prepared  to  stand  by  every 
word  I  said  on  that  subject,  and  I  am 
supported  by  as  competent  legal  autho- 
rities as  those  who  advise  him. 

*  Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  a  gentleman  of 
amazing  courage.  He  wishes  me  to 
wait  and  see  what  is  the  result  of  an 
argpiment  between  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford  and  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  near  isl<^.    V  ^vds^^^.  ^^saS. 
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[A  Voice  :    Quote.]    I  shall  not  read, 
and  I  shall  not  quote. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  order. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  a  statement  can 
be  made  that  I,  in  the  course  of  my  pro- 
fessional duties,  insulted  a  tribunal 
without  advancing  some  reason  for  that 
allegation  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  for  me  to 
order  any  reason  to  be  given ;  it  rests 
entirely  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  not 
the  least  desire  to  hurt  the  feelings  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  Quote  the  words!]  I  have  not 
the  words  here,  but  I  recollect  them 
perfectly  well,  wherein  he  described 
Oolonel  Turner  as  a  sneak.  I  do  not 
know  whether  that  is  language  that 
meets  with  the  approval  of  the  front 
Opposition  bench.  The  Court  held  that 
that  was  not  a  decent  proceeding,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  left  the 
Court. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  did  not  leave 
the  Court.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  dome  the  justice  to  say  that  I  did 
not  leave  the  Court.  I  was  dragged 
from  the  Court.  I  did  not  insult  the 
Court.  Colonel  Turner  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Court,  and  it  is  right 
that  I  should  state  that  I  said  what  I 
did  of  Colonel  Turner  under  provoca- 
tion given  to  me  by  him  the  previous 
night,  when  I  arrived  in  the  town  and 
he  shouted  out  1  was  a  blackguard. 
*Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  make 
any  comment  upon  the  explanation  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given.  At  all 
events  the  fact  remains  that  he  was 
carried  out  of  Court,  and  that  he  pro- 
duced that  kind  of  sensational  scene 
which  invariably  accompanies  these 
proceedings.  Now,  Sir,  all  these  scenes 
represent  the  smaller  and  meaner  side 
of  the  Irish  agitation ;  the  more  tragic 
side  is  connected  with  the  objects  which 
these  Gentlemen,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  and  his  Friends,  have 
had  in  view  in  supporting  this  agitation. 
When  they  found  to  their  dismay  and 
disgust  that  Ireland  was  quietening 
down,  that  crime  was  diminishing,  that 
boycotted  farms  were  being  taken,  they 
determined  to  do  all  that  in  them  lay  to 
put  an  end  to  a  state  of  things  so 
disastrous  to  them  and  so  beneficial  to 
the  country.  Their  instrument  was  the 
Flan  of  Campaign.  Now,  has  the  Hoi 
realized  what  die  Flan  of  Camp    ^ 
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is?  We  all  know  that  it  is  an  illegal 
action,  and  that  high  authorities  pro- 
noimced  it  to  be  an  immoral  action. 
Has  the  House  realized  not  only  that  it 
is  illegal  and  immoral,  but  that 
it  is  productive  of  the  most  dis- 
astrous and  tragic  consequences  in 
every  district  where  it  is  set  up  ? 
The  Flan  of  Campaign  means  something 
more  than  an  illegal  combination  among 
tenants ;  it  means  boycotting,  it  means 
evictions,  it  means  outrage;  it  often 
means,  or  may  often  mean,  miirder.  It 
promotes  those  scenes  at  the  time  of 
evictions  which  have  been  more  than 
once  on  the  very  verge  of  producing 
bloodshed ;  and  I  say  that  the  man  who 
deliberately  goes  down  to  a  district  in 
order  to  further  the  Flan  of  Campaign 
and  the  invariable  accompaniment  of 
the  Flan  of  Compaign,  boycotting,  who 
preaches  it  in  a  district  where  the  Flan 
does  not  exist,  and  where  land-grabbers 
do  exist,  and  where  they  are  known  by 
name — I  say  that  that  man  makes  him- 
self  responsible  for  the  crimes  that 
follow  from  his  action.  I  will  take  as 
an  example  of  what  I  say  what  occurred 
at  Kerry.  In  no  district  in  Ireland 
have  the  beneficent  effects  of  the  Crimes 
Act  been  more  apparent  than  in  County 
Kerry.  The  recrudence  of  the  agitation 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  is  the  leading  Repre- 
sentative began  at  the  end  of  Septemoer. 
In  the  County  Kerry,  from  the 
1st  of  August  to  the  middle  of 
October,  the  only  agrarian  crime 
was  one  threatening  letter.  The 
fiat  goes  out  from  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork,  the  whole  machinery  of 
agitation  is  set  to  work ;  meet- 
ings are  held,  the  Flan  of  Campaign  is 
preaxihed,  the  land-grabber  is  denounced. 
What  is  the  result?  Why,  Sir,  the 
result  is  that  from  the  1 4  th  of  October 
till  towards  the  end  of  December  eleven 
cases  of  crime,  mostly  serious  crime, 
occurred.  Killing  cattle,  maiming 
cattle,  arson  in  various  forms  —  aU 
these  occurred,  and  undoubtedly  were 
in  a  large  measure  owing  to  the  action 
of  these  gentlemen. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  WiU  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  give  the  districts 
where  they  occurred  ? 
*Mr.   a.   J.   BALFOUR:    They     all 
occurred  in  County  Kerry. 

Mr.  DILLON :    Kerry  is  an  immense 
county. 
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assassination;  and  under  these  circum- 
stances surely  it  is  little  better  than  a 
mockery  for  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
to  come  down  to  this  House  and  tell  us 
we  are  the  people  who  are  to  attempt 
conciliation,  when  it  is  the  forces  of  the 
law,  and  the  law  only,  which,  under 
difficulties  of  an  unprecedented  cha- 
racter, made  by  you,  are  still  neverthe- 
less, in  spite  of  all  you  can  do,  carrying 
out  the  beneficent  work  of  conciliation  in 
the  most  disturbed  parts  of  Ireland.  Al- 
though I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  have 
not  finished  yet,  I  do  not  think  I  need 
go  any  more  into  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork,  but  I 
must  say  a  word  with  regard  to  the 
version  of  the  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Harrin^on,  the  Member  for  Kerry, 
which  lormed  so  large  a  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  indictment  in 
the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  now  dropped  some  of  his 
charges.  He  boasted  in  the  country 
that  he  would  support  in  Parliament 
the  case  he  then  made ;  but  he  has  not 
done  so.  He  made  a  charge  of  a  serious 
character  against  the  magistrates;  he 
said  they  had  refused  to  state  a  case, 
although  the  Court  of  Exchequer  de- 
clared the  point  on  which  a  case  was 
stated  to  be  worthy  of  solemn  argu- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
entirely  wrong.  The  matter  which  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  declared  was  one 
for  argument  was  not  the  matter 
brought  before  the  inferior  tribunal  at 
all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  owes 
an  apology  to  Mr.  Cecil  Hoche  for 
making  him  the  object  of  an  accusation 
which  will  not  bear  a  single  moment's 
examination. 

♦Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY:  Since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  challenges  me, 
I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  meet  him ; 
but  I  omitted  the  argument  on  that 
point  because  I  thought  that  it  might 
be  much  more  effectively  presented  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Long- 
ford. I  am  prepared  to  stand  by  every 
word  I  said  on  that  subject,  and  I  am 
supported  by  as  competent  legal  autho- 
rities as  those  who  advise  him. 

♦  Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  a  gentleman  of 
amazing  courage.  He  wishes  me  to 
wait  and  see  what  is  the  result  of  an 
argument  between  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Longford  and  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  near  me.    I  cannot  deal 


♦  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  doubts  that  there  is  some 
conneotion  between  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paigpa  and  crime,  let  me  remind  him 
that  on  the  1st  of  January  this  year 
moonlighters  went  round  Lord  Ken- 
mare's  estate  and  threatened  the  tenants 
that  if  they  did  not  join  the  Plan — that 
peaceful  method  of  adjusting  differences 
between  landlords  and  tenants — they 
would  have  to  take  the  consequences. 
And  let  the  House  notice,  when  they 
talk  of  combinations  among  tenants, 
that  these  combinations  are  never,  or 
hardly  ever,  the  result  of  the  sponta- 
neous action  of  the  tenants  themselves. 
They  are  hounded  on  to  these  proceed- 
infai  by  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
Of  the  four  or  five  gentlemen  who  were 
specially  engaged  in  this  transaction, 
not  one  was  a  tenant-farmer.  One  was 
a  journalist,  one  was  an  hotel-keeper, 
one  was  a  shopkeeper  in  Killamey,  and 
one  a  draper  in  Bantry.  On  the  01- 
phert  Estate,  the  name  of  which  has 
beoome  faithfully  familiar  to  the  ears  of 
hon.  Gentlemen,  I  believe  the  houses 
were  fortified  under  the  instructions  of 
a  stranger,  and,  in  one  case  at  least, 
they  were  defended  not  by  the  families 
to  be  evicted,  not  by  people  fighting 
for  their  hearths  ana  homes,  but 
by  outsiders,  brought  in  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  on  that  which  is 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  an  episode  in 
civil  war.  [An  hon.  Member  :  In 
three  cases  !J  Yes,  in  three  cases.  I 
am  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  for 
his  reminder.  With  these  facts,  what 
is  the  use  of  talking  about  conciliation  ? 
What  is  the  use  of  stating  in  your  Re- 
solution that  what  you  desire  is  concili- 
ation, when  you  (pointing  to  the  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House)  are  the  people  who 
stop  conciliation  ?  You  foul  the  stream 
and  you  ask  us  to  give  you  clear  water. 
Where  your  baneful  influence  does  not 
spread  there  will  you  find  the  relations 
between  the  people  and  the  police, 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  daily 
improving.  But  let  some  of  these 
successors  of  the  rebels  of  '98,  '48, 
and  '68  come  down,  and  speedily 
there  is  a  change.  Just  because 
their  object  is  not  peace,  but  disorder, 
they  produce  war  between  classes ;  they 
produce  outrage,  riot,  boycotting,  and 
that  which  invariably,  in  the  long  run, 
accompanies  boycotting — they   produce 
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with  a  case  which  has  not  been  pre- 
sented. I  have  stated  my  argument, 
and  let  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
refute  it  when  it  comes  to  his  tarn. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  described  the 
action  of  the  magistrates  in  sentencing 
Mr.  HarriDgton  to  six  months'  imprison- 
ment as  monstrously  vindictive,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  abuses  the  magistrates 
because  they  engaged  that  if  Mr.  Har- 
rington would  promise  not  to  repeat  the 
offence  he  should  not  be  punished. 
Those  two  complaints  are  not  con- 
sistent. If  the  magistrates  were  as 
vindictive  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  us  believe,  they  would  not 
have  taken  the  course  of  offering  to 
withhold  punishment  if  a  pledge  were 
g^ven.  Let  him  choose  which  accusa- 
tion he  wishes  to  go  upon,  and  not  in 
the  same  breath  complain  of  a  vindic- 
tive sentence  and  of  the  offer  of  a  too 
lenient  alternative,  if  the  hon.  Member 
promised  not  to  repeat  the  offence  again. 
He  states  that  Mr.  Harrington  was  im- 
prisoned on  account  of  the  Ikines^  case, 
and  that  the  sentence  was  vindictive ; 
but  Mr.  Harrington  had  a  right  of 
appeal.  If  he  had  appealed  he  would 
at  all  events  have  been  at  liberty 
pending  the  appeal.  And  if  the 
sentence  were  vindictive,  why  did  not 
Mr.  Harrington  appeal?  I  hear 
something  said  about  a  County  Oourt 
Judge,  but  County  Court  Judges  in 
Ireland  are  not  open  to  the  charge  that 
they  have  anyconnection  with  the  Execu- 
tive Government.  They  are  as  inde- 
pecdent  as  any  Judge  on  the  bench  in 
England  or  Ireland,  and  they  hold  by 
the  same  sort  of  tenure.  As  Mr.  Har- 
rington did  not  appeal,  depend  upon  it 
the  reason  was  that  he  knew  very  well 
he  had  committed  an  offence  which  the 
County  Court  Judge  would  not  have 
looked  on  more  leniently  than  did 
the  Court  of  First  Instance.  What 
was  that  offence?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  made  a  speech 
at  Portsmouth,  in  which  he  said 
that  the  League  and  the  law  were  in 
conflict,  and  he  was  in  favour  of  the 
League.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
quoted  a  part  of  the  Magistrate's  speech, 
but  unfortunately  only  part  of  it.  I 
notice  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
quotations  generfdly  begin  too  late  or 
end  too  early;  but  he  has  been  far 
exceeded  in  inaccuracy  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Member  for  the  firidgeton  Divi- 
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sion  of  Glasgow  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan), 
who  sits  near  him,  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  Mr. 
Harrington  was  condemned  for  a 
speech  which  was  declared  by  the 
n^agistrates  to  be  an  innocent  speech. 
That  is  absolutely  incorrect,  and  totally 
without  any  kind  of  foundation.  The 
magistrates  never  said,  and  never  could 
have  said,  anything  of  the  kind. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN:  I 
said  he  was  found  not  guilty. 
♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  That  is  quite 
a  different  statement.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  the  speech  of 
Mr.  Harrington  was  an  innocent  speech 
— ^innocent  information  given  to  his 
constituents.  ['^  No,  no!''  and  ^*  Qnote 
the  words !"]  I  will  quote.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  Mr.  Harrington 
had  made  e^  speech  which  the  Court  pro- 
nounced to  be  a  perfectly  innocent 
speech.  I  say  the  Court  did  not  pro- 
nounce it  to  be  so.  On  the  contrary, 
the  Court  distinctly  said  that  such 
language  often  led  to  crime.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  the  Court  did  not  convict  him 
on  that  speech.  But  why?  Because 
the  only  evidence  they  had  of  the 
speech  was  a  newspaper  report,  and 
you  require  evidence  other  than  that  of 
a  newspaper  report  to  convict  upon. 
Mr.  Harrington  admitted  that  he  made 
the  speech,  but  the  magistrates  did  not 
convict  him  upon  the  speech  itself,  not 
because  it  did  not  deserve  punishment, 
but  because  they  did  not  happen  to 
have  the  technicaJ  and  legal  proof  they 
required.  They  convicted  him  upon  the 
charge  of  illegal  conspiracy. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to 
explain  what  it  was  I  did  say  ?  What  I 
stated  was  that  Mr.  Harrington  was 
charged  with  having  made  a  speech  in 
defence  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
the  magistrates  stated  that  the  evidence 
did  not  bear  out  the  charge. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  That  is  not 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN:  I 
may  have  used  the  words  that  they 
declared  him  innocent. 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  distinctly  stated  in  his 
letter  that  Mr.  Harrington  had  been 
sentenced  to  six  months'  hard  labour  for 
publishing  an  innocent  speech  for  the 
information  of  his  constituents,  and  that 
the    Court    acquitted    him    of    having 
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reoommended  the  Plan  of  Oampaign. 
I  say  that  this  was  a  wholly  erroneous 
presentation   of  the   facts.     The   facts 
are  that  Mr.  Hairineton  published  this 
speeohi  which  undountedly  was  bis,  that 
this  speech    preached   boycotting   and 
the  law  of  the  League.    It  suggested 
erery  species  of  intimidation,  and  it  was 
made   at  a  meeting   of  a  suppressed 
branch  of  the  League.      He  was  con- 
▼ioted     on    that    charge.      Were    the 
magistrates  right  or  wrong  in  convicting 
him?      Let  me  remind  you  that  the 
object  in  suppressing  the  Land  League, 
especially  in  Kerry,  was  that  it  was  an 
instrument  of  illegal  action  ;  it  was  the 
instrument  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign; 
it  was  the  instrument  of  boycotting  and 
intimidation.     In  furtherance  of  that 
suppressed  organization  Mr.  Harring- 
ton   made  that  speech,   in    which  he 
powerfully  advocated  all  the  objects  for 
which  the   National   League  has  been 
suppressed,  and   that  in  a  suppressed 
district — in   a  district  where  agitation 
was  being  carried  on  by  his  Colleagues 
for  the  same  objects,  which   had  been 
quiet,   but  which   was  becoming    dis- 
turbed, and  which  undoubtedly,  if  the 
'  Land  League  had  been  allowed  to  re- 
vive   and    carry   out    the    programme 
whioh  in  this  very  speech  Mr.  Harring- 
ton recommended,  would  have  become 
as  bad  in  1889  as  it  had  been  before. 
Is  not  that  a  sufficient  reason  for  put- 
ting in  force  the  existing  law  with  re- 
gard to  suppressed   branches?    Eecol- 
lect  that  where  Mr.  Harrington   made 
this  speech,  where   he   tried   to  revive 
this  suppressed  association,  was  a  county 
where   not   long   ago,  at  the   instance 
of  this  very  association,  Horan  and  Fitz- 
maurice  had  been  murdered.  Ifanyhon. 
Gentleman    will     look    at    the    policy 
of  the  Government  as  a  whole,  he  will 
see  it  struggling  all  through  the  winter 
months    with    a    conspiracy,    the    ob- 
ject of  which  was  to    revive  all  these 
frightful  forms  of  outrage  and  intimi- 
dation,    and    he    will     feel    that     the 
Government   could   have  done  no   less 
than   proceed  against    Mr.  Harrington 
when  he  did  that  which  it  was  openly 
avowed  and  boasted  of  was  against  the 
law.  When  the  right  hon. Gentleman  re- 
proaches us  with  having  suggested  that 
Mr.  Harrington  should  not  be  punished 
if    he   would    promise    not    to    ofifend 
again,  does  he  not  see  that  the  object 
or  law  is  to  prevent  crime  rather  than 


to  punish  it,  and  that  there  could 
be  no  more  effectual  method  of  pre- 
venting it  than  by  getting  Mr.  Har- 
rington to  promise  that  he  would  not 
again  offend?  If  we  could  have  got 
that  promise,  we  should  have  obtained 
all  the  advantages  which  I  hope 
may  accrue  from  his  imprisonment 
without  the  necessity  of  having  re- 
course to  that  unfortunate  alternative. 
I  now  come  to  the  inaccuracies  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division,  and  I  call 
attention  to  those  inaccuracies  because 
inaccuracy  of  statement  is  the  great 
difficulty  we  have  to  encounter  in 
England.  Of  course  we  are  accustomed 
to  the  amazing  exercise  of  imagina- 
tion on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway ;  but  we  have  some 
right,  I  think,  to  expect  a  little  more 
accuracy  than  from  one  who  is  an  ex- 
Chief  Secretaries  to  the  liord  Lieutenant 
oflreland.  In  this  very  letter  to  which 
I  have  alluded,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  reference  to  the  case  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien),  made  some  of  the 
most  astonishing  mis  statements.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

''  This  very  month  the  Member  for  Mona- 
ghan was  charged  with  advising  tenants  not  to 
buy  their  holding  under  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Act,  and  was  convicted/* 

That  is  the  first  proposition.     That  pro- 
position is  absolutely  erroneous. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  I  ad- 
mit the  date  is  wrong. 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mentioned  the  case  with 
a  view  to  showing  what  is  going  on  now, 
and  he  actually  alludes  to  a  case  that 
happened  a  year  ago«  and  speaks  of  an 
hon.  Member  who  is  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  actual  exercise  of  his 
liberty. 

An  hon.  Member  :  For  a  while  only. 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  sentenced  to 
three  months'  hard  labour.  He  was 
not. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  :  I  said 
distinctly  I  was  informed  that  the  sen- 
tence was  one  of  hard  labour,  but  that 
I  had  been  unable  to  verify  it. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  rose 

♦Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  to  interrupt  me  with 
regard  to  part  of  my  argument,  let  him 
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by  all  means  do  so;  but  I  bope  tbe 
House  will  notioe  tbat  I  am  subjected 
to  an  amount  of  interruption  to  wbioh 
bon.  Gentlemen  on  tbat  side  of  tbe 
House  neyer  are.  I  bave  no  objection 
to  tbe  bon.  Member  making  an  explana- 
tion, if  it  is  relevant ;  but  these  inter- 
ruptions break  tbe  tbread  of  my  argu- 
ment. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  :  I  only 
desired  to  say  tbat  I  was  sentenced  to 
four  montbs'  bard  labour ;  but  my  case, 
on  appeal,  came  before  tbe  only  inde- 
pendent County  Court  Judge  in  Ireland, 
and  be  reduced  tbe  sentence  to  tbree 
montbs  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 
*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Tbe  explana- 
tion of  tbe  bon.  Member  is  not  rele- 
vant to  my  argument.  Tbe  rigbt  bon. 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  tbe  Bridge- 
ton  Division  went  on  to  say  tbat  the 
ofiPence  of  which  tbe  bon.  Member  who 
bas  just  interrupted  me  was  convicted — 
and  be  made  this  statement  twice,  in  a 
letter  and  in  a  speecb — was  tbat  be  ad- 
vised the  tenants  not  to  purcbase  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act.  That  statement 
of  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman  bas  since 
been  made  tbe  subject  of  severe  accusa- 
tions against  the  Government.  It  is  not 
correct.  Tbe  charge  in  connection  with 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  was  withdrawn, 
and  the  bon.  Member  was  therefore  not 
convicted  of  tbat. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  I  say 
be  was  found  guilty  on  it. 
*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  He  was  not 
found  guilty  on  it. 

Sib  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  I  re- 
peat tbat  he  was. 

*Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Tbat  charge 
was  withdrawn,  and  be  was  sentenced, 
not  for  preaching  against  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act  at  all,  but  for  preaching 
tbe  Plan  of  Campaign. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN :  Will 
the  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  deny  tbat  Mr. 
Patrick  O'Brien  was  sentenced  by  tbe 
Resident  Magistrate  on  the  charge  of 
baving  made  a  speecb  to  Lord  Monck's 
tenants,  in  which  he  advised  them  not 
to  purcbase  under  Lord  Asbbourne's 
Act? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  always 
glad  wben  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman 
makes  an  interruption,  because 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN:  Does 
tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  deny  tbat  the 
bon.  Member  was  convicted  on  the 
obarge  of  baving  made  a  speecb  in  wbicb 
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be  advised  tenants  not  to  purchase  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  ? 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  glad 
that  the  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  bas  made 
this  interruption,  for  it  reminds  me  of 
a  favourite  method  of  bis  and  of  his 
Friends.  A  speecb  in  respect  of  wbicb 
a  prosecution  is  brought  often  contains 
a  variety  of  matter — some  of  it  is  guilty, 
some  innocent,  some  more  guilty,  some 
less  guilty.  Tbe  conviction  takes  place 
on  the  most  guilty  part  of  tbe  speecb, 
and  then  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  and 
his  Friends  think  tbey  are  making  a  fair 
accusation  against  tbe  Government  wben 
tbey  pick  out  some  part  of  tbe  speech 
which  is  innocent,  and  allege  that  tbe 
person  charged  was  convictea  on  account 
of  that  part,  and  tbat,  therefore,  it  was  an 
unfair  conviction.  Such  is  the  logic  and 
fairness  of  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
I  maintain  tbat  the  bon.  Member  for 
Monaghan  was  not  convicted  of  having 
advised  tenants  not  to  purcbase  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act.  He  was  con- 
victed of  preaching  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. When  I  reflect  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  in  his  own 
recollection  the  kind  of  misrepresentation 
to  which  Irish  Secretaries  are  subjected, 
when  be  knows  from  his  own  experience 
the  difficulties  with  which  we  have  to 
contend,  it  is  melancholy  to  see  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sinking  to  such  depths 
in  order  to  atone,  if  possible,  for  tbe  un- 
pardonable offence  of  having  attempted 
for  two  years  to  administer  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  with  honesty  and 
courage.  I  have  now  surveyed  all  the 
important  points  in  tbe  indictment  the 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  has  brought  against 
tbe  Government  to-night,  and  I  think  we 
bave  now  the  material  before  us  for 
making  some  kind  of  comparison  between 
our  policy  and  that  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  I  have  stated  that  in 
England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland  there 
are  20,000  persons  in  prison.  In  Ire- 
land there  are  only  100  persons  in  prison 
under  tbe  Crimes  Act ;  and  I  say  tbat 
if  the  object  of  imprisonment  be  to  pre- 
vent crime,  never  before  have  such 
splendid  results  been  achieved  at  so 
little  cost.  You  may  dislike  tbe  Act  and 
the  whole  system  of  its  administration, 
but  the  results  can  scarcely  be  denied. 
Only  100  men  are  in  prison,  and  not  one 
of  these  is  innocent — indeed,  it  is  made 
a  matter  of  boast  that  they  are  guilty, 
and  have  been    found    guilty  by  the 
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ribunals  of  the  country.  And  not  one 
of  these  men  is  in  prison  for  a  political 
offence.  Not  one  is  in  prison  for  the 
expression  of  his  opinions,  or  for  agi- 
tating for  any  general  change  in  the  go- 
vernment of  bis  country,  or  for  attacks, 
however  violent  and  unprincipled, 
against  any  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Crime  and  incitement  to  crime 
are  the  only  offences  that  are  punished 
under  this  Act,  and  the  punishment  of 
crime  and  incitement  to  crime  has  always 
produced,  as  far  as  I  know,  good  effects 
in  every  country.  And  the  good  effects 
of  the  Act  are  manifest  and  clear.  In 
spite  of  the  conspiracy  —  [  An  hon. 
Mxmbbr:  Figott.l — I  say,  in  spite  of 
the  conspiracy  of  which  I  have  said 
something  to-night,  Ireland  shows 
every  sign  of  improvement.  I  will  not 
go  oyer  the  figures  again,  which  have 
been  already  referred  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  hope  that  every 
man  in  the  House  and  in  the  country 
will  realize  that  the  statistics  of  agrarian 
crime  and  agrarian  intimidation  show 
the  most  marvellous  improvement  since 
the  Grimes  Act  has  been  put  in  opera- 
tion. Trade  has  improved,  railway 
traffic  has  improved,  agriculture  has 
improved.  Men  are  settling  down  to 
the  business  of  life,  and  are  beginning 
to  find  that  there  is  something   more 

Srofitable  than  agitation  and  turmoil. 
rood  feeling  is  springing  up  between 
different  classes  of  the  community 
wherever  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will 
let  it,  and  I  think  every  competent 
observer  will  echo  the  resolution  passed 
by  the  Dublin  Chamber  of  Commerce — 
not  a  body  of  landlords,  or  a  body 
specially  connected  with  the  agrarian 
interests  of  the  country — in  which  they 
say  they  attribute  a  large  part  of  the 
improvement  in  the  country  to  the 
energetic  action  taken  by  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  under  the  powers  given  them  by 
the  Crimes  Act.  This  is  what  we  have 
done  and  are  doing,  and  we  are  in  a 
position  to  contrast  this  with  that 
golden  age  which  will  come  in  when 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  instead 
of  being  critics  of  Irish  Aministration, 
vrill  have  the  control  of  Irish  affairs. 
Then,  I  suppose,  the  work  of  '98,  '48, 
and  '68  will  be  accomplished.  I  refer 
to  these  things  because  they  are  always 
being  referred  to  by  hon.  Gentlemen, 
not  in  their  English,  but  in  their  Irish 
speeches.    But  I  feel  certain  that  the 


men  who  were  engaged  in  the  move- 
ments of  '98  and  '48  would  have  shrunk 
from  the  methods  which  are  being 
adopted  to-day.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred  to  Mr.  0' Council . 
Mr.  O'Connell  was  not  a  rebel,  and  I 
also  believe  that  if  he  were  living  now, 
patriot  as  he  was,  he  would  haVe  shrunk 
with  horror  from  the  methods  adopted 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way, and  approved  and  condoned  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Those 
methods  are  methods  under  which  no 
civilized  Government  can  last.  They 
would  destroy  any  State  to  which  they 
were  applied.  Under  them  no  man  can 
serve  the  master  he  will,  no  man  take 
the  land  he  will,  no  man  can  make  the 
speech  he  will.  I  observe  that  one 
of  the  colleagues  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  used  every  effort  in  his 
power  to  ruin  every  single  individual 
who  came  to  the  Liberal  Unionist  ban- 
quet which  was  given  to  me  in  Dublin 
a  fortnight  ago.  [An  hon.  Member: 
Who  gave  it  ?]  That  is  the  value  which 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
and,  I  presume,  above  the  Gangway, 
really  attach  to  free  speech  in  Ireland. 
Now,  Sir,  I  call  this  slavery.  To  you 
(pointing  to  the  Opposition)  I  under- 
stand it  seems  like  freedom,  and  I  ad- 
rait  that  freedom  of  a  kind  is  given  by 
it.  There  is  the  freedom  of  every 
debtor  to  compound  on  his  own  terms 
with  his  creditors ;  there  is  the  freedom 
of  every  citizen  to  decide  what  portion 
of  the  law  he  may  think  it  worth  his 
while  to  obey,  and  what  portion  of  that 
law  he  is,  in  the  elegant  language  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
to  trample  and  to  spit  upon — it  is  the 
liberty  of  every  criminal  to  decide  what 
sentence  he  shall  suffer  when  the  tri- 
bunals of  the  country  have  declared 
him  to  be  guilty.  Well,  Sir,  if  these 
are  principles  now  preached  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  above  the  Gangway  and 
practised  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway,  I  ask  what  is  to  be  the  future 
of  Ireland  when  the  happy  day  comes  in 
which  the  constituencies  will  reverse  their 
decision,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
instead  of  criticizing  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  has  to  conduct  it  ?  I  do  not 
know  what  the  full  consequence  of  that 
action  will  be,  but  I  know  that  never 
yet  in  the  history  of  the  world  have 
agriculture  and  commerce  flourished 
under  a  system  so  absolutely  subversive 
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says  he  was  not  jesting.  I  find  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman    addressing    a    very 
fayourable  audience,  provoking  laughter 
by  his  references  to  the  historic  breeches 
of  Mr.  O'Brien.     He,  amidst  roars  of 
laughter,    described    Mr.    O'Brien    as 
having  been  for  36  hours  naked  in  his 
cell.    Unless  this  denial  had  been  made, 
and  unless  it  had  been  accepted,  I  should 
have  asserted  that  this  incident  of  pro- 
yoking  laughter    at  the  expense  of  a 
prisoner  was  one  of  the  most  deplorable 
incidents  in  a  most  deplorable  business. 
Let  us  imagine  any  Judge  of  the  High 
Oourt  of  Justice,  who  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duty  had  found  it  necessary  to  im- 
prison any  person  brought  before  him, 
not  only   forgetting    the  dignity   due 
to  himself,   but  so  utterly    forgetting 
what  is  due  to  the  dignity  of  his  posi- 
tion and  his  office,  as  to  stand  up  and 
provoke  laughter  by  his  description  of 
the  privations  and  hardships  of  the  men 
for  whose  imprisonment  he  was  respon- 
sible.    I  think  such  an  incident,  to  use 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  can  only  be  viewed  with 
**  reprobation  and  with  aversion,"  and 
I   venture   to     think    it    is    in    that 
spirit      that      this     policy     of     Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  being  viewed 
by     the     majority      of    the    people ; 
and,  you   may  depend  upon  it,  it  will 
continue  to  be  so  viewed.  It  is  no  answer 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  scofiP  at 
another  policy,  which  we  think  a  wiser 
policy ;  which  we  think  a  more  peaceful 
policy,  and  which  we  think,  in  the  words 
of  the  Amendment,  ''much  more  likely 
to  bring  about  a  true  union  between  the 
people  of  this  coimtry." 

Mb.  a.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.) :  I 
cannot  allow  this  occasion  to  pass  with- 
out saying  something  in  contradiction  of 
the  statements  made  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. He  seems  to  suggest  to  this 
House  that  the  Irish  Members  who  are 
put  in  prison  are  treated  just  as  are 
any  other  men  who  have  broken  the  law. 
Now  this  is  not  the  case.  He  does  not 
speak  from  experience,  and  I  do  speak 
from  experience.  I  remember  being  23 
weeks  in  a  cell,  9  feet  by  8  feet,  at  a 
period  of  the  year  when  the  weather  was 
as  cold  as  it  is  now,  and  many  of  my 
hon.  colleagues  occupied  cells  of 
similar  size.  When  it  is  cold  in 
London  and  snowing  very  hard,  you  who 
are  outside  the  prison  walls  feel  it 
considerably,  but  you  have  very  little 
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sympathy  with  those  men  in  prison  who 
have  been  guilty  of  nothing  except  that 
they  sought    too  well  to  defend  their 
constituents.     We    who  are  sitting  on 
these  benches  endeavour  to  defend  our 
people,    perhaps  too  roughly  and   too 
rudely,  but  still  we  do  so  honestly,  if  we 
have  not  the  polish  of  University  men 
such  as  some  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  sit  opposite  may  have,  and  who 
come  to  this  House  for  ornamental  and 
not    for   useful  purposes.     Now,  I  re- 
member being  taken  before  two  magis- 
trates with    reference  to  an  estate   in 
Donegal    owned    by    a    man     named 
Olphert,     the  same   estate  as  that  on 
which    District    Inspector    Martin  has 
lost  his  life.    I  deplore  that  loss  of  life 
as    much    as    anybody.     I    suppose  it 
injures  our  Party  quite  as  much  as  any 
other,  but  we  are  not  accountable  for  it, 
and   I  think  it  necessary  that  in  this 
House    some     explanation    should    be 
given  of  our  conduct.     I  was  invited  to 
go  down  to  the  Olphert  Estate  from  my 
own  constituency  as  a  arbitrator,  and  I 
endeavoured  to   adjust  the  differences 
between  the  landlord  and  his  tenants. 
At  that  time  the  Land  Commissioners 
were  giving  reductions    of  5s.  6d.  and 
6s.  6d.  in  the  pound.     I  offered  an  ad- 
justment   on    the    basis    of   a    48. 6d. 
reduction,  and  I  think  it  was    a  most 
reasonable  offer.     This  estate  has  from 
time  to    time    been     before    Commis- 
sions and  Committees  of  this  House.    It 
is    the  very  estate  for  which  I  got  six 
months'  imprisonment ;   it  is  the  estate 
for  which    Father    MTadden    got    six 
months'  imprisonment ;   it  is  the  estate 
for  which  Father    Stephens  got    three 
months ;    and    it    is    for  matters  con- 
nected with  the  same  estate  that  Father 
Stephens  was  re- arrested  yesterday  on 
coming  out  of  church.      The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  last  Session   said 
this  was  a  model  estate,  and  that  Mr. 
Olphert  was  a  good  landlord,  who  resided 
on  his  estate.  But  what  is  the  description 
of  a  good  landlord  as  gathered  from  the 
Beport  of  one  of  the  Select  Committees, 
which  some  years  ago  inquired  into  the 
grievances  of   these  tenants  ?    One  of 
the  witnesses  stated  that  he  himself  re- 
sided on  this  estate,  and  he  knew  that 
the  people  were  not  sufficiently  clothed ; 
that  they    had  not  sufficient  dress  for 
the  purposes  of  decency ;  the  dresses  of 
the  women  were  so  short  that  they  did 
not    reach    down    to  their    knees,  and 
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their  necks,  arms,  and  breasts  were 
bare.  A  question  was  put  to  this 
witness,  ''Was  it  sucli  clothing  as 
modest  women  would  wish  to  wear  ?  " 
and  he  replied,  ''  No  ;  it  was  not." 
"  These  people,"  he  added,  *'  were 
ashamed  to  go  out  of  their  houses."  This, 
Sir,  is  a  description  of  the  destitute  condi- 
tion into  which  these  people  were  driven. 
Another  witness  was  asked,  ''  Do  your 
people  use  seaweed  as  an  article  of 
fooa?"  The  answer  was,  ''Yes,  with 
Indian  meal."  The  majority  of  the 
people  have  only  one  meal  a  day.  In 
addition  to  all  these  hardships,  the 
people  are  subjected  to  a  sort  of  slavery 
which  is  called  "  duty  work."  A  wit- 
ness was  asked  what  duty  days  meant, 
and  his  reply  was  that  the  people  were 
pledged  to  do  duty  days — that  was,  to 
give  three  days'  work  at  certain  periods 
of  the  year,  or  to  pay  half-a-crown  in 
money  in  lieu  thereof.  Another  witness 
was  asked  if  he  saw  people,  and  he  re- 
plied that  he  made  a  nouse-to-house 
visitation.  He  was  asked  if  the  cloth- 
ing of  the  inhabitants  was  sufficient  for 
the  purposes  of  decency,  and  he  gave  it 
as  Ins  opinion  that  it  was  not. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  Glabke)  :  What  is  the  date  ? 

Mb.  BLANE  :  Thirty  years  ago ;  but 
it  is  the  same  now.  I  recently  made  a 
house-to-house  visitation,  and  found  ex- 
actly the  same  state  of  affairs  prevail- 
ing. Charity  was  dispensed  by  Relief 
Committees,  but  the  money  was  scarcely 
their    hands    before    the   landlord 
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SuUed  it  out  again.  To  be  sure,  the 
uty  work  has  to  some  extent  come  to  an 
end,  but  the  result  of  the  grinding  sys- 
tem still  exists.  I  and  others  have  been 
imprisoned  for  the  action  we  have  taken 
in  the  hope  of  ameliorating  the  condi- 
tion of  these  people,  but  it  by  no  means 
follows  that  on  that  account  we  shall 
oease  to  defend  the  people.  Father 
M'Fadden  did  his  best  to  adjust  the  dif- 
ferences between  landlord  and  tenants. 
He  was  always  a  valuable  man  to  the 
landlord,  as  long  as  he  could  get  chari- 
table people  to  hand  in  money  for  relief. 
It  was  only  when  it  was  seen  that  he 
would  not  apply  for  any  more,  because  he 
saw  the  robbery  which  was  going  on,  that 
he  was  arrested  and  sentenced  to  six 
months'  imprisonment.  Part  of  the  evi- 
dence ffiven  against  me  was  a  speech 
made  by  Father  M'Fadden.  The  rev. 
gentleman   enjoined  patience,  but  ad- 


vised the  people  to  stick  to  their 
combination.  To  do  that  I  hold  he 
had  a  perfect  right.  My  case, 
however,  really  turned  upon  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Celtic,  word  "  Ohiferma,"  the 
equivalent  of  which  in  English  is,  "I 
hope  "  or  "  I  expect."  It  was  argued 
that  the  word  was  used  by  me  as  a  per- 
son in  command  to  persons  supposed  to 
obey,  and  that  it  amounted  to  an  induce- 
ment under  the  Coercion  Act.  Neither 
of  the  magistrates  understood  a  word  of 
the  Celtic  language,  and  yet  they  con- 
victed me.  I  only  mention  this  circum- 
stance for  the  purpose  of  showing  how 
absurdly  the  Crimes  Act  tribunals  work. 
What  happened  in  the  case  of  the  arrest 
of  Father  M'Fadden?  There  were 
plenty  of  police  in  the  district  who  might 
have  been  used,  but  one  police  officer 
was  anxious  to  distinguish  himself.  He 
drew  his  sword,  and  proceeded  to  the 
arrest  of  Father  M'Fadden,  whose 
offence,  if  offence  it  was  at  all,  was  a 
misdemeanour  and  not  a  felony.  That 
was  not  a  proper  way  to  proceed  against 
a  man  such  as  Father  M'Fadden.  The 
mere  drawing  of  the  sword  and  wielding 
it  over  the  priest's  head  was  a  threat.  I 
deplore  the  death  of  the  constable,  but 
surely  it  cannot  be  laid  at  the  door  of 
Father  M'Fadden.  What  do  the 
Government  intend  to  do  in  respect  to 
the  case?  They  intend  to  change  the 
venue.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land has  already  made  an  application  to 
the  Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  for 
the  change  of  the  venue  to  Fermanagh, 
in  which  county  the  prisoners  will  not 
have  the  slightest  chance  of  obtaining 
justice.  Every  Catholic  who  steps  for- 
ward to  the  jury  box  will  be  challenged 
and  told  to  stand  aside.  You  will  em- 
panel 12  Orangemen.  You  will  beat 
the  drum  ecclesiastic  against  Father 
M'Fadden  and  his  fellow-prisoners.  All 
the  dishonourable  ways  of  government 
in  Ireland  will  be  resorted  to,  and  Father 
M'Fadden  will  assuredly  be  deprived  of 
every  opportunity  of  showing  what  he 
has  done  in  defence  of  his  people.  I 
cannot  conceive  anything  more  dis- 
reputable than  the  treatment  Father 
M'Fadden  has  received  at  the  hands  of 
the  present  Gt)vemment. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  GEDGB  (Stockport) : 
I  am  sorry  to  have  such  a  limited 
audience,  but  it  is  quite  clear  the  debate 
must  proceed,  and  I  will  address  my 
remarKs  and  opposition  to  the  Amend- 
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ment.     Complaint  was  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  that 
the  Ohief  Secretary  has  said  very  little 
indeed  on  the  subject  of  the  Amend- 
ment, but  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself  said  anything 
more  or  did  more  than  to  pick  out  and 
endeavour  to  answer  small  points  in  the 
Ohief    Secretary's    speech.      A    great 
many  small  complaints  have  been  made 
of  the  administration  of  the  law  by  the 
Ohief  Secretary,    but  it  seems  to  me 
most  of  these  complaints  should  rather 
be  made  against  the  law  than  against 
the  Administration.     They  are  out  of 
date;  they  would  have  been  all  very 
well  two  years  ago,  but  they  are  out  of 
date  after  the  Act  has  been  passed  by 
large  majorities  in  this  Assembly,  and 
witifi  only  one  division  in  the  House  of 
Lords.    It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  very 
little  use  indeed  to  give    votes  to  the 
large  majority  of  Her  .Majesty's  male 
subjects,  and  then  ignore  their  Represen- 
tatives here,  who  declare,  by  emphatic 
majorities,  it  is  necessary  to  pass  a  law 
and  do  pass  a  law  to  efiPeot  certain  objects. 
It  is  little  use,  I  say,  conferring  these 
votes  at  all,  if  the  minority  is  not  only  to 
be  disgusted  with  their  position,  as  in- 
deed minorities  generally  are,  but  are  to 
go  about  in  a  manner    Parliamentary 
minorities    never    did     before    in  the 
history    of    this    country    to    render 
the  working  and  enforcement  of   the 
law  passed  by  the  majority  well-nigh 
impossible.      In  former   times,    when 
it  was  thought  necessary  by  the  majority 
who  sustained  the  Ministry — majorities 
too,  not  so  large  as  support  the  present 
Government,  and  not  returned  on  any- 
thing like  such  a  popular  basis — when  it 
was  thought  necessary  to  pass  certain 
legislation,  it  was  the  honour,  duty,  and 
glory  of  Her  Majesty's  Opposition  to 
support  the  Government  in  the  main- 
tenance of  the  law   even   though  they 
disapproved  of  the  law  itself.     But  it 
has  been  reserved  for  the    Opposition 
led  by    the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  to  do  their  ut- 
most to  make  the  administration  of  the 
law  impossible.    All  we  hear — all  these 
dramatic  scenes  we  have  had  performed 
— have  had  this  object.  All  this  has  been 
done  by  leaders  of  the  Liberal  party, 
whose  experience  should   have  taught 
them  their  line  of  duty,  who  may  at  some 
future  time; — long  distant,  I  hope — be 
again  in  office  and  entrusted  with  the 
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administration  of  law.    We  have  been 
told  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite   that  no  reforms  have   taken 
place  except  by  first  breaking  the  law, 
but  he  and  I  have  read   history  very 
difiPerently.      I   could   point  to  reform 
after    reform  brought    about    not    by 
breaking  the  law,  but  because  the  sense 
of  the  nation  acknowledged  the  necessity. 
I  will  not  deny  that  there  may  be  cir- 
cumstances when  it  would  be    politic 
to  break  the  law  in  order  to  call  atten- 
tion to  its  badness,  but  then  let  it  be 
done  with  real  courage,  in  a  dignified 
manner,  in  a  way  to  call  public  attention 
to  what  you  are  doing,  and  show  you 
are  acting  from  principle  and  not  from 
petulance,   and  take   your  punishment 
like  a  man,  and  not  like  a  woman  in  a 
quarrel.     According  to  the  new  doctrine 
promulgated,  the  motives  of  a  man  are 
to  be  considered  in    apportioning  his 
punishment,  together  with  his  position 
in  life,  and  knowledge.     After  all,  what 
do  we  mean  by  enforcing  the  law  ?    We 
have  heard  a  good  deal  about  coercion. 
I  was  not  fortunate  enough  to  hear  the 
whole  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
but  I  heard  him  say  that  not  one  man 
in  fifty  on  our  side  of  the  House  had 
gained  his  seat  without  giving  pledges 
to  his    constituents    against   coercion. 
Well,  though  I  may  be  the  only  man  in 
the  whole  number,  I  can  speak  with  a 
clear  conscience,  for   the  first   time    I 
went  among  my  constituents  I  told  them 
I  was  in  favour  of  coercing  anybody  and 
any  set  of  people  who  break  the  law ; 
and  I  cannot  conceive  how  law  can  exist 
without  it.     Law  and  coercion  are  cor- 
relative terms ;  coercion  is  simply  an  en- 
forcement of  the  law  in  England  or  in 
Ireland,  and  the  only  question  is  whether 
the  law  is  unfairly  or  unjustly  enforced 
in   Ireland.      A     great    authority     on 
the    subject    has  told  us  in    a  letter 
written     ten      days     ago  —  a     letter 
read  at   the    great  meeting    at  Edin- 
burgh, where  Lord   Bosebery  was  the 
Principal  speaker — I  allude  to  the  right 
on.     Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian — in    answering    the    question 
**  Why    are     these     gentlemen,    Irish 
Members  and  others   who  have  been 
committed  to  prison   for  breaking  the 
laws,  political  prisoners,"  that  it  was — 

<*  Because  the  Tories  and  Dissentient  liberal* 
thought  fit,  under  Uie  pretence  of  legiaUtinff 
i^gainst  crime,  to  pass  a  law  making  that  whi<£ 
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previoaily  had  no  concern  with  any  crime, 
eoccept  ihifl  which  the  Act  itself  oresteB^in 
making  Irishmen  liable  to  jail—" 

I  don't  know  qaite  what  this  means 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a  master 
of  the    English    language     and      oan 
explain — 

"  for  acts  of  exclusive  dealing  or  for  en  - 
conraging  the  same  in  others,  which  exdusive 
dealing  ispractised  at  will  by  Tories  in  Eng- 
land. "Wiiat  is  a  crime  in  Ireland  is  no 
crime  in  England." 

Later  on  the  same  letter    says    ''  that 
what  Mr.  O'Brien  threatened  to  do  in 
Ireland  the  Primrose  dames  can  do   in 
England."     The  statement  is  that  ten 
years  ago  a  law  was  passed  making  that 
a  crime  in  Ireland  which  is  not  a  crime 
in  England.     There  is  a  noble  Lord,  an 
ez-Lord      Chancellor,    who    has    been 
Attorney  General  under  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman — Lord    Selborne — who   for- 
tunately spoke  in  the  debate  on  Thursday 
night,  and  it  would  have  been  well  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who,  with  all  his 
knowledge  and  talents,  is  no  lawyer,  had 
consulted     Lord    Selborne    as    to   the 
meaning  and  effect  of  the  Act  commonly 
called  the  Crimes  Act,  1887.    That  noble 
and  learned  Lord  showed  very  distinctly 
indeed  that  no  new  crime  wluitever  was 
created  by  that  Act,  and  that  what  is 
unlawful   in    Ireland    is     unlawful    in 
England.      What  this  Act  did  was  this— 
it  applied  to  acts  already  illegal  both  in 
Ireland  and  England  a  new  procedure, 
under  which  two  magistrates  should  try 
certain  oases,  instead   of  such   offences 
being  sent  before  a  jury.     No  doubt, 
certain  offences  are  described  as  crimes 
against  this  Act.  That  is  only  for  matters 
of  procedure.   No  new  crime  was  created. 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  in 
the  interest  of  truth,  consult  his  tried  and 
sometime  trusted  colleague   before   he 
commits  himself  to  such  another  state- 
ment, and  will  be  prepared  to  recant 
what  he  has  said  about  crimes  being 
created  by  this  Act.     Then  he  says  the 
offence  called  boycotting  is  something 
quite    innocent  :    it   is   only    exclusive 
dealing    as    practised    by    Tories    and 
Primrose    dames    in   England  I     That 
is  a  remarkable  statement,  coming  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  for  do  we 
not  remember  that  at  one  time,  when  it 
was  his  duty  to  administer  the  law,  he 
spoke    in    the   severest  terms  against 
boycottuQ^  as  ultimately  resting   upon 
and  sanctioning  murder  f    Its  character 


has  not  changed ;  it  still  means  murder, 
unless  the  strong  arm  of  the  law  inter- 
venes.    What  at  the  very  outside  is  the 
exclusive  dealing  of  Primrose  dames  ? 
It  is  practised  equally  by  Radicals.     A 
man  naturedly  makes  his  purchases,  if 
the  articles  are  good  and  cheap  cateris 
parihuiy  of  the  dealer  who  has  the  same 
views  with   himself   on   religious   and 
political  matters.   That  is  human  nature. 
But  can  you  point  to  any  case  where 
through  exclusive  dealing  of  Tories  or 
Primrose  dames  any  one  was  unable  to 
buy  the  necessaries  of  life,  having  the 
means  to  do  so  ?    The  fact  of  A  buying 
from  X  instead  of  Y  is  a  very  different 
thing  from  a  combination  of  A,  B,  C,  D, 
and  so  on,  to  prevent  a  man  buying,  and 
shopkeepers  from  selling  to  that  man, 
under  a  system  of  boycotting  enforced 
by  dread  of  murder.     We  know  per- 
fectly well  how  it  has  been  carried  out 
to  the  extent  of  preventing  food  being 
bought  for  a  child  or  a  coffin  to  bury 
one.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  having 
all  the  facts  before  him,  tries  to  persuade 
an    incredulous   and  mocking  country 
that  this  is  no  more  than  the  exclusive 
dealing  practised  by  Primrose  dames  I 
If  Primrose  dames  or  Tories  did  the 
same  thing  there  are  plenty  of  people 
ready  to  prosecute  them  for  it.     I  never 
knew  Radicals  unwilling  to  make  an 
outcry  against  a  Tory  who  did  anything 
of  which  they  did  not  approve.  If  Lord 
Salisbury  is  suspected  of  not  giving  a 
site  for  the  erection  of  a  building  by  a 
Dissenting  body,  there  is  at  once  a  cla- 
mour in  the  Radical  papers.     If  such 
things  have  been  going  on  all  this  time, 
why  have  they  not  been  exposed  to  an 
indignant  public  ?    I  am  sure  Tories  or 
members  of  the  Primrose  League  would 
be  the  first  to  throw  stones  at  anyone 
who  brought  disgrace  on  their  cause  by 
such  conduct.     Boycotting  is   such   an 
innocent  thing,  says  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, although  in  olden  times  it  was  so 
horrible,    it  led  up  to   murder.     I  am 
reminded  of  Sheridan's   ''Rivals."     It 
will     be     remembered      that      Lydia 
Languish    gets    literature    from     the 
circulating    library,    not    of  the   most 
select  character,   and  hastily  puts    the 
books  out   of   view    on    the    approach 
of  Mrs.  Malaprop,  Sir  Anthony  Absolute 
directing     her    maid     to     ''  Put     the 
*  Innocent  Adultery  '  into  the  *  Whole 
Duty  of  Man.'  '*    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man includes  * 'Innocent  Boycotting"  into 
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the  **  Whole  duty  of  Irishmen ;  *'  but  I 
disagree  with  him.  We  are  informed  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  that  the  operation  of 
the  law  has  had  a  salutary  effect,  and 
it  appears  boycotting  is  likely  to  be  put 
down ;  and,  considering  this  as  a  chal- 
lenge, the  Opposition  advance  this 
Amendment.  Well,  I  do  not  think  this 
is  a  yery  strong  remark  to  put  into  a 
Queen's  Speech.  I  can  remember  the 
time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  boasted  of  the  salutary  effect 
of  his  legislation  on  Ireland,  but  I  am 
afraid  the  results  have  not  realised 
expectations.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  is 
moyed  to  wrath,  and  does  not  think  it 
right  the  Speech  should  claim  any 
salutary  effect  for  the  Act,  and  chal- 
lenges us  to  declare  that  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act  has  been  harsh  and 
unjust,  that  it  violates  the  rights, 
and  alienates  the  affections,  of  Her 
Majesty's  Irish  subjects,  and  is  viewed 
with  reprobation  and  aversion  by  the 
people  of  Great  Britain.  I  did  not 
hear  the  whole  of  the  speech  of  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  do  not 
understand  that  he  showed  what  rights 
had  been  violated,  though  he  said 
much  of  affections  alienated.  But  what 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects 
have  been  alienated  in  affection  ?  Not, 
certainly,  those  Protestants  and  Catholics 
so  ably  represented  at  that  large 
meeting  to  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  alluded ;  not,  certainly,  the  affec- 
tions of  loyal  men  in  different  parts  of 
the  Island.  Those  are  alienated  who 
were  alienated  long  ago,  who  had 
no  affection  whatever  left  when  the 
Gt)vernment  came  into  office,  and  went 
about  protesting  their  intention  to 
effect  a  final  separation.  I  will  not  use 
the  quotations  I  have  here,  but  it  is 
well  known  there  were  no  affections  to 
alienate  on  the  part  of  those  who  had 
determined  to  do  away  with  every  link 
of  connection  between  the  countries  but 
that  of  nominal  sovereignty.  Neverthe- 
less, we  are  told  that  Irishmen,  who 
three  years  ago  had  no  affection  for 
this  country,  who  then  used  the  most 
unmeasured  terms  of  abuse  towards 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  terms  I 
think  not  equalled  by  those  to 
which  the  present  Government  have 
been  subjected — we  are  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^  who,  with  Christian 
forgiveness,  forgot  all  this  abuse,  that 
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in  consequence  of  what  they  have  been 
doing  these  men  are  coming  round  to 
love  and  admiration  for  England.  That 
is  a  little  inconsistent  with  the  Amend- 
ment, which  further  declares  that  the 
administration  of  the  Act  is  received 
with  reprobation  by  the  people  of  Great 
Britain.  Nine  tailors  of  Tooley  Street 
once  had  an  idea  that  they  represented 
the  people  of  England,  and  1  do  not 
know  that  nine  or  ten  ex-Members 
have  a  better  founded  claim  to  repre- 
sent the  people  of  Great  Britain.  I 
find  when  I  go  down  to  my  constituency 
that  nine-tenths  of  the  working  men 
who  collect  in  lara^e  audiences  to  hear 
what  I  and  my  colleagues  have  to  say, 
sympathise  entirely  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  am  quite  aware  there 
is  a  small  number  outside  whose  sympa- 
thies are  the  other  way,  but  I  am  not 
able  to  discover  that  three  years  ago 
they  held  any  other  view,  or  have  been 
moved  to  reprobation  and  aversion  by 
the  administration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment.  The  Amendment  asks 
that  such  measures  of  conciliation  may 
be  adopted  as  will  bring  about  the  con- 
tentment of  the  Irish  people  and  a  real 
imion  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. Well,  to  my  mind  a  deed  of 
separation  is  not  the  best  way  to  pro- 
duce a  union  between  a  couple  who 
have  not  loved  one  another  before. 
If  the  Government  have  been  unable 
to  carry  measures  of  conciliation  that 
will  improve  the  material  condition  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  the  obstruction 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  accounts 
for  the  fact.  If  hon.  Members  will 
look  at  the  complaints  made  against  the 
Irish  Executive  they  will  find  that  they 
all  arise  from  the  laudable  desire  of  the 
Government  to  combine  as  far  as  pos- 
sible with  the  exercise  of  their  necessary 
and  stern  duty  a  regard  for  the  views 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition 
benches.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
jealous  of  the  success  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  do  all  they  can  to  defeat  their 
attempts  at  conciliation.  We  have  been 
asked  to  express  our  dissatisfaction  with 
the  Government  because  of  the  manner 
in  which  they  have  administered  the 
law ;  we  have  been  told  of  the  delay  in 
prosecutions ;  we  have  been  told  of  the 
folly  of  arresting  Father  M'Fadden  on 
Sunday  just  after  his  service ;  we  have 
been  told  that,  although  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary   gave  no    order   for    the    axreit 


337  Mqfesty's  ifott  {Fxbbuaby  25,  1889)  ^racunis  SpMch.        ^^6 


of  this  prieet,  on  the  doctrine  of  con- 
structive liability  he  must  be  held 
answerable;  we  have  been  told  that 
Mr.  Carew  ought  to  have  been  arrested 
a  great  deal  sooner  if  he  was  to  be  ar- 
rested at  all ;  we  have  been  told  that 
Father  M'Fadden,  or  the  other  priest  ar- 
rested before  him,  ought  not  to  have  been 
allowed  to  wear  his  own  clothes,  or,  at  all 
events,  if  he  was  allowed  to  do  so,  Mr. 
O'Brien  ought  to  have  been  allowed  to 
wear  his.  As  I  say,  all  these  troubles 
of  the  Government  arise  from  the  fact 
that  they  have  endeavoured  to  satisfy 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Why  was 
there  delay  in  the  arrest  of  Mr.  O'Brien  ? 
It  was  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  announced 
last  Session  that  he  would  do  his 
utmost  not  to  interfere  with  thepower 
of  hon.  Members  to  attend  the  House ; 
and  then,  as  the  House  will  remember,  the 
question  of  contempt  of  court  arose  in 
connection  with  the  Commission  of  In- 
quiry, and  it  was  necessary  that  Mr. 
O'Brien  should  attend  the  Court,  and 
consequently  it  was  not  possible  to 
arrest  him.  That  was  the  reason  of  the 
long  delay.  The  action  that  was  taken 
last  Session,  involving  the  loss  of  two 
nights  with  regard  to  the  Breach  of 
Privilege  question,  entirely  arose  from 
the  desire  of  the  Government  to  give 
notice  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  pro- 
ceeded against  by  way  of  summons 
instead  of  issuing  a  warrant  form.  All 
these  things  have  resulted  from  the 
endeavour  of  the  Government  to  grant 
concessions  and  to  meet  the  views  of 
the  Irish  Members.  If  they  had  gone 
on  doing  their  duty  sternly  and  plainly 
without  attempting  to  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  they  would 
not  have  been  so  much  found  fault  with. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last 
but  one  was  rather  severe  on  the  Chief 
Secretary,  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
taken  up,  as  he  said,  two  inconsistent 
positions  with  regard  to  his  powers  as  to 
the  management  of  the  Irish  Prisons, 
and  the  hon.  Member  quoted  two  Acts 
of  Parliament  to  show  that  the  Home 
Secretary  in  England  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Leiutenant  in 
Ireland  have  the  power  of  controlling 
and  managing  the  prisons,  but  he  did 
not  show,  as  he  ought  to  have  done, 
that  all  these  powers  are  subject  to  a 
general  controlling  Act  of  1865,  and 
that  that  Act  constitues  Prisons  Boards 


and  lays  down  distinct  regulations,  with- 
in which  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
are  bound  to  act.  I  confess  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  strained  the  law  almost 
to  the  point  of  breaking  when  he  allowed 
Roman  Catholic  priests  to  wear  their 
clothes  in  gaol.  But  he  did  that  with 
a  good  motive,  and  it  ill  lies  in  the 
mouths  of  Homan  Catholic  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  say  that  becausQ  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  strained  the  law  in 
regard  to  those  particular  personp, 
therefore  he  ought  to  strain  the  law  in 
order  that  the  same  thing  may  be  done 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Brien.  I  desire  to 
give  that  hon.  Member  credit  for  not 
playing  the  part  of  a  child.  I  suppose 
he  really  has  an  idea  that  he  is  stanaing 
up  for  a  principle  when  he  will  not  get 
into  a  second  class  carriaee,  and  insists 
upon  not  wearing  prison  clothes.  I  am 
not  disposed  to  think  that  these  pri- 
soners ought  to  be  treated  differently 
from  other  people  who  commit  the  same 
crimes ;  because  we  are  not  dealing  here 
with  merely  political  offences,  with 
sedition,  and  offences  of  that  kind.  We 
are  dealing  with  acts  that  are  offences 
against  the  law,  quite  irrespective  of  the 
motive  with  whicn  they  are  committed, 
and  the  only  thing  that  makes  these 
Gentlemen  political  prisoners,  or  gives 
them  the  semblance  of  being  political 
prisoners,  is  that  their  ultimate  motive  is 
said  to  be  a  desire  to  change  the  law. 
But,  as  the  greatest  crime  against  a 
State  is  the  attempt  to  subvert  it,  the 
punishment  of  these  Gentlemen  ought 
to  be  heavier  rather  than  lighter;  for 
their  conduct  is  provoked  by  no  ac- 
cidental ebullition  of  temper,  but  with 
the  avowed  desire  of  bringing  the  law 
into  contempt.  And  why  should  so 
much  sympathy  be  extended  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  East 
Cork?  Surely  a  high-souled  patriot 
who  talks  as  the  hon.  Member  does 
might  submit  even  to  the  indignities  of 
wluch  he  complains  without  making  so 
much  fuss.  The  hon.  Member  would  go 
further  if  he  dared.  He  is  like  the  boy 
with  the  wooden  sword,  who  is  boasting 
of  the  great  deeds  he  will  do,  when, 
while  nourishing  his  weapon,  he 
scratches  his  hand  on  a  nail,  and  then 
begins  to  whimper.  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  willing,  if  he  dared,  to  lead 
thousands  in  me  field,  but  to  have  his 
kair  out  diort  is  a  brutal  indi^oLt^  ^^\^ 
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the  **  Whole  duty  of  Irishmen ;  "  but  I 
disagree  with  him.  We  are  informed  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  that  the  operation  of 
the  law  has  had  a  salutary  effect,  and 
it  appears  boycotting  is  likely  to  be  put 
down ;  and,  considering  this  as  a  ched- 
lenge,  the  Opposition  advance  this 
Amendment.  Well,  I  do  not  think  this 
is  a  yery  strong  remark  to  put  into  a 
Queen's  Speech.  I  can  remember  the 
time  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  boasted  of  the  sedutary  effect 
of  his  legislation  on  Ireland,  but  I  am 
afraid  the  results  have  not  realised 
expectations.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  is 
moved  to  wrath,  and  does  not  think  it 
right  the  Speech  should  claim  any 
salutary  effect  for  the  Act,  and  chal- 
lenges ns  to  declare  that  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Act  has  been  harsh  and 
imjust,  that  it  violates  the  rights, 
and  alienates  the  affections,  of  Her 
Majesty's  Irish  subjects,  and  is  viewed 
witli  reprobation  and  aversion  by  the 
people  of  Great  Britain.  I  did  not 
hear  the  whole  of  the  speech  of  the 
xight  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  do  not 
understand  that  he  showed  what  rights 
had  been  violated,  though  he  said 
much  of  affections  alienated.  But  what 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Irish  subjects 
have  been  alienated  in  affection  ?  Not, 
certainly,  those  Protestants  and  Catholics 
so  ably  represented  at  that  large 
meeting  to  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  alluded ;  not,  certainly,  the  affec- 
tions of  loyal  men  in  different  parts  of 
the  Island.  Those  are  alienated  who 
were  alienated  long  ago,  who  had 
no  affection  whatever  left  when  the 
Government  came  into  office,  and  went 
about  protesting  their  intention  to 
effect  a  final  separation.  I  will  not  use 
the  quotations  I  have  here,  but  it  is 
well  known  there  were  no  affections  to 
alienate  on  the  part  of  those  who  had 
determined  to  do  away  with  every  link 
of  connection  between  the  countries  but 
that  of  nominal  sovereignty.  Neverthe- 
less, we  are  told  that  Irishmen,  who 
three  years  ago  had  do  affection  for 
this  country,  who  then  used  the  most 
unmeasured  terms  of  abuse  towards 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  terms  I 
think  not  equalled  by  those  to 
which  the  present  Government  have 
been  subjected — we  are  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman^  who,  with  Christian 
forgiveness,  forgot  all  this  abuse,  that 
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in  consequence  of  what  they  have  been 
doing  these  men  are  coming  round  to 
love  and  admiration  for  England.  That 
is  a  little  inconsistent  with  the  Amend- 
ment, which  further  declares  that  the 
administration  of  the  Act  is  received 
with  reprobation  by  the  people  of  Ghreat 
Britain.  Nine  tailors  of  Tooley  Street 
once  had  an  idea  that  they  represented 
the  people  of  England,  and  1  do  not 
know  that  nine  or  ten  ex-Members 
have  a  better  founded  claim  to  repre- 
sent the  people  of  Great  Britain.  I 
find  when  I  go  down  to  my  constituency 
that  nine-tenths  of  the  working  men 
who  collect  in  large  audiences  to  hear 
what  I  and  my  colleagues  have  to  say, 
sympathise  entirely  with  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  am  quite  aware  there 
is  a  small  number  outside  whose  sympa- 
thies are  the  other  way,  but  I  am  not 
able  to  discover  that  three  years  ago 
they  held  any  other  view,  or  have  been 
moved  to  reprobation  and  aversion  by 
the  administration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Amendment  asks 
that  such  measures  of  conciliation  may 
be  adopted  as  will  bring  about  the  con- 
tentment of  the  Irish  people  and  a  real 
imion  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. Well,  to  my  mind  a  deed  of 
separation  is  not  the  best  way  to  pro- 
duce a  union  between  a  couple  who 
have  not  loved  one  another  before. 
If  the  Government  have  been  unable 
to  carry  measures  of  conciliation  that 
will  improve  the  material  condition  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  the  obstruction 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  accounts 
for  the  fact.  If  hon.  Members  will 
look  at  the  complaints  made  against  the 
Irish  Executive  they  will  find  that  they 
all  arise  from  the  laudable  desire  of  the 
Government  to  combine  as  far  as  pos- 
sible with  the  exercise  of  their  necessary 
and  stern  duty  a  regard  for  the  views 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposition 
benches.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
jealous  of  the  success  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  do  all  they  can  to  defeat  their 
attempts  at  conciliation.  We  have  been 
asked  to  express  our  dissatisfaction  with 
the  Government  because  of  the  manner 
in  which  they  have  administered  the 
law ;  we  have  been  told  of  the  delay  in 
prosecutions ;  we  have  been  told  of  the 
folly  of  arresting  Father  M'Fadden  on 
Sunday  just  after  his  service ;  we  have 
been  told  that,  although  the  Chief  Seore- 
tary    gave  no    order    for    the    arreit 
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of  this  prieBt,  on  the  doctrine  of  con- 
strnctiTe  liability  he  must  be  held 
answerable;  we  have  been  told  that 
Mr.  Carew  ought  to  have  been  arrested 
a  great  deal  sooner  if  he  was  to  be  ar- 
rested at  all ;  we  have  been  told  that 
Father  M'Fadden,  or  the  other  priest  ar- 
rested before  him,  ought  not  to  have  been 
allowed  to  wear  his  own  clothes,  or,  at  all 
eyentSi  if  he  was  allowed  to  do  so,  Mr. 
O'Brien  ought  to  have  been  allowed  to 
wear  his.  As  I  say,  all  these  troubles 
of  the  Qovemment  arise  from  the  fact 
that  they  have  endeavoured  to  satisfy 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Why  was 
there  delay  in  the  arrest  of  Mr.  O'Brien  ? 
It  was  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  of  the  House  announced 
last  Session  that  he  would  do  his 
utmost  not  to  interfere  with  thepower 
of  hon.  Members  to  attend  the  House  ; 
and  then,  as  the  House  will  remember,  the 
question  of  contempt  of  court  arose  in 
connection  with  the  Commission  of  In- 
quiry, and  it  was  necessary  that  Mr. 
O'Brien  should  attend  the  Court,  and 
consequently  it  was  not  possible  to 
arrest  him.  That  was  the  reason  of  the 
long  delay.  The  action  that  was  taken 
last  Session,  involving  the  loss  of  two 
nights  with  regard  to  the  Breach  of 
Privilege  question,  entirely  arose  from 
the  desire  of  the  Government  to  give 
notice  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  pro- 
ceeded against  by  way  of  summons 
instead  of  issuing  a  warrant  form.  All 
these  things  have  resulted  from  the 
endeavour  of  the  Government  to  grant 
concessions  and  to  meet  the  views  of 
the  Irish  Members.  If  they  had  gone 
on  doing  their  duty  sternly  and  plainly 
without  attempting  to  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  they  would 
not  have  been  so  much  found  fault  with. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last 
but  one  was  rather  severe  on  the  Chief 
Secretary,  on  the  ground  that  he  had 
taken  up,  as  he  said,  two  inconsistent 
positions  with  regard  to  his  powers  as  to 
the  management  of  the  Irish  Prisons, 
and  the  hon.  Member  quoted  two  Acts 
ol  Parliament  to  show  that  the  Home 
Secretary  in  England  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Leiutenant  in 
Ireland  have  the  power  of  controlling 
and  managing  the  prisons,  but  he  did 
not  show,  as  he  ought  to  have  done, 
that  all  ^ese  powers  are  subject  to  a 
general  controlling  Act  of  1865,  and 
that  that  Act  constitues  Prisons  Boards 


and  lays  down  distinct  regulations,  with- 
in which  the  Home  Secretary  and  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
are  bound  to  act.  I  confess  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  strained  the  law  almost 
to  the  point  of  breaking  when  he  allowed 
Roman  Catholic  priests  to  wear  their 
clothes  in  gaol.  But  he  did  that  with 
a  good  motive,  and  it  ill  lies  in  the 
mouths  of  Homan  Catholic  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  say  that  becausQ  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  strained  the  law  in 
regard  to  those  particular  persons, 
therefore  he  ought  to  strain  the  law  in 
order  that  the  same  thing  may  be  done 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Brien.  I  desire  to 
give  that  hon.  Member  credit  for  not 

Slaying  the  part  of  a  child.  I  suppose 
e  really  has  an  idea  that  he  is  standing 
up  for  a  principle  when  he  will  not  get 
into  a  second  class  carriaee,  and  insists 
upon  not  wearing  prison  clothes.  I  am 
not  disposed  to  think  that  these  pri- 
soners ought  to  be  treated  differently 
from  other  people  who  commit  the  same 
crimes ;  because  we  are  not  deeding  here 
with  merely  political  offences,  witli 
sedition,  and  offences  of  that  kind.  We 
are  dealing  with  acts  that  are  offences 
against  the  law,  quite  irrespective  of  the 
motive  with  which  they  are  committed, 
and  the  only  thing  that  makes  these 
Gentlemen  politicfd  prisoners,  or  gives 
them  the  semblance  of  being  political 
prisoners,  is  that  their  ultimate  motive  is 
said  to  be  a  desire  to  change  the  law. 
But,  as  the  greatest  crime  against  a 
State  is  the  attempt  to  subvert  it,  the 
punishment  of  these  Gentlemen  ought 
to  be  heavier  rather  than  lighter;  for 
their  conduct  is  provoked  by  no  ac- 
cidental ebullition  of  temper,  but  with 
the  avowed  desire  of  bringing  the  law 
into  contempt.  And  why  should  so 
much  sympathy  be  extended  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  East 
Cork  ?  Surely  a  higb-souled  patriot 
who  talks  as  the  hon.  Member  does 
might  submit  even  to  the  indignities  of 
which  he  complains  without  making  so 
much  fuss.  The  hon.  Member  would  go 
further  if  he  dared.  He  is  like  the  boy 
with  the  wooden  sword,  who  is  boasting 
of  the  great  deeds  he  will  do,  when, 
while  flourishing  his  weapon,  he 
scratches  his  hana  on  a  nail,  and  then 
begins  to  whimper.  The  hon.  Member 
is  quite  willing,  if  he  dared,  to  lead 
thousands  in  £e  field,  but  to  have  his 
kair  cut  short  is  a  brutal  indignity  about 
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this  law,  the  mode  in  which  it  has  beeu 
administered  has  deprived  it  of  all  title 
to  respect.    What  I  complain  of  is  that 
the  Government,  in  the  action  they  have 
taken,  have  loaded  the  dice,  and  have 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  owners  of 
land  the  power  of  suppressing  lawful 
combinations  among  the  tenants,  with 
the  object  of  forcing  the  price  of  land 
above  its  natured  level,  under  ordinary 
circumstances.    And  what  is  the  con- 
duct and  character  of  the  men  with 
whom  the   administration  of  the  law 
rests  in  Ireland  ?    In  my  judgment  the 
administration  is  open  to  the  gravest 
animadversion  and  censure.     All  of  us 
are  familiar  with  the  way  in  which  it 
is  administered.    In  February  last    I 
troubled  the  House  with  an  account  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Executive  Officers 
in  close  relation  with  the  Government 
have  selected  particular  magistrates  to 
try  particular  cases.     The  Chief  Secre- 
tary on  that  occasion  refused  to  give  the 
information  I  asked  for,  but  through 
the  kindness  of  a  friend  I  obtained  the 
particulars,  and  if  any  hon.  Member  will 
do  the  same  he  will  find  that  the  cases 
tried  by  Mr.  Cecil  Hoohe,  Mr.  Hodder, 
Captain  Segrave  and  others,  have  been 
out  of  proportion  to  those  which  have 
been  tried  by  other  resident  magistrates. 
No  doubt  there  is  a  reason  for  that.    In 
regard  to  Captain  Segrave,  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  has  stated  that  an 
investigation,  pi*omised  by  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  in  this  House,  on 
December  22,  is  now  going  on.     Well, 
but  the  statements  made  by  the  hon- 
ourable   Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner),  if  they  are  correct — I  do  not 
for  a  moment  assume  that  they  are — 
but  if  they  be  correct  they  prove  that 
this  man  at  the  time  he  was  administer- 
ing the  law  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than    a    common    thief.    If  any   such 
charges  as  those  which  had  been  made 
by  the    hon.    Member  for   Mid  Cork 
against  Captain  Segrave  had  been  made 
against  a   stipendiary  or  any  unpaid 
magistrate  in  this  country,   the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  not  have  allowed  him 
to  exercise  his  fimctions  for  a  single  day 
until  he  had  cleared  himself  from  them. 
I     maintain    that    immediately   these 
charges  were    made    against    Captain 
Segrave,  the  Chief  Secretary  ought  to 
have  telegraphed  to  Ireland  to  relieve 
him  of  his  judicial  functions,  pending  a 
full  investigation.    By  the   first  mail 
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home  from  South  Africa  the  case  ought 
to  have  been  complete.  It  is  monstrous 
that  a  man  over  whose  head  such  serious 
charges  were  hanging  should  be  allowed 
to  continue  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Let  me  remind  ^e  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  in  reply  to  his  question  this 
afternoon  I  stated  that,  pending  the  in- 
vestigation and  since  its  commencement, 
Captain  Segrave  has  not  been  exercising 
the  functions  of  a  magistrate. 

*Mk.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says — ''  Since  the  in- 
vestigation commenced."  Am  I  to  un- 
derstand that  Captain  Se^ave  has  not 
exercised  the  functions  of  Kesident  Ma- 
gistrate in  any  respect  since  the  22nd  of 
December  last  ? 

Mb.  madden  :  I  am  unable  to  state 
the  particular  date,  but  the  investiga- 
tion commenced  immediately  after  at- 
tention was  called  to  the  matter  in  the 
House  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Sexton).  It  is  still  proceeding, 
and  during  its  prosecution  Captain  Se- 
grave has  nor  been  exercising  the  func- 
tions of  a  magistrate. 

""^Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  accept  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  explanation; 
but  my  information  goes  to  show  he  has 
been  exercising  his  functions  sinne  the 
charges  were  made  in  this  House.  I  do 
not  now  want  to  pin  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  any  particular  date,  but  I 
shall  wait  with  anxiety  to  see  the  inves- 
tigation concluded,  as  it  no  doubt  will  be 
before  long,  the  charges  having  been 
made  over  two  months  ago  m  this 
House.  I  take  Captain  Segrave  as  an 
illustration  of  the  character  of  the  men 
who  have  been  entrusted  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Act  in  Ire- 
land. I  will  now  turn  for  a  moment  to 
another  incident  upon  which  I  asked  a 
question  this  evening ;  and  as  it  is  illus- 
trative of  the  state  of  Ireland,  it  is  ne- 
cessary that  I  should  trouble  the  House 
with  full  particulars.  The  House  will 
remember  that  I  asked  a  question  with 
respect  to  the  action  of  a  certain  Mr. 
Hodder,  a  Resident  Magistrate  in  the 
town  of  Ennis,  in  connection  with  the 
meeting  there  to  protest  against  the 
prison  treatment  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  and 
the  reply  of  the  Solicitor  General  was 
to  the  effect  that  the  droumstancos 
and  details  of   the  question  were  by 
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no  means   correct.    I  interposed,   and 
asked  the   hon.    and   learned  Gentle- 
man   whether    he    had    obtained     his 
information     from     the     incriminated 
person,  and  his  only  reply  was  that  he 
had  obtained  his  information  from  the 
nsual      sources.       I      entirely      agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle that  in    these  matters  the    last 
person  to  learn  the  truth  is  the  Chief 
secretary,  especially  when  he  goes  to 
what  he  calls  the  usual  sources  of  in- 
formation.     I  hold  in  my  hand  a  com- 
munication from  the  Chairman  of  the 
meeting  stating  that  he  and  others  who 
went  to  hire  nie  Temperance  Hall  for 
the  purpose  of  holding  a  meeting  to  ex- 
press the  feeling  of  the  people  Uiere  as 
to  the  treatment  of  Mr.  O'Brien  were 
followed  and  obstructed  by  the  police, 
and  on  their  g^ing  to  the  barracks  to 
complain  of  the  conduct  of  the  police, 
Mr.  Hodder  said  he  would  not  allow  a 
meeting  to  be  held  to  denounce  the  con- 
duct of  any  high  officials  of  the  Oovern- 
ment,     and      that     those     were    his 
instructions.     According  to  this  account, 
the  instructions  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
were  that  no  meeting  should  be  held  at 
which  speeches  were  made  or  resolutions 
proposed  condemning  high  Government 
offidab.      The  writer  of  the  letter  re- 
plied to  Mr.  Hodder  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to    hold    any  meeting  and 
comply  with  the  instructions  he  had  re- 
ceived.   At  this  Mr.  Hodder  expressed 
his    intention    to    be    present    at    the 
meeting,  and  that  if  anything  occurred 
which  ne  deemed    improper  he  would 
call  on  it  to  disperse.     The  meeting  as- 
sembled;   a    body    of    police,    20    in 
number,    entered   the    hall    with    Mr. 
Hodder,    who    demanded    to    see    the 
resolutions  that  were  to   be  proposed. 
They  were  handed  to  him,  and,  having 
glanced  at  them,  he  said  that  the  resolu- 
tions were  illegal,  and  constituted  the 
meeting    an    unlawful    assembly,    and 
therefore  he  gave  five  minutes  for  its 
dispersal,  and  ordered  the  police  to  clear 
the    hall.      The  Derbyshire  Regiment 
was  in  the  square  outside,   drawn  up 
ready  for  action.      The  resolution  that 
Mr.  Hodder  would  not  allow  to  be  pro- 
posed was  a  protest  against  the  inhuman 
treatment  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  it  did  not 
challenge    the    conduct    of    any    high 
officials   by  name.    The  fact  that  Mr. 
Hodder  would  not  allow  the  resolution 
to  be  pat  to  the  meeting  in  not  denied  by 


the  Solicitor  General.  Ail  he  said  was 
that  the  accoimt  given  in  any  question 
of  the  conversation  was  inaccurate. 
Now,  the  resolutions  are  these — 

''  First,  that  we,  the  Nationalists  of  Ennis,  in 
pahlic  meeting  assembled,  protest  with  all  our 
hearts  against  the  inhuman  treatment  practised 
on  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  M.P.,  in  Clonmel 
prison.  Our  feelings  are  so  strongly  agitated 
that  we  find  it  difficult  to  express  what  is  surg- 
ing within  us  at  the  barbarities  to  which  Mr. 
O'Brien  has  been  subjeeted  have,  to  our  mind, 
no  parallel  in  the  history  of  ciyilized  Govern- 
ment. If  this  system  of  torture  is  continued  we 
fear  for  the  ensuing  consequences  in  our  country 
—a  country  scourged  as  it  has  been  for  centuries 
with  the  lash  of  oppression. 

**  Second,  that  if  the  professed  sympathy  of 
the  English  Democracy  is  sincere,  we  think  the 
time  has  now  come  for  united  and  determined 
and  settled  action  on  their  part.  That  course  is 
made  perfectly  clear  by  the  treatment  of  Mr. 
O'Brien  in  Clonmel  Gaol,  and  we  call  upon 
them  at  once  to  put  into  practice  their  profes- 
sions of  friendship  to  the  Irish  people.'' 

I  am  informed  that  these  were  the  only 
resolutions  proposed,  and  I  ask  the  House 
what  is  the  sort  of  Qovernment  of  a 
country  when  the  respectable  people 
of  Ennis  cannot  meet  together  in  their 
temperance  ball  without  an  armed  force 
of  police  constabulary  traversing  the 
town  and  putting  an  end  to  meet- 
ings in  an  arbitrary  manner?  It  is 
a  good  illustration  of  the  manner 
in  which  Ireland  is  being  governed 
at  the  present  time.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  think  it  beneath  his 
dignity  or  his  high  office  when  at  Dublin 
to  deliver  an  extraordinary  harangue 
to  the  Irish  constabulary — a  force  of 
armed  men — representing  as  if  they  were 
engaged  in  warfare  with  their  fellow 
countrymen.  That  speech  was  unworthy 
to  be  addressed  to  an  armed  force  of 
the  kind  by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
What  is  the  effect  of  that  course  ?  I 
will  give  one  illustration.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  expenses  of 
the  Special  Commission,  which  will,  of 
course,  be  enormous.  Subscriptions 
were  set  on  foot  for  hon.  Members 
involved  in  the  Charges  and  Allegations, 
and  this  has  been  interfered  with  by  the 
G-overnment.  The  facts  are  these, 
supplied  to  me  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's 
Queen's  Counsel,  an  authority  altogether 
beyond  dispute  : — **  The  occurrence  took 
place  at  Tiboline,  French-park,  Co.  Hos- 
common,  on  Sunday,  19th  December 
last.  Subscriptions  to  the  National 
Indemnity  Fund  were  invited  by  a 
number  of  the  most  respeetable  men  in 
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the  parish,  who  met  in  the  chapel  yard 
of  l^boline,  and  appointed  a  man  oat 
of  each  townland  to  apprise  the  people 
of  their  own  townstead  that  subscrip- 
tions would  be  received  at  the  chapel 
gate.  No  posters  or  handbills  were 
issued,  so  that  nothing  appears  to  have 
been  published  of  an  exciting  or  in- 
flammatory character.  The  National 
League  had  been  suppressed  in  the 
locality,  but  the  subscriptions  were 
invited  quite  independently  of  the 
League  or  its  organization.  The  only 
element  they  had  m  common  was  that 
Mr.  Thomas  Morris  Eoe,  who  acted  as 
secretary  to  the  fund  on  the  occasion, 
happened  to  be  also  assistant  secretary 
of  the  branch  of  the  League  established 
in  the  parish.  The  meetings  of  the 
League  were  never  held  at  the  Chapel  of 
Tiboline,  but  at  the  village  away  from  it. 
On  the  9th  of  December  a  table  was 
placed  outside  the  gate  of  the  chapel 
yard,  against  one  of  the  pillars  of  the 
gate,  and  Thomas  Morris  Hoe  attended 
there  to  receive  subscriptions,  having 
the  lists  ready  to  flU  up,  and  containing 
the  names  of  some  who  had  already  sub- 
scribed, including  the  parish  priest  and 
the  curate.  Two  constables  from  French- 
park,  named  McGlaughlin  and  Bums, 
came  up  and  demanded  to  know  what 
the  collection  was  for,  and  being  told 
that  it  was  for  the  Mutual  Indemnity 
Fund,  replied  that  the  money  should  not 
be  collected  in  a  proclaimed  district  for 
any  purpose.  They  got  the  lists  from 
Boe,  and  kept  them,  and  he  refused  to 
return  them,  the  only  satisfaction  they 
would  give  being  that  when  asked  for 
them  they  said  they  would  send  them  to 
Boe  '  from  the  right  quarter.'  Boe  at 
first  refused  to  desist  from  collecting, 
but  after  a  time  left  the  table  and  went 
into  the  chapel  to  attend  Mass.  When 
he  came  out  the  constables  were  still 
there,  and  when  he  resumed  the  collec- 
tion they  took  the  names  of  those  who 
subscribed,  and  ultimately  Bums  called 
out  to  McGlaughlin  that  the  people  were 
holding  a  meeting  and  that  they  had  a 
right  to  disperse  them.  At  this  point 
the  people  were  showing  signs  of  irrita- 
tion, and  Boe  told  them  to  go  home, 
which  they  did.  One  of  my  informants 
states  that  the  constables  collared  and 
jostled  the  people  who  were  coming  up 
with  their  subscriptions,  and  finally 
threatened  to  use  their  batons,  and  that 
one  of  them  actually  drew  his  baton. 

Mr.  J.  E.  MllU 


These  are  substantially  the  facts  so  far 
as  they  have  come  to  my  knowledge." 
I  ask,  again,  what  can  be  the  state  of  a 
country  where  constables  can  prevent 
subscriptions  for  any  purpose  whatever 
in  a  proclaimed  district  ?  I  say  nothing 
of  the  incredible  meanness  of  this 
kind  of  thing.  While  you  are  asking 
the  House  for  sums  of  money  for 
this  conspiracy  which  is  being  un- 
masked, your  myrmidons  in  Ireland 
are  preventing  the  collections  which 
the  poor  peasantry  of  Ireland,  out 
of  their  scanty  earnings,  are  sending 
over  to  help  their  countrymen  to  fight 
their  battles  against  you.  It  is  like  a 
strong  man  fighting  a  cripple;  it  is 
meanness  to  the  depth  of  which  one 
should  have  supposed  no  English 
Government  would  ever  have  descended. 
This  is  the  system  of  which  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  said 
that  in  Ireland  we  find,  '*  workine  from 
end  to  end  a  great  system  of  justice 
and  equality."  The  Prime  Minister, 
in ''  another  place,"  said  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  coming  round  to  the 
side  of  the  Gt)vernment.  Why,  he 
knows  very  well  that  if  a  General  Elec- 
tion occurred  in  Ireland  to-morrow,  the 
system  of  the  Government  would  be  con- 
demned. The  hon.  Member  for  North 
Tyrone  has  acknowledged  more  than 
once  that  he  would  lose  his  seat. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  (from  below 
the  Ministerial  Gangway) :  I  never 
made  any  such  acknowledgment,  and 
that  fact  is  as  reliable  as  most  of  the 
facts  I  have  heard  to-night. 
*Mb.  ELLIS :  I  am  very  glad  to  see 
the  hon.  Gentleman  taking  his  seat  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  some 
other  hon.  Gentlemen  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  might  with  advantage  follow 
him.  I  believe  I  am  perfectly  right  in 
saying  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  admitted 
Mr.  O'Brien  would  win  his  seat. 

Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL :  No. 
*Mb.  ELLIS:  Of  course,  I  accept  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  statement.  The 
Government  has  no  mandate  to  govern 
Ireland  as  they  are  doing,  as  certain 
hon.  Members  have  found  in  ad- 
dressing their  constituents  recently.  I 
will  not  refer  to  '*  Vote  for  Wey- 
mouth and  no  Coercion,"  nor  to 
**  Colomb  and  no  Coercion."  I  will 
not  refer  even  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  promised  a  great 
deal    of    decentralization    in    Ireland; 
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I  will  not  even  dwell  upon  the  Fre« 
rident  of  the  Board  oi  Trade,  who 
goes  to  his  constituents  and  utters, 
more  or  less,  platitudes  about  reform 
of  the  Gk>vemment  of  Ireland,  though 
evidently  he  is  not  able  to  carry  them 
in  the  Cabinet;  nor  would  I  refer  te 
the  hon.  Lord  (Hartington)  who,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Leeds  said  on 
the  15th  February  last,  when  face  to 
faee  with  his  constituents,  promised  re- 
forms of  the  Government  of  Ireland. 
I  torn,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  occupies  the  distinguished 
r>sition  of  the  Chairman  of  this  House, 
hope  I  shall  speak  with  that  courtesy 
and  respect  which  is  due  to  one  who 
fiilfils  so  high  a  position,  though  it  is 
not  in  that  capacity  I  shall  speak  of 
him.  I  have  carefully  examined  the 
speeohes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  platforms  to  his  constituents,  and 
elsewhere,  and  I  find  they  are  in  sharp 
oontrast  with  his  position  in  this  House, 
—conduct  which  goes  to  the  root  of  the 
representative  character  of  this  House. 
In  his  Election  Address,  dated  12th  June, 
1886,  he  says: — 

<'  It  18  for  the  people  to  decide,  and  the  jadg- 
ment  of  the  people  will  soon  be  declared  at  the 
polli.  I  trust  it  wiU  be  unequivocal  in  its  re- 
solution to  maintain  our  Parliament,  under 
which  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  may,  vrithout 
discrimination  enjoy  equal  guarantees  of  liberty 
and  justice.  In  Ireland,  as  in  Great  Britain, 
local  self-government  should  and  must  be 
established." 

I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  all  seriousness,  what  steps  he 
has  taken  in  this  House  to  make 
good  those  words.  He  had  an  op- 
portunity on  the  25th  April  last  year, 
on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  whose 
absence  we  all  regret,  when  the  noble 
Lord,  in  a  straightforward  and  manly 
way,  washed  his  hands  of  all  responsi- 
bility, and  declared  for  simultaniety  and 
similarity  of  Local  Government  for  the 
two  countries,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Courtney)  did  not  speak  on 
that  occasion;  I  will  not  say  he  ran 
away  from  the  division,  but  he  did 
not  record  his  vote.  I  now  turn  to 
another  illustration  of  the  same  thing. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  made 
some  rather  strong  assertions  in  a 
speech  addressed  to  his  constituents  on 
the  14th  October,  1887,  in  regard  to  the 
Mitchdalown  affiray.  I  will  read  to  the 
House  an  extract  from  that  speech.  The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  said  on  that  occa- 
sion, after  detailing  the  oiroumstances  of 
the  case: — 

*'  The  circumstances  are  very  grave,  and  must 
be  examined  into  and  examined  into  in  a  very 
di£ferent  way,  and  under  different  guarantees 
and  securities  from  the  way  in  which  they  were 
examined  into  at  the  Coroner's  inquest.  Tou 
must  have  a  regular  inquiry,  and  I  await  that 
inquiry,  and  I  intend  to  suspend  my  judgment 
until  that  inquiry  is  fully  and  fairly  held.  It 
is  impossible  that  justice  can  be  satisfied  with- 
out a  full  and  impartial  inquiry.  The  mind — 
I  won't  say  of  Ireland  alone,  but  the  mind  of 
EIngland  and  Scotland — the  mind  of  Great 
Britain  will  not  be  satisfied  without  a  complete 
and  thorough  inquiry.  The  Government  would 
not  be  justified  in  aUempting  to  prevent  such 
an  inquiry.  It  must  be  held,  and  I  think  we 
may  go  to  the  length  of  saying  that  it  shaU  be 
held,  because  otherwise  the  Government  will  be 
accepting  every  accusation  which,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  an  inquiry,  would  be  levelled  against 
them ;  but  until  that  is  done  I  am  content  in 
this  matter  to  lay  down  the  principle  under 
which  I  think  the  thing  should  be  judged.  You 
must  determine  the  action  of  the  poUce  to  be 
innocent  or  culpable,  accbrding  to  the  circum- 
stances of  each  case.  [A  Voicb  :  The  Govern- 
ment don*t  want  to  know  more.]  But  we  must 
make  the  Government  know  more.  [A 
Voice  :  But  you  won't.]  Yes,  but  we  vrul. 
["No  you  won't."]  Well,  we  shall  see.  It  is 
a  very  hazardous  tiling  to  pronounce  upon  what 
people  will  do  in  the  future.  I  think  my  Friend 
had  better  abstain  from  saying  what  I  wHl  do 
until  he  sees  what  I  have  done.^' 

These  words  were  uttered  on  the 
14th  October,  1887,  and  I  think  that 
not  only  the  constituents  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  we  who  sit  in 
this  House,  are  entitled  to  see  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  since 
done  in  the  matter.  These  are  only 
illustrations  of  what  I  consider,  with 
all  respect  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's great  and  glaring  divergen* 
cies  between  his  utterances  on  the 
platform  and  his  conduct  in  this 
House ;  and  here  I  may  state  that  this 
is  not  a  personal  matter.  I  should  be 
ashamed  to  make  it  one.  I  have  always 
been  treated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle-# 
man  with  uniform  courtesy  ;  but  this  is 
a  point  which,  in  my  judgment,  touches 
the  character  of  this  House  as  a  repre- 
sentative assembly.  It  was  said  more 
than  a  century  ago,  by  the  first  William 
Pitt,  before  he  became  Lord  Chat- 
ham : — 

*' If  the  country  cannot  place  confidence  in 
the  promises  and  pledges  of  their  represen- 
tatives the  power  and  authority  of  this  House 
must  fall.'' 

I  agree  with  this,  and  also  with  that  very 
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strong  sentenoe  whioh  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Morley),  when  he  said  the 
whole  history  of  your  Administration  of 
Ireland — the  way  in  whioh  you  obtained 
power,  and  the  way  in  which  you  are 
keeping  it — is  a  gross  Parliamentary 
fraud.  My  mind  and  the  minds  of  those 
I  represent  are  made  up  on  this  subject. 
They  and  I  fully  agree  with  one  other 
sentence  whioh  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Liskeard, 
in  which  he  said  the  settlement  of  the 
question  of  the  Government  of  Ireland 
was  the  gpreat  question  of  the  present 
century.  I  have  always  thought  it 
might  be  a  long  struggle,  and  have  felt 
certain  it  would  be  a  great  one.  Upon 
one  other  matter  I  desire  to  speak  the 
minds  of  those  I  am  sent  here  to  repre- 
sent. They  desire  me  to  oppose  with 
vigour  and  persistence  and  by  every 
legitimate  means  this  ridiculous  com- 
petition into  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  invited  us,  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  to  enter  against  the 
great  military  nations  of  Europe ;  at  the 
end  of  which,  in  my  judgment,  lies  the 
Wolseley-cum-Chamberlain  scheme  of 
universal  conscription.  My  constituents 
care  nothing  about  the  catalogue  of 
sham  proposals  put  forward  by  the 
Government.  They  believe  that  the 
settlement  of  this  Question  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  is  a  vital  and 
pressing  matter.  Belying  not  only  on 
our  principles,  but  on  our  mandate  from 
the  country,  we  feel  perfectly  sure  that 
a  clear  and  resolute  policy  such  as  ours 
is  certain  of  ultimate  success.  People 
are  too  apt  to  look  at  the  incidents  of  a 
great  struggle,  and  to  dwell  on  each 
particular,  rather  than  mark  the  whole 
stream  and  tendency  of  things,  end  this 
great  stream  we  say  is  in  the  direction 
which  we,  the  Liberal  Party,  believe  to 
be  right.  During  the  first  30  years  of 
this  century,  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
were  breaking  the  Act  of  Union  by 
taking  from  the  Irish  people  the  securi- 
ties they  had  possessed.  During  the 
next  85  years  there  were  some  fitful 
gleams  of  light,  for  in  the  five  years 
from  1835  to  1840,  there  was  in  Ireland 
under  the  administration  of  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  men  ever  sent  over 
to  that  country  by  us — the  late  Mr. 
Thomas  Drummond — ^there  was  some- 
thing like  a  time  of  just  and  fair 
government.       During     the    last    80 
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years,  mainly  under  the  guidance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid- Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone), we  have  been  making  great  strides 
in  the  direction  of  justice.  At  the  present 
moment  there  is  a  temporary  reaction. 
The  rump  of  the  old  Ascendancy  Party, 
so  well  represented  now  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Oolonel 
Saunderson)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (T.  W.  Russell)  think 
they  have  found  their  man.  Well, 
I  would  say  that,  if  great  dialectical 
skill,  literary  culture,  and  absolute  indif- 
ference to  the  sufferings  of  humanity, 
so  far  as  appears  from  his  public  con- 
duct, g^  for  anything,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  eminently  quwfied  to 
fill  the  position  of  the  leader  and  de- 
fender of  that  particular  section.  We 
have  no  desire  to  enter  into  competition 
with  the  Party  opposite  in  the  system 
they  are  applying  to  the  administration 
of  Ireland.  The  Government  need  no 
longer  fear  any  rivalry  from  the  Liberal 
Party  in  the  matter  of  coercion.  We 
have  abandoned  all  that  and  have  found 
a  more  excellent  way,  which  is  by  repos- 
ing that  faith  in  the  people  which  alone 
can  give  a  sure  foundation  or  strength 
to  the  Executive.  We  believe  mat 
power  and  responsibility  must  be  joined. 
We  look  with  sympathy  on  the  efforts 
made  by  the  great  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  to  win  the  Irish  peo- 
ple from  unconstitutional  methods.  We 
sympathize  with  the  sufferings  of  our 
Irish  fellow-subjects,  and  we  wish  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  Godspeed  in  his 
endeavours.  As  far  as  we  ourselves 
are  concerned,  we  will  never  cease  in 
the  exertions  we  are  making  to  secure 
a  settlement  of  this  question  until  we 
have  helped  him  and  the  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  come  cusross  the 
Irish  Sea  with  him  to  bring  about  what 
we  ask  in  the  words  of  the  prayer  used 
when  we  assemble  together,  namely, 
that  which  will  tend  to  the  imiting  and 
knitting  together  of  the  hearts  of  the 
people  of  these  realms,  so  that  at  the 
end  of  the  nineteenth  century  we  may 
see  accomplished  a  true  and  real  and 
lasting  union  between  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
*Mb.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min):  I  desire  in  the  few  minutes  I 
shall  occupy  the  House  to  say  some- 
thing in  answer  to  the  references  that 
have  been  made  to  myself  by  the  hon. 
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Gentiteman  who  has  just  sat  down.  I 
cannot  think  I  have  been  so  wholly 
wanting  in  my  duties  as  a  representa- 
tive as  the  hon.  Member  has  endeav- 
oured to  make  out.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  three  illustrations, 
which  he  doubtless  supposed  were  the 
most  striking  he  could  bring  forward 
with  regard  to  what  he  represents  as  my 
political  tergiversation.  He  has  re- 
ferred to  what  I  said  in  1887  in 
regard  to  the  Mitchelstown  occurrence. 
On  that  occasion,  speakine  to  my 
constituents,  I  stated  that  that  was  a 
very  grave  matter,  and  I  thought  it 
oueht  to  be  made  the  subject  of  an  in- 
quiry, and  I  was  then  certainly  under 
the  very  strong  impression  that,  con- 
sidering what  had  been  said  in  regard 
to  that  matter,  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition would  have  taken  the  course  of 
moving  for  the  issue  of  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, or  some  sort  of  independent 
Oommission,  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
business.  Had  such  a  Motion  been 
made  at  that  time,  or  in  the  following 
Session,  I  should  have  given  it  my 
support.  I  will  further  say  I  stiU 
regret  that  no  such  Motion  was  made, 
and  that  I  expressed  my  astonishment 
and  surprise  that  none  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  Liberal  Party  had 
thought  fit  to  adopt  such  a  course.  I 
think  that  this  Motion  for  an  independ- 
ent inquiry  ought  to  have  been  pressed. 
I  regret  that  it  was  not,  and,  although 
it  has  been  overlayed  by  subsequent 
events,  I  still  express  my  regret  it  was 
not  moved  for.  Whenever  the  admini- 
stration of  the  Government  of  Ireland  is 
discussed  in  this  House  two  totally  adverse 
statements  are  made.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  make  statements  which 
are  too  frequently  marked  by  palpable  ex- 
aggeration so  as  not  to  command  our  con- 
fidence, and  on  the  other  side,  statements 
areoften  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
other  members  of  the  Government  based 
upon  the  reports  of  persons  who  are 
incriminated.  Why,  then,  when  you 
have  got  a  case  of  a  serious  character, 
which  requires  impartial  investigation, 
do  you  not  follow  up  the  declarations 
which  are  made  in  the  country  by  coming 
to  the  House  and  taking  the  Parlia- 
mentary course  of  moving  for  an 
inquiry  ? 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  We  will. 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  The  hon.  Member 
says  *'  We  will." 
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Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS:  I  adopt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words. 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Oh,  yes.  When 
I  said  **We  will,"  I  spoke  with  com- 

Elete  confidence,  not  I  admit  justified 
y  what  has  since  happened,  that  the 
responsible  leaders  of  the  Opposition 
would  make  the  motion,  which  I  for 
one  would  have  supported.  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  not  arrive  at  some 
method  of  getting  more  exactly  at 
the  facts,  and  abandon  the  process, 
which  is  extremely  exciting  to  the 
popular  imagination,  of  holding  adverse 
meetings  in  huge  halls,  giving  rise  to 
ereat  declamation  on  one  side  and  great 
declamation  on  the  other.  Have  you 
not  g^t  a  pritnd  facie  case  on  which  to 
found  a  Motion  for  such  an  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Where 
are  we  to  get  the  facts  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  U  my  right  hon. 
Friend  pleads  inability  to  make  any 
such  Motion,  I  think  he  underrates  his 
own  powers.  The  next  accusation  made 
against  me  was  with  reference  to  de- 
clarations in  my  Election  Address  at  the 
last  General  Election,  that  I  thought 
local  self-government  must  be  given  to 
Ireland.  I  have  been  for  years  in  favour 
of  extending  local  self-government  to 
that  country.  I  stated  in  my  Election 
Address  that  I  was  of  opinion  than  this 
was  even  more  called  for  than  was 
an  extension  of  local  government  for 
England.  I  think  so  still,  but  I 
know  the  limits  of  Parliamentary 
power.  I  am  very  well  aware,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid-Lothian  must  be,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  carry  a  Local  Government 
Bill  for  the  three  countries  during  one 
Session.  I  was  quite  confident  last  year 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry  a 
complete  Local  Gt)vernment  Bill  for 
England,  and  the  result  proved  that  I 
was  right.  It  is  all  very  well  for  those 
who  have  no  responsibility  to  say  that 
the  Bill  should  have  been  wider 
in  its  scope.  The  Opposition  always 
says  so,  while  those  on  the  Government 
bench,  knowing  the  limits  of  their  own 
power,  always  reply,  ''  We  go  as  far  as 
we  can."      I  think  that  the  impartial 

J'udgment  of  the  future  with  respect  to 
ast  Session  of  Parliament  will  be  that 
the  Local  Government  Bill  for  England 
and  Wales  did  go  as  far  as  the  capacity 
of  Parliament  would  allow.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  NewcsAtiftk 
has  HaidoftbTL  wA  ^'^TiSJix^^'Sk^'^^s^ 
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imparfeot  beoaose  it  doev  not  d«al  with 
district  oormoils,  and  with  looal  and 
and  parochial  mattera.  But  he  has 
answered  himself.  Very  recently 
ha  commented  on  the  slight  atten- 
tion that  was  paid  to  the  London 
Oovemment  dauses.  Is  not  this  a 
confession  that  the  Bill»  even  in  its  re- 
stricted and  limited  form,  was  too  much 
to  receive  the  dose  attention  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  I  would  remind 
the  hoB.  Member  for  the  Bushcliffe 
Division  of  Nottingham  that  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Local  Qovemment  Bill  for  England,  I 
protested  against  an  indefinite  postpone- 
ment of  the  Lrish  Local  Oovemment 
Bill;  and  I  will  now  say  that  if  an 
attempt  be  made  to  indefinitely  post- 
pone that  measure^  I  for  one  will 
not  be  silent.  Perhaps,  as  I  am  refer- 
ring to  this  subject,  I  may  repeat 
something  I  said  in  the  country. 
It  had  been  said  that  a  Local  GKyvem- 
ment  BUI  could  not  be  introduced  so 
long  as  Ireland  is  in  a  disturbed  oondi- 
tion.  My  answer  to  tiiat  is  that  Ireland 
as  a  whole  is  not  disturbed.  Why 
should  we  refuse  local  government  to 
those  parts  which  are  quiet  ?  I  would 
suffgest  that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced 
and  made  directly  applicable  to  those 
parts  which  are  at  rest ;  or  else  that  it 
should  be  applied  to  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land, ^wer  Doing  taken  to  suspend  its 
operation  in  any  particular  spot  where 
its  provisions  are  abused,  just  as  Boards 
of  Guardians  are  suspended.  A  Bill  safe- 
guarded in  this  way  is  asked  for  by  the 
loval  and  Unionist  population  [a  laug^l. 
The  hon.  Member  may  laugh,  but  I 
would  refer  him  to  the  **  Iforth&m 
Whig  "  which  makes  the  demand. 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  East^  :  Perhi^ 
the  rieht  honu  Gentleman  wiU  allow  me 
to  exmain  that  I  lui^hed  at  the  sugges- 
tion that  onlv  Unionis ts  in  Ireland  were 
to  be  allowed  to  carry  on  Local  Govern- 
ment. 

Mb.  COUBTNBT:  If  the  hon. 
Member  gathered  that  view  then, 
indeed,  i  expressed  myself  very 
imperfectly.  Tne  third  point  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Eushcliff 
Division  was  a  reference  to  what  I  said 
the  other  day  at  Oxford,  and  I  am  glad 
he  referred  to  it  for  it  enables  me  to 
restate  it  correctly.  I  have  not  the 
exact  words,  but  the  substance  is  that  I 
recognized  in  Ireland  a  great  system 
working  of  equity  and  justice;  and  it  is 
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snpposed  that  I  was  satisfied  therewith. 
Tms  is  an  error.  I  reci^tulated  in 
detail  the  many  drawbacks  and  short- 
comings of  the  situation ,  and  then 
I  added  that  looking  at  Ireland  as 
a  whole  I  saw  there,  I  believed  that 
there  prevailed  in  that  country  a  great 

?stem  working  for  equity  and  justice, 
did  not  confound  the  Ohurch  Militant 
with  the  Church  Triumphant ;  and  I 
never  suggested  that  Ireland  showed  us 
the  Ohurch  Triumphant.  But  the 
system  is  waiting  for  right,  and 
I  uphold  the  present  Government  in  its 
pohcv  in  Ireland,  because,  in  spite  of 
the  imperfections  of  their  agents — the 
Ministers  who  are  responsible  for  the 
Administration  of  the  country  are  per- 
fectly conscious  of  those  imperfections — 
in  spite  of  the  imperfections  of  the 
agents  through  whom  it  is  necessary  to 
work,  and  in  spite  of  enormous  diffi- 
culties, much  aggravated  by  the  attitude 
taken  up  by  p<mtical  parties  in  Eng- 
land, I  believe  that  there  is  in  Ireland 
a  system  working  for  equity  and  free- 
dom, and  an  ever  increasing  attempt  to 
five  Ireland  the  same  guarantee  of  in- 
ependence  as  England  possesses.  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  do  not 
show  their  capacity  for  establishing  a 
Parliament  in  Ireland,  nor  their  self- 
command  by  the  manner  in  which  they 
receive  this  expression  of  opinion.  As  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall  continue  to  do 
all  I  can  to  promote  a  system  working  for 
those  ends,  which  I  believe  can  only  be 
secured  by  the  maintenance  of  the  one 
Parliament  for  the  United  Kingdom. 

Sib  HORACE  DAVEY  (Stockton) : 
I  am  sure  that  no  one  who  knows  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keaid  can  suppose  for  one  moment  that 
he  is  not  capable  of  having  the  courage 
of  his  opinions.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  still  holds 
that  an  inquiry  into  what  occurred  at 
Mitohelstown  was  necessary,  and  I  only 
hope  that  we  may  have  his  assistance 
and  that  of  his  Friends  on  future  Divi- 
sions when  questions  of  a  similar  kind 
come  before  the  House.  Now  I  should 
like  to  ask  what  was  meant  by  salutary 
effects  ?  If  I  could  detect  any  improve- 
ment^ such  as  was  alleged,  in  the  paci- 
fication of  Ireland,  I  should  be  the  first 
to  oonffratulate  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, but  it  is  exactly  because  the  Ad- 
ministration of  Ice^d  has,  in  enr 
opinion,  been  of  qaite  th^  contrary 
effect,  because  we  believe  it  has  been 
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irritatiiig  and  exasperatiiiig,  and  tendiiig 
to  widen  the  alienation  between  €he 
people  of  this  country  and  tire  people  of 
Ireland,  that  we  could  not  allow  the 
passage  in  question  in  the  Address  in 
answer  to  the  gpradons  Speech  from  the 
Throne  to  pass  without  a  word  of  pro- 
test from  our  side.  The  House  ought 
to  have  had  some  iitformation,  docu* 
ments,  papers,  statistics,  from  which  it 
could  f6rm  some  opinion  before  it  was 
asked  to  join  in  an  expression  of  opinion 
such  as  thatproposea.  Able  and  inter* 
estine  as  was  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  appeared  to  me  that  in 
many  respects  he  failed  to  meetthe  point 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle,  and  that  in  some 
points  he  actually  conceded  the  indict- 
ment against  him.  I  ask  the  Ocrem- 
ment  whether  they  thii^  tiie  storm  of 
indignation  which  has  been  aroused  by 
the  personal  indignities  whi<$h  bare 
been  inflicted  upon  certain  Members  is 
a  salutary  result  of  the  administration 
of 'Irish  affairs  by  them.  At  the  bottom 
of  this  agitation  I  cannot  help  suspect- 
ing that  there  is  a  vague  but  a  gprowin^ 
sense  among  the  people  that  some  of 
these  Gentlemen,  at  least,  h&ve  not 
been  fairly  treated,  and  that  they  are 
the  subjects  even  of  persecution,  if  not 
by,  at  least,  with  Hke  assistance  of,  the 
Gbyemment ;  and  in  my  opinion  that 
rague  but  growing  sense,  irhich  is 
g^radually  forming  itself  and  seekin^r 
expression,  is  a  factor  in  the  political 
situation  which  the  Gt^vemmeiit  will 
haycto  deal  with.  I  accept  the  state- 
ment, 'as  I  would  accept  any  statement 
made  by  the  Ohief  Secretary  in  the 
House,  that  the  care  and  management 
of  prisons  is  not  within  his  department, 
but  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as 
the  representative  of  the  Execnttye 
Qoyemment  in  this  House,  to  exercise 
the  powers  which  are  Tested  in  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  under  the  4th  section  of  the 
Prisons  Act  of  1877.  Why,  it  might  be 
asked  should  the  Qoremment  interfere 
in  this  case,  and  why  should  directions 
be  given  ?  It  is  because,  it  appears  to 
me,  that  this  is  a  matter  of  policy.  I 
will  assume,  for  the  purpose  of  argu- 
ment, that  Mr.  O'Brien,  Mr.  E.  Har- 
rington, and  Mr.  Oarew  have  been 
rightly  convicted  of  offences  under  the 
Onmes  Act.  Sir,  I  do  not  care  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  whetherprisoners  thus 
convicted  can  beproperly  termed  politi- 
cal oflBsnders.   'That' is  to  my  mind  a 


question  of  a  more  or  less  <aoadeaiic 
cliaracter.  But  it  cannot  be  questioiied 
that  the  offences  of  which  tney  have 
been  convicted  have  directly  arisen  out 
of  the  political  controversies  of  the  day 
conducted  in  this  House  and  outiide 
this  House,  and  that  the  Genttsmen 
against  whom  the  powers  of  the  Orimes 
Act  are  set  in  force  are  tiie  political  and 
Parliamentary  opponents  of  the  G<ovem- 
ment.  1  agree,  1^,  with  the  rifffat  hon. 
Gendeman  that  the  law  (dioula  be  ik> 
respecter  of  persons.  I  would  never 
say  anything  to  the  oontraiy.  But  it 
seems  to  me,  Sir,  that  this  question 
should  be  dealt  with  as  a  question  of 
expediency—*a  question  of  pouoy.  What 
would  be  the  eourse  of  a  wise  Govevn- 
ment  in  a  case  such  as  this  ?  I* venture 
to  submit,  Sir,  that  a  wise  'Government 
in  administering  the  law  would  th»ve 
regard  to  the  enas  for  which  the  punish- 
ment is  inflicted  and  to  its  efleot,  not 
only  upon  the  offender  himself,  but 
on  the  people  amongst  whom  'Hhe 
law  is  to  be  admimstered.  Is 
it  wise,  prudent,  or  statesmanlike  to 
attach  the  personal  indignities  which 
have  been  spoken  of  to  these  partieular 
offenders?  Is  it  not  calculated  rather 
to  weaken  respect  for  the  law  than  to 
strengthen  itf  Will  it  not  rather  re- 
tail and  postpone  any  permanent  es- 
tablishment of  Older  ?  Is  it  desirable 
to  encourage  this  state  of  thingi^  ?  This 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  real  issue  of  liiis 
question,  the  issue  which,  I  understand, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  ^Member  for 
Newcastle  tenders  to  the  'House.  If,  as 
I  believe,  the  Executive  Government  of 
Ireland  has  the  most  ample  power  of 
relieving  these  Gentlemen  from  these 
indignities,  I  beg  of  them  to  assure  the 
House  that  the  power  will  be  exercised 
with  some  regard  to  public  opiojen,  not. 
Sir;  because  public  opinion  is^  entitied  to 
override  the  law — I  do  not  wi^  it  to  be 
understood  that  I  would  say  anyUung 
of  the  kind — ^but  because,  in  my  opinion, 
the  effect  of  punishment  is  marred,  and 
the  true  end  of  punishment  is  missed  if 
punishment  is  accompanied  with  in- 
cidents which  fehock  the  pubUc  eon- 
science.  If  you  inflict  punishment 'with 
incidents  wMi^  shock  public  ofnfdon 
and  the  public  conscience,  you  are  more 
likely  to  create  a  sympathy  with  those 
who  break  the  law  than  with  the'law 
itself.  If  the  flhief  Secretary  desires 
somejustifioation  or  desires  some  reason 
for-^eKerdfling  the  dSafsc^^^^T^  ^^^tafi^^>ax 
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my  opinion,  the  Gk>yemment  has  in  this 
matter,  I  will  take  the  liberty  of  re- 
ferring him  again  to  the  49th  section  of 
the  Prisons  Act,  1879,  which  prescribes 
**That  every  prisoner  under  sentence 
inflicted  on  conviction  for  sedition  or 
seditious  libel  shall  be  treated  as  a  mis- 
demeanant of  the  first  division."  A  sreat 
many  of  the  prisoners  who  have  oeen 
convicted  would,  if  there  were  no  Crimes 
Act,  and  if  they  were  tried  in  the 
ordinary  way — in  a  constitutional  way, 
and  in  the  way  in  which  they  ought  to 
be  tried,  namely,  by  judge  and  iury,  be 
tried  for  sedition  or  seditious  libel,  and 
if  they  were  so  tried  and  convicted,  they 
would  be  entitled  to  be  treated  as  mis- 
demeanants of  the  first  class.  I  will 
not  incur  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
criticism  by  saying  anything  about 
what  he  has  called  the  disting^shed 
man  or  the  popular  man  argument. 
Although  it  is  entitled  to  very  con- 
siderable weight,  it  is  an  argument 
which  is  not  conclusive.  It  is  entitled 
to  very  considerable  weight  for  the 
reason  which  I  have  just  mentioned, 
namely,  that  the  infliction  of  these  per- 
sonal indignities  upon  men  who  are  so 
much  respected,  anii  so  much  beloved 
by  a  large  majority  of  their  coimtrymen, 
and  have  earned  the  respectful  admiration 
of  a  great  many  people  in  England  and 
Scotland,  is  calculated  to  increase  the 
alienation  of  the  people  from  the  law. 
There  are  at  present  22  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  either  in  prison  [An 
hon.  Membbb  :  25] — 25  Members  either 
either  in  prison  or  out  on  bail  awaiting 
the  result  of  appeals.  Who  are  they  r 
They  are  men  who  haVe  been  sent  up  to 
this  House  in  obedience  to  Her  Majesty's 
writ,  to  serve  in  Parliament  as  repre- 
sentatives of  counties  and  boroughs  in 
Ireland.  They  are  men  whose  votes  in 
this  £[ouse  might  at  any  time  deter- 
mine the  fate  of  a  Ministry  on  the  most 
momentous  issues  of  Imperial  policy, 
even  the  issues  of  war  and  peace.  Do 
hon.  Members  opposite  think  that  when 
these  Gentlemen  come  out  of  prison  they 
will  be  less  respected  or  admired 
by  the  majority  of  their  countrymen? 
Do  you  not  rather  think  that  the  inflic- 
tion of  these  personal  indignities  will  be 
an  additional  title  on  their  part  to  the 
confidence,  respect,  and  affection  of  the 
people ;  and,  if  so,  I  venture  to  say,  as 
a  mere  matter  of  policy  or  expediency, 
it  is  neither  wise  nor  statesmanlike  to 
anneoesparily  inflict    these  indignitieB 

Mr,  Courtney 


upon  these  Gentlemen.  The  only  object 
of  inflicting  personal  indignities  upon 
prisoners  is  to  mark  the  moral  degrada- 
tion to  which  they  have  sunk.  But  if  it 
ceases  to  have  that  effect  then  it  becomes 
inexpedient  and  impolitic.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  success 
which  has  attended  the  Grimes  Act.  I 
was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  quote  in  this  House  the 
Keport  of  some  anonymous  barrister  of 
what  has  been  said  by  some  Judge  on 
some  occasion  in  some  ca^e  without  any 
context  whatever.  I  hardly  think  the 
House  will  be  disposed  to  accept  the 
Report  of  the  anonymous  barrister  even 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  guarantee. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  be- 
yond that ;  he  gave  some  statistics  which 
seem  more  fallacious  than  figures  usually 
are.  He  told  us  that  of  the  ordinary 
Oivil  cases  which  come  before  Courts  of 
Appeal  26^  per  cent,  succeed.  Well,  I 
know  something  about  appeals,  and  I 
was  surprised  to  hear  that  the  average 
was  not  higher.  I  would  have  expected 
that  it  would  be  about  50  per  cent. 
Under  the  Crimes  Act  it  appears  that 
the  successful  appeals  are  only  8  per 
cent. ;  but  having  regard  to  the  nature 
of  these  cases,  which  turn  not  so  much 
on  questions  of  law,  but  on  questions 
of  fact,  I  wonder  that  the  percentage  is 
even  so  high.  The  House  must  re- 
member that  it  is  in  the  smaller  cases, 
in  which  sentences  of  one  month  only 
are  inflicted  that  the  greatest  injustice 
is  done  under  the  Cranes  Act,  these 
being  cases  in  which  there  is  no  appeal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
juries  convicted  in  a  larger  number  of 
cases  than  magistrates.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  is  so,  and  simply  because 
those  who  have  charge  of  prosecutions 
are  not  quite  so  ready  to  bring  cases 
before  the  test  of  a  jury  as  they  are  to 
bring  them  before  die  resident  magis- 
trates, from  whom  it  is  presumably  more 
easy  to  obtain  convictions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  stated  that  no  one 
alleges  that  the  prisoners  convicted  are 
not  all  rightly  convicted.  But  that  is  an 
entire  misapprehension.  Owing  to  the 
di£Giculty  of  obtaining  any  certain  infor- 
mation from  the  inadequate  reports  in 
the  newspapers,  and  the  great  difficulty 
of  obtaining  the  detailed  facts  of  any 
case,  it  is  not  easy  to  point  to  any  indivi- 
dual case  and  assert  that  in  that  case 
there  has  been  a  wrongful  conviction.  I 
would  be  no  party  to  attacking  any 
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decinon  of  a  tribunal  unlefls  I  was  quite 
sure  of  my  facts.  Nerertheless,  I  can- 
not acquiesce  in  the  optimistic  view  of 
the  Ohief  Secretary  that  all  the  conyic- 
tions  are  legally  justified.  I  will  tell 
the  House  where  the  cases  under  the 
Crimes  Act  seem  to  me  to  be  most 
faulty.  I  had  not  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  the  House  when  the  Act  was  passed, 
but  the  great  defect,  the  great  olot  in 
the  system  introduced  by  the  Act 
seemed  to  me  to  be  that  it  left  to  persons 
of  insufficient  training    and    legal  ex- 

C'ence  the  adjudication  on  two 
lohes  of  law  of  so  elastic  and  ill- 
defined  a  character  as  the  law  of 
conroiracy  and  the  law  relating  to  un- 
lawful assembly.  Cases  of  this  kind  are 
peculiarly  fitted  to  be  tried  by  juries, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  any  jury  would 
find  shopkeepers  who  combined  together 
g^ty  of  conspiracy  because  they  refused 
to  supply  a  person  with  goods  which,  in 
fact,  ne  did  not  require,  and  only  asked 
for  so  as  to  make  a  case  for  prosecution. 
There  was  one  circumstance  about  the 
Milltown  Malbay  cases  which  threw  a 
lurid  light  upon  the  administration  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  that  was  that  the 
police  were  employed  by  the  Diyisional 
Magistrate  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
offences.  I  admit  that  since  the  decision 
in  the  Killeagh  case  there  has  been  a 
^reat  improvement  in  the  way  in  which 
Kesident  Magistrates  have  dealt  with 
this  question.  This  is  no  doubt  a 
salutary  result ;  but  it  is  due,  not  to  the 
action  of  the  Gt)yemment  in  administer- 
ing the  Statutes,  but  to  the  course 
adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford, in  bringing  the  case  before  the 
superior  Courts.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  the  House  to  believe 
that  all  the  conrictionsimderthe  Crimes 
Act  are  right.  Let  me  say  a  word  or 
two  with  reference  to  the  crime  of  un- 
lawful assembly.  It  appears  to  me 
that  in  Lreland,  whenever  two  or 
three  people  meet  together,  they  form 
an  unlawful  assembly.  In  one  case 
some  people  who  had  collected  round  a 
bonfire  were  dispersed  by  the  police  as 
an  unlawful  assembly.  Perhaps  the 
most  remarkable  case  which  has  come 
under  my  notice  occurred  at  Waterford, 
and  was  reported  in  the  Freeman^ e  Jour- 
nal. A  charge  of  intimidation  was  pre- 
ferred against  14  persons  in  a  Court 
held  under  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  Evidence  was  fl;iven  that  the  de- 
fendants and  a  crowd  stopped  opposite 


,  the  house  of  a  man  named  Power,  and 
shouted  ''Grabber."  Power  declined 
to  give  evidence,  declaring  that  he  had 
suffered  more  from  the  police  than  the 
people.  Thirteen  of  the  defendants 
were  acquitted ;  but  the  fourteenth  was 
convicted,  and  sentenced  to  one  month's 
imprisonment.  It  is  new  to  me  that 
one  man  out  of  14  can  constitute  an  un- 
lawful assembly  or  a  riot.  Perhaps 
some  explanation  may  be  given  of  the 
extraordinary  cases  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Hushcliffe  Division 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis).  Certainly  if  such 
oases  occurred  in  Ireland,  they  are  a 
gross  abuse  of  the  law.  In  my  opinion, 
the  constant  irritating  interference  of 
the  police  is  calculated  to  weaken, 
rather  than  to  strengthen,  respect  for 
the  law  and  respect  for  the  people  who 
administer  it.  I  do  not  hestitate  to  say 
that  Ireland  is  one  of  the  most — perhaps 
the  most — police-ridden  counmes  in 
Europe ;  ana,  therefore,  I  ask  whether 
we  are  justified  in  addressing  Her 
Majesty  in  language  of  gratulation 
respecting  the  state  of  the  country. 
In  nis  observations  upon  the  Gweedore 
case  and  the  murder  of  District  Inspector 
Martin,  the  Chief  Secretary  seemed  a 
little  to  miss  the  point  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  remarks.  The  Chief  Secretary 
said  there  was  a  grievous  error  of  judg- 
ment committed  by  those  who  had 
charge  of  the  police  in  the  locality  in 
not  having  a  sufficient  body  of  men 

g resent  at  the  arrest  of  Father  M'Fadden . 
»ut  that  was  not  the  point  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  observations.  The  Chief 
Secretary  did  not  answer  the  question 
''  Who  gave  the  order  to  arrest  Father 
M'Fadden  on  Simday  as  he  came  from 
the  celebration  of  Mass?"  The  point 
of  the  case,  the  liffht  it  shows  on  the  tact 
and  judgment  of  those  who  have  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
seems  to  me  to  lie  in  this,  the  mistake 
made — to  put  it  at  its  least — in  arresting 
a  popular,  a  beloved  priest  judt  when  he 
hail  taken  off  his  vestments  on  leaving 
the  altar,  in  the  midst  of  an  excited  con- 
gregation leaving  chapel.  It  is  un- 
necessary for  me  to  say  that  I  do  not 
excuse  or  palliate  for  a  moment  the 
brutal  murder  of  District  Inspector 
Martin ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  the  Leaders 
of  the  Nationalist  Party  in  Ireland  can 
only  regard  a  deplorable  incident  of  this 
kind  as  calculated  to  do  pprave  injury  to 
the  cause  they  are  agitating  for.  But  I 
do  say  that  whoever  it  waa  ^^  ^^a^ 
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strong  sentence  which  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  Morley),  when  he  said  the 
whole  history  of  your  Administration  of 
Ireland — the  way  in  which  you  obtained 
power,  and  the  way  in  which  you  are 
Keeping  it — is  a  gross  Parliamentary 
fraud.  My  mind  and  the  minds  of  those 
I  represent  are  made  up  on  this  subject. 
They  and  I  fully  agree  with  one  other 
sentence  which  fell  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Liskeard, 
in  which  he  said  the  settlement  of  the 
question  of  the  Government  of  Ireland 
was  the  great  question  of  the  present 
century.  I  have  always  thought  it 
might  be  a  long  struggle,  and  have  felt 
certain  it  would  be  a  great  one.  Upon 
one  other  matter  I  desire  to  speak  the 
minds  of  those  I  am  sent  here  to  repre- 
sent. They  desire  me  to  oppose  with 
vigour  and  persistence  and  by  every 
legitimate  means  this  ridiculous  com- 
petition into  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  invited  us,  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  to  enter  against  the 
great  military  nations  of  Europe ;  at  the 
end  of  which,  in  my  judgment,  lies  the 
Wolseley-oum-Chamberlain  scheme  of 
universal  conscription.  My  constituents 
care  nothing  about  the  catalogue  of 
sham  proposals  put  forward  by  the 
Government.  They  believe  that  the 
settlement  of  this  Question  of  the 
Government  of  Ireland  is  a  vital  and 
pressing  matter.  Belying  not  only  on 
our  principles,  but  on  our  mandate  from 
the  country,  we  feel  perfectly  sure  that 
a  clear  and  resolute  policy  such  as  ours 
is  certain  of  ultimate  success.  People 
are  too  apt  to  look  at  the  incidents  of  a 
great  struggle,  and  to  dwell  on  each 
particular,  rather  than  mark  the  whole 
stream  and  tendency  of  things,  and  this 
great  stream  we  say  is  in  the  direction 
which  we,  the  Liberal  Party,  believe  to 
be  right.  During  the  first  30  years  of 
this  century,  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
were  breaking  the  Act  of  Union  by 
taking  from  the  Irish  people  the  securi- 
ties they  had  possessed.  During  the 
next  35  years  there  were  some  fitful 
gleams  of  light,  for  in  the  five  years 
from  1835  to  1840,  there  was  in  Ireland 
under  the  administration  of  one  of  the 
most  extraordinary  men  ever  sent  over 
to  that  country  by  us — the  late  Mr. 
Thomas  Drummond — there  was  some- 
thing like  a  time  of  just  and  fair 
government.       During     the    last    30 
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years,  mainly  under  the  guidance 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid* Lothian  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone)»wehave  been  making  g^eat  strides 
in  the  direction  of  justice.  At  the  present 
moment  there  is  a  temporary  reaction. 
The  rump  of  the  old  Ascendancy  Party, 
so  well  represented  now  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Armac^h  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone  (T.  W.  Russell)  think 
they  have  found  their  man.  Well, 
I  would  say  that,  if  g^eat  dialectical 
skill,  literary  culture,  and  absolute  indif- 
ference to  the  sufferings  of  humanity, 
so  far  as  appears  from  his  public  con- 
duct, go  for  anything,  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  is  eminently  quiuified  to 
fiill  the  position  of  the  leader  and  de- 
fender of  that  particular  section.  We 
have  no  desire  to  enter  into  competition 
with  the  Party  opposite  in  the  system 
they  are  applying  to  the  administration 
of  Ireland.  The  Government  need  no 
longer  fear  any  rivalry  from  the  Liberal 
Party  in  the  matter  of  coercion.  We 
have  abandoned  all  that  and  have  found 
a  more  excellent  way,  which  is  by  repos- 
ing that  fcdth  in  the  people  which  alone 
can  give  a  sure  foundation  or  strength 
to  the  Executive.  We  believe  mat 
power  and  responsibility  must  be  joined. 
We  look  with  sympathy  on  the  efforts 
made  by  the  great  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Nationalist  Party  to  win  the  Irish  peo- 
ple from  unconstitutional  methods.  We 
sympathize  with  the  sufferings  of  our 
Irish  fellow-subjects,  and  we  wish  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  Godspeed  in  his 
endeavours.  As  far  as  we  ourselves 
are  concerned,  we  will  never  cease  in 
the  exertions  we  are  making  to  secure 
a  settlement  of  this  question  until  we 
have  helped  him  and  the  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  come  across  the 
Irish  Sea  with  him  to  bring  about  what 
we  ask  in  the  words  of  the  prayer  used 
when  we  assemble  together,  namely, 
that  which  will  tend  to  the  uniting  and 
knitting  together  of  the  hearts  of  the 
people  of  these  realms,  so  that  at  the 
end  of  the  nineteenth  century  we  may 
see  accomplished  a  true  and  real  and 
lasting  union  between  the  people  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
♦Mb.  COURTNEY  (CornwaU,  Bod- 
min): I  desire  in  the  few  minutes  I 
shall  occupy  the  House  to  say  some- 
thing in  answer  to  the  references  that 
have  beeu  made  to  myself  by  the  hon. 
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Qentleman  who  has  just  sat  down.  I 
oannot  think  I  have  been  so  wholly 
wanting  in  mjr  duties  as  a  representa- 
tiye  as  the  hon.  Member  has  endeav- 
oured to  make  out.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  three  illustrations, 
which  he  doubtless  supposed  were  the 
most  striking  he  could  bring  forward 
with  regard  to  what  he  represents  as  my 
political  tergiversation.  He  has  re- 
ferred to  what  I  said  in  1887  in 
regard  to  the  Mitchelstown  occurrence. 
On  that  occasion,  speaking  to  my 
constituents,  I  stated  that  that  was  a 
very  grave  matter,  and  I  thought  it 
ought  to  be  made  the  subject  of  an  in- 
quiry, and  I  was  then  certainly  under 
the  very  strong  impression  that,  con- 
sidering what  had  been  said  in  regard 
to  that  matter,  the  Leaders  of  the  Oppo- 
sition would  have  taken  the  course  of 
moving  for  the  issue  of  a  Hoyal  Com- 
mission, or  some  sort  of  independent 
Commission,  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
business.  Had  such  a  Motion  been 
made  at  that  time,  or  in  the  following 
Session,  I  should  have  g^ven  it  my 
support.  I  will  further  say  I  stiU 
regret  that  no  such  Motion  was  made, 
and  that  I  expressed  my  astonishment 
and  surprise  that  none  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  Liberal  Party  had 
thought  fit  to  adopt  such  a  course.  I 
think  that  this  Motion  for  an  independ- 
ent inquiry  ought  to  have  been  pressed. 
I  regret  that  it  was  not,  and,  although 
it  has  been  overlayed  by  subsequent 
events,  I  still  express  my  regret  it  was 
not  moved  for.  Whenever  the  admini- 
stration of  the  Government  of  Ireland  is 
discussed  in  this  House  two  totally  adverse 
statements  are  made.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House  make  statements  which 
are  too  frequently  marked  by  palpable  ex- 
aggeration so  as  not  to  command  our  con- 
fidence, and  on  the  other  side,  statements 
areoften  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
other  members  of  the  Government  based 
upon  the  reports  of  persons  who  are 
incriminated.  Why,  then,  when  you 
have  got  a  case  of  a  serious  character, 
which  requires  impartial  investigation, 
do  you  not  follow  up  the  declarations 
which  are  made  in  the  country  by  coming 
to  the  House  and  taking  the  Parlia- 
mentary course  of  moving  for  an  i 
inquiry  r 

11a.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  We  will. 

Mb.  OOURTNEY  :  The  hon.  Member 
says  "  We  wiU.*' 
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Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  I  adopt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words. 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  Oh,  yes.  When 
I  said  **We  will,"  I  spoke  with  com- 
plete confidence,  not  I  admit  justified 
by  what  has  since  happened,  that  the 
responsible  leaders  of  the  Opposition 
would  make  the  motion,  which  I  for 
one  would  have  supported.  I  do  not 
see  why  we  should  not  arrive  at  some 
method  of  getting  more  exactly  at 
the  facts,  and  abandon  the  process, 
which  is  extremely  exciting  to  the 
popular  imagination,  of  holding  adverse 
meetings  in  huge  halls,  giving  rise  to 
great  declamation  on  one  side  and  great 
declamation  on  the  other.  Have  you 
not  got  a  primd  facie  case  on  which  to 
found  a  Motion  for  such  an  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  Where 
are  we  to  get  the  facts  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  If  my  right  hon. 
Friend  pleads  inability  to  make  any 
such  Motion,  I  think  he  underrates  his 
own  powers.  The  next  accusation  made 
against  me  was  with  reference  to  de- 
clarations in  my  Election  Address  at  the 
last  General  Election,  that  I  thought 
local  self-government  must  be  given  to 
Ireland.  I  have  been  for  years  in  favour 
of  extending  local  self-government  to 
that  coimtry.  I  stated  in  my  Election 
Address  that  I  was  of  opinion  than  this 
was  even  more  called  for  than  was 
an  extension  of  local  government  for 
England.  I  think  so  still,  but  I 
know  the  limits  of  Parliamentary 
power.  I  am  very  well  aware,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid-Lothian  must  be,  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  carry  a  Local  Government 
Bill  for  the  three  countries  during  one 
Session.  I  was  quite  confident  last  year 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  carry  a 
complete  Local  Government  Bill  for 
England,  and  the  result  proved  that  I 
was  right.  It  is  all  very  well  for  those 
who  have  no  responsibility  to  say  that 
the  Bill  should  have  been  wider 
in  its  scope.  The  Opposition  always 
says  so,  while  those  on  the  Government 
bench,  knowing  the  limits  of  their  own 
power,  always  reply,  **  We  go  as  far  as 
we  can."  I  think  that  the  impartial 
judgment  of  the  future  with  respect  to 
last  Session  of  Parliament  will  be  that 
the  Local  Government  Bill  for  England 
and  Wales  did  go  as  far  as  the  capacity 
of  Parliametit  would  allow.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
lias  Maid  often  and  often  that  the  Bill  is 
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my  opinion,  the  Goyemment  has  in  this 
matter,  I  will  take  the  liherty  of  re- 
ferring him  again  to  the  49th  section  of 
the  Prisons  Act,  1879,  which  prescribes 
**That  every  prisoner  imder  sentence 
inflicted  on  conviction  for  sedition  or 
seditious  libel  shall  be  treated  as  a  mis- 
demeanant of  the  first  division. "  A  great 
many  of  the  prisoners  who  have  been 
convicted  would,  if  there  were  no  Crimes 
Act,  and  if  they  were  tried  in  the 
ordinary  way — in  a  constitutional  way, 
and  in  the  way  in  which  they  ought  to 
be  tried,  namely,  by  judge  and  jury,  be 
tried  for  sedition  or  seditious  libel,  and 
if  they  were  so  tried  and  convicted,  they 
would  be  entitled  to  be  treated  as  mis- 
demeanants of  the  first  class.  I  will 
not  incur  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
criticism  by  sa3ring  anything  about 
what  he  has  called  the  disting^shed 
man  or  the  popular  man  argument. 
Although  it  is  entitled  to  very  con- 
siderable weight,  it  is  an  argument 
which  is  not  conclusive.  It  is  entitled 
to  very  considerable  weight  for  the 
reckon  which  I  have  just  mentioned, 
namely,  that  the  infliction  of  these  per- 
sonal indignities  upon  men  who  are  so 
much  respected,  and  so  much  beloved 
by  a  large  majority  of  their  countrymen, 
and  have  earned  the  respectful  admiration 
of  a  great  many  people  in  England  and 
Scotland,  is  calculated  to  increase  the 
alienation  of  the  people  from  the  law. 
There  are  at  present  22  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  either  in  prison  [An 
hon.  Member  :  25]~25  Members  eiuier 
either  in  prison  or  out  on  bail  awaiting 
the  result  of  appeals.  Who  are  they  ? 
They  are  men  who  haVe  been  sent  up  to 
this  House  in  obedience  to  Her  Majesty's 
writ,  to  serve  in  Parliament  as  repre- 
sentatives of  counties  and  boroughis  in 
Ireland.  They  are  men  whose  votes  in 
this  House  might  at  any  time  deter- 
mine the  fate  of  a  Ministry  on  the  most 
momentous  issues  of  Imperial  policy, 
even  the  issues  of  war  and  peace.  Do 
hon.  Members  opposite  think  that  when 
these  Gentlemen  come  out  of  prison  they 
will  be  less  respected  or  admired 
by  the  majority  of  their  countrymen? 
Do  you  not  rather  think  that  the  inflic- 
tion of  these  personal  indignities  will  be 
an  additional  title  on  their  part  to  the 
confidence,  respect,  and  affection  of  the 
people ;  and,  if  so,  I  venture  to  say,  as 
a  mere  matter  of  policy  or  expediency, 
it  is  neither  wise  nor  statesmanlike  to 
onnecesparily  inflict    these  indignities 
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upon  these  Gentlemen.  The  only  object 
01  inflicting  personal  indignities  upon 
prisoners  is  to  mark  the  moral  deg^rada- 
tion  to  which  they  have  sunk.  But  if  it 
ceases  to  have  that  effect  then  it  becomes 
inexpedient  and  impolitic.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  the  success 
which  has  attended  the  Crimes  Act.  I 
was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  quote  in  this  House  the 
Heport  of  some  anon3rmous  barrister  of 
what  has  been  said  by  some  Judge  on 
some  occasion  in  some  case  without  any 
context  whatever.  I  hardly  think  the 
House  will  be  disposed  to  accept  the 
Beport  of  the  anonymous  barrister  even 
on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  guarantee. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  be- 
yond that ;  he  gave  some  statistics  which 
seem  more  fallacious  than  figures  usually 
are.  He  told  us  that  of  the  ordinary 
Civil  oases  which  come  before  Courts  of 
Appeal  26^  per  cent,  succeed.  Well,  I 
know  something  about  appeals,  and  I 
was  surprised  to  hear  that  the  average 
was  not  higher.  I  would  have  expected 
that  it  would  be  about  5G  per  cent. 
Under  the  Crimes  Act  it  appears  that 
the  successful  appeals  are  only  8  per 
cent. ;  but  having  regard  to  the  nature 
of  these  cases,  which  turn  not  so  much 
on  questions  of  law,  but  on  questions 
of  fact,  I  wonder  that  the  percentage  is 
even  so  high.  The  House  must  re- 
member that  it  is  in  the  smaller  cases, 
in  which  sentences  of  one  month  only 
are  inflicted  that  the  g^reatest  injustice 
is  done  under  the  Crimes  Act,  these 
being  cases  in  which  there  is  no  appeal. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
juries  convicted  in  a  larger  number  of 
cases  than  magistrates.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  is  so,  and  simply  because 
those  who  have  charge  of  prosecutions 
are  not  quite  so  ready  to  bring  cases 
before  the  test  of  a  jury  as  they  are  to 
bring  them  before  tifie  resident  magis- 
trates, from  whom  it  is  presumably  niore 
easy  to  obtain  convictions.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  also  stated  that  no  one 
alleges  that  the  prisoners  convicted  are 
not  all  rightly  convicted.  But  that  is  an 
entire  misapprehension.  Owing  to  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  any  certain  infor- 
mation from  the  inadequate  reports  in 
the  newspapers,  and  the  great  difficulty 
of  obtaining  the  detailed  facts  of  any 
case,  it  is  not  easy  to  point  to  any  indivi- 
dual case  and  assert  that  in  that  case 
there  has  been  a  wrongful  conviction.  I 
would  be  no  party  to  attacking  any 
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dedrion  of  a  tribunal  unless  I  was  quite  . 
sure  of  my  facts.  Neyertheless,  I  can-  j 
not  acquiesce  in  the  optimistic  view  of ! 
the  Ohief  Secretary  that  all  the  convic-  { 
tions  are  legally  justified.  I  will  tell 
the  House  where  the  cases  under  the 
Crimes  Act  seem  to  me  to  be  most 
faulty.  I  had  not  the  honour  of  a  seat 
in  the  House  when  the  Act  was  passed, 
but  the  great  defect,  the  great  olot  in 
the  system  introduced  by  the  Act 
seemed  to  me  to  be  that  it  left  to  persons 
of  insufficient  training  and  legal  ex- 
perience the  adjudication  on  two 
Dranohes  of  law  of  so  elastic  and  ill- 
defined  a  character  as  the  law  of 
conspiracy  and  the  law  relating  to  un- 
lawful assembly.  Cases  of  this  kind  are 
peculiarly  fitted  to  be  tried  by  juries, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  any  jury  would 
find  shopkeepers  who  combined  together 
guilty  of  conspiracy  because  they  refused 
to  supply  a  person  with  goods  which,  in 
fact,  he  did  not  require,  and  only  asked 
for  so  as  to  make  a  case  for  prosecution. 
There  was  one  circumstance  about  the 
Milltown  Malbay  cases  which  threw  a 
lurid  light  upon  the  administration  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  and  that  was  that  the 
police  were  employed  by  the  Divisional 
Magistrate  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
offences.  I  admit  that  since  the  decision 
in  the  Killeagh  case  there  has  been  a 
n^at  improvement  in  the  way  in  which 
Kesident  Magistrates  have  dealt  with 
this  question.  This  is  no  doubt  a 
salutary  result ;  but  it  is  due,  not  to  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  administer- 
ing the  Statutes,  but  to  the  course 
adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
fora,  in  bringing  the  case  before  the 
superior  Courts.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  the  House  to  believe 
that  all  the  convictions  under  the  Crimes 
Act  are  right.  Let  me  say  a  word  or 
two  with  reference  to  the  crime  of  un- 
lawful assembly.  It  appears  to  me 
that  in  Ireland,  whenever  two  or 
three  people  meet  together,  they  form 
an  unlawful  assembly.  In  one  case 
some  people  who  had  collected  round  a 
bonfire  were  dispersed  by  the  police  as 
an  unlawful  assembly.  Perhaps  the 
most  remarkable  case  which  has  come 
under  my  notice  occurred  at  Waterford, 
and  was  reported  in  the  FVseman^s  Jour- 
nal,  A  charge  of  intimidation  was  pre- 
ferred against  14  persons  in  a  Court 
held  under  the  provisions  of  the  Crimes 
Act.  Evidence  was  ffiven  that  the  de- 
fendants and  a  orowd  stopped  opposite 


the  house  of  a  man  named  Power,  and 
shouted  '' Ghrabber.''  Power  declined 
to  give  evidence,  declaring  that  he  had 
suffered  more  from  the  police  than  the 
people.  Thirteen  of  tne  defendants 
were  acquitted  ;  but  the  fourteenth  was 
convicted,  and  sentenced  to  one  month's 
imprisonment.  It  is  new  to  me  that 
one  man  out  of  14  can  constitute  an  un- 
lawful assembly  or  a  riot.  Perhaps 
some  explanation  may  be  given  of  tne 
extraordinary  cases  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Rushcliffe  Division 
(Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis).  Certainly  if  such 
cases  occurred  in  Ireland,  they  are  a 
gross  abuse  of  the  law.  In  my  opinion, 
the  constant  irritating  interference  of 
the  police  is  calculated  to  weaken, 
rather  than  to  strengthen,  respect  for 
the  law  and  respect  for  the  people  who 
administer  it.  1  do  not  hestitate  to  say 
that  Ireland  is  one  of  the  most — perhaps 
the  most — police-ridden  countries  m 
Europe ;  and,  therefore,  I  ask  whether 
we  are  justified  in  addressing  Her 
Majesty  in  language  of  gratulation 
respecting  the  state  of  the  country. 
In  his  observations  upon  the  Gweedore 
case  and  the  murder  of  District  Inspector 
Martin,  the  Chief  Secretary  seemed  a 
little  to  miss  the  point  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend's  remarks.  The  Chief  Secretary 
said  there  was  a  grievous  error  of  judg- 
ment committed  by  those  who  had 
charge  of  the  police  in  the  locality  in 
not  having  a  sufficient  body  of  men 
present  at  the  arrest  of  Father  M'Fadden . 
But  that  was  not  the  point  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend's  observations.  The  Chief 
Secretary  did  not  answer  the  question 
"  Who  gave  the  order  to  arrest  Father 
M'Fadden  on  Simday  as  he  came  from 
the  celebration  of  Mass?"  The  point 
of  the  case,  the  li^ht  it  shows  on  the  tact 
and  judgment  of  those  who  have  the 
administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
seems  to  me  to  lie  in  this,  the  mistake 
made — to  put  it  at  its  least — in  arresting 
a  popular,  a  beloved  priest  judt  when  he 
haii  taken  off  his  vestments  on  leaving 
the  altar,  in  the  midst  of  an  excited  con- 
gregation leaving  chapel.  It  is  un- 
necessary for  me  to  say  that  I  do  not 
excuse  or  palliate  for  a  moment  the 
brutal  muraer  of  District  Inspector 
Martin ;  and  I  am  quite  sure  the  Leaders 
of  the  Nationalist  Partv  in  Ireland  can 
only  regard  a  deplorable  incident  of  this 
kind  as  calculated  to  do  p^ave  injury  to 
the  cause  they  are  agitating  for.  But  I 
do  say  that  whoever  it  was  who  was 
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assure  the  noble  Lord  that  there  will 
be  no  delay  whatever  in  bringing 
it  forward ;  it  will  be  presented  to  the 
House  the  moment  it  is  out  of  the 
draftsman's  office.  I  fear  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  name  any  exact  day 
under  the  circumstance^,  but  I  hope 
that  by  the  week  after  next  the  Bill 
will  be  in  a  proper  state  to  be  brought 
forward  in  your  Lordships'  House. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuisday^  2eth  Fihruary,    1889. 


POLIOB  AND  8ANITABT  REGULATIONS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Oommittee  of  Selec- 
tion do  appoint  a  Oommittee,  not  ex- 
ceeding nine  Members,  to  whom  shall 
be  referred  all  Private  Bills  promoted 
by  Municipal  and  other  Local  Authori- 
ties, by  which  it  is  proposed  to  create 
powers  relating  to  police  and  sanitary 
regulations  which  deviate  from,  or  are 
in  extension  of,  or  are  repugnant  to, 
the  general  law. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Order  173a  be 
applicable  to  all  Bills  referred  to  the 
said  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Oommittee  have 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum  of 
the  Oommittee. — {Mr,  Stua/rt- Worthy.) 

Q  UE  8TI0N  8. 

»  CONSOLS  AND  REDUCED. 

Snt  J.  LUBBOCK  (London  Univer- 
sity) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
Exchequer,  with  reference  to  the  an- 
nouncement in  the  Queen's  Speech  as 
regards  Oonsols  and  Reduced,  whether 
it  is  proposed  to  convert  the  whole  at 
the  expiration  of  the  notice — namely, 
on  the  6th  of  July;  or,  if  not,  what 
course  it  is  intended  to  pursue  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  Yes,  Sir  ;  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  that  the  whole 
amount  of  Three  per  Cent.  Oonsols  and 
Reduced   outstanding  shall  either   be 
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paid  off  or  converted  at  the  expiration 
of  the  notice. 

INDIA— NUTHOO  WILSON. 

Mb.  0.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
yet  received  any  information  as  to  the 
case  of  Nuthoo  Wilson,  now  a  prisoner 
at  Tehri  Gurwhal ;  and,  whether  he  can 
lay  upon  the  Table  the  Report  on  the 
case  of  Nuthoo  Wilson,  recently  made  by 
Mr.  Reed,  Commissioner  at  Kumaon  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  for 
INDIA  (Sir  J.  E.  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  called  for  a 
Report,  but  there  has  not  yet  been 
sufficient  time  for  its  arrival. 

THE  NEW  MAGAZINE  RIFLE. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  any,  and  if  any,  how  many, 
patents  for  inventions  adopted  in  tho 
new  magazine  rifle,  stand  in  the  names 
of  Government  officials,  or  servants,  and 
how  many  in  the  names  of  other  per- 
sons ;  whether  he  has  made  full  inquiry 
into  the  validity  of  these  jpatents,  es- 
pecially those  standing  in  the  names  of 
persons  not  in  the  Government  service ; 
and,  whether  any  sum  has  been  decided 
upon  as  the  price  or  acknowledgment 
to  be  paid  for  the  several  patents ;  and, 
if  so,  what  is  the  amount  in  each  case  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  There  are 
alleged  patents  connected  with  parts  of 
the  new  magazine  rifle.  A  very  full 
inquiry  as.to  their  validity  will  be  made 
before  any  question  of  payment  or  com- 
pensation'for  rights  under  them  will  be 
considered.  At  present  I  do  not  admit 
that  there  are  any  patents  connected 
with  parts  of  the  new  rifle  which  g^ve 
anyone  a  claim  to  compensation. 

Mb.  HANBURY :  Is  it  not  the  fact 
that  the  War  Office  made  application  to 
the  Treasury  to  pay  the  sum  of  very 
nearly  £60,000  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  No  ;  certainly 
not. 

IRELAND— THE   GROWN   WITNESS 
CULLINANE. 

Mr.  COX  (Clare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant whether  CuUinane,  the  informer, 
is  still  in  the  employment  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland;  and,    if  so,    whether 


873  7%s  Royal  {Fbbbuabt  26,  1889}  Barraeh,  DuhKn.  374 

facilities  will  be  giyen  to  the  solloitor  for  Mb.  MAO  NEILL    (Donegal,     S.) : 

the  defence  at  the  Special  Oommission  Have    not    the    Dublin    Metropolitan 

to    have    a   subpcena  served    on    that  Police  distinguishing  marks;   do  they 

person  ?  not  wear  numbers  and  also  letters  of  the 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJH:    Assuming  alphabet? 

that  this  question  relates  to  the  witness  Mb.    A.    J.    BALFOUH :    I    stated 

who  gave  evidence   against  the  mur-  the  other  day  that  in.  several  of  the 

derers  of  Head  Oonstable  Whelehan,  large  towns'the  police  have  distinguish- 

the  man    neither   was  nor  is    in  the  ing  marks. 

employment  of  the  Government  in  Ire-  Mb.    MAO  NEILL :    Why     is    the 

land.  distinction  maintained  in  towns,  and  not 

Mb.  OCX :  Did  this  man  not  swear,  in  the  country  ? 
both  at  the  investigation  at  Ennis  and 

at  the  trial  at  Wioklow,  that  he  was  IRISH  PUBLIC  WORKS  COMMISSION, 

for  years  in  the  pay  of   the  Govern^  j^^  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  ( Wolver- 

^^'i*     A    T  oAT-Eirk-rm     x  i,          •  hamptou) :    I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 

Mb  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  given  ^  ^g^  Treasury   what    has    been  the 

the  information  I  have  obtwned,  and  I  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^  j^    1  Commission  on 

believe   it    is    correct.      If  the    hon.  j^^j^  p^^^^  ^^^^^    ^^^  whether  any 

GenUeman  has  any  doubt  m  the  matter,  ^       ^^^  jj           ^^  ^1,^^  ^^^^^^^  1,^^^ 

and  will  repeat  his  Question  another  ^^^^      j^  ^o  wiy  Oommissioner  for  his 

^^?;  ^  ^^"^n*^'?',*^  J^^'.r'  '*•   .  ..     services  on  that  Commission  ? 
Mb.  cox  :  Certainly,  I  wiU  repeat  it.        rp^  SECRETARY   to  thb  TREA- 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY.     2.F^^     ^^'^   Jackson,     Leeds,    N.) : 

Mb.  H.  J.  WILSON  (York,  W.  R.,    \^^     T^  ,?*  J^""     Commission,    as 

TT  1    iJluN      T  Vr^V     «  u  \v.^  nu^Li   charged  on  the  Temporary  Commissions 

i^^^L  \A^  uJii^^i  Jot/  ^- 1-  M^j^nc. 

,.      ^^       •i.u       v  rj'xi       amounting  to  a  further  sum  of  about 

what  means,  in  the  absence  of  dietan-    ^^^^  ^J  ^  ^    ^        ^^her  Votes 

cruishing  numbers,   a  member  of  the  e        t,  i,-  •  *•         jbu^      rru-^^ 

feoyal  fiish  Oon/.t«;bulary.  who  may  be  &/    "^tione'T.  .prmting     &c      Three 

wanted  as  a  ^tness  or  defendant  in  "'  ^^^  Commissioners    received  remu- 

1     _i   »_^^^:-^     — ^   K^   iA^tm^A .  nerabon  at  the  rate  of  ten  guineas  a 

legal  proceedings,    can  be  identified;  _.o.ui_«  j__  «  .tated  in  the  Estimates 

whether  any  instructions  exist  requiring  T' 1887  88  we  5^  J!^t"nates 

the  men  and  officers  of  the  «>iisteT)ulary       ^     ^mM  H.  FOWLER :  Were 

^f  ^^^^^!^^lV^J^%^^^i^^^    the  names  of  the  Commissioners  stated  ? 
of  members  of  that  body  for  the  purpose       jj      JACKSON :   I  do  not  remember 

of  such  Prx»^^g« ;  "'i  ^\^t^iZl  whether  the  names  of  the  Commissioners 

IS  any  oBi  eotion  to  the  English  pracface  ^^^^  j^  ^^^  Estimate,   but,   of 

m  regarato    distmgmshing  numbers  ^^               ^  ^   Commissioners 

being  introduced  among  the  Irish  Con-  ^^^  ^Jjj  ^^^^^ 

Btobulaiy?  rm.„T„„w«.       Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLER:    I  want    to 

a       •  f  i;?«  Sl^^h  n„^ISS,!£   know  the  names  of  the  Commissioners 
Gteneral  of  the  Royal  Lish  Constabulary      ,  . ,     ~,^  certain  of 

reports,  with  regard  to  paragraphs  1    Yc^^      v    ^  .       a     t    ''5      ,     i 

rewjra,  wii>u  «g»ru         i.»j  ri,^^^„^„    them  who  were  not  paid.    I  understand 

and  2,  that  eyei7  member  rf  the  force    ^         -^     ^       GenLman's  reply  that 

"^"SSM'^^.ti  i?  on-~rf  nZ«    three  of  the  Commissioners  were  paid 
mentioned  is  bound  to  fiTive  nis  name    .  ^      •  j  r        *.  i.    -l.        A.  • 

when  asked,  and  his  officirs  or  his  com-    i 0  guineas  a  day .    I  want  to  know  tlieir 

'^^'^  T  iTt  ^.^JtJ^^X  ?   '^  Mb''  JACKSON :  There    were    four 
required ;  and  as  regards  paragraph  3,    rx^^^i^i^^^^    altogether     Mr     Pirn 
that  he  is  not  of  opinion  that  any  neces-    ^mmissioners    aito§etner.    Mr.    i-im, 

•i!-      •  *    #^    «-«^i««.  ^:<.4,*«j;,:.i«;«n.   one    of    the    Commissioners,   was    not 
sity  exists  for  assig^ning  disting^sning        . ,  ' 

numbers  throughout  the  force  generally,    P^^* 

g:ner.ySL'^Mh*°nJSbLTo^I  THE  BOVAL  BAKRA0K8,  DUBLIN, 

prove  exteemely  embarrassing,  in  yiew  Mb.  LAMBERT   (Islington,    E.) :  I 

of  the  remoyals  of  men  both  in  bodies  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

and  as  indiyidoals    constantly  taJdng  War    whether   he    is  aware    that  the 

place  in  all  parts  of  Ireland.  Royal  Lancaster  Regiment  asked  to  be 

Q2 
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allowed  to  move  from  the  Boyal  Bar-  last  for  jobbery  and  corruption  were 

racks  to  Beggar's-bush  Barracks,  Dub-  such  as  to  render  it  inadvisable  to  restore 

lin,  when  the  Liverpool  Eegiment  left  them  to  office  at  present.    I  may  add 

there  on    February   1 1 ;  whether  per-  that  memorials  signed  by  very  influential 

mission  was  refused,  and  whether  the  persons  in  the  Union  have  been  received, 

Seaforth  Highlanders,   from    Glasgow,  praying  that   the  services  of  the  Vice 

were  sent  to  Beggar's- bush  Barracks  Guardians  may  be  retained, 
because  a  guarantee  had  been  given 

that  no  fresh  troops  should  be  put  in  the  POST  OFFICE  SAVINQB  BANEIS 

the  Royal  Lancaster  Regiment  for  the  ^"^^S  ^  l^«  *?,  *«^  the  Postmaster 

whole  of  its  term  in  DubUn,  in  barracks  ^ffF^  ,  ''i®"    ^\\^^\  Regulations 

rnti^'LttSir^'^"'*^'^^'  SWd^^nre'T^L^oTJ^fH^^^^^^ 

''''i^^E/sTiNSoPE!  Ab  a  result  of  H.^.^p'^l^f '^^H^^'^^n^ 

the  promise  that  no  fresh  troops  should  ^^«',  ^T  v  J^i.      w'""!^^ ''    V"" 

be  moved  into  the  Royal  Barrioks.  the  subject  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 

request  of  the  Lancaster  Regiment  was  f"  ^t^*^''  if*  «'8^*  *>^!  ^H*  l}/^'' 

recused.    The  General  Commanding  re-  £.''"8^*  t*  well  to  postpone  the  introduc- 

ports  that  during  the  ten  months  the  ^'^^  ?f  ^^J""^"'  '«g»la^«°»  °^til 

Lancaster  Regiment  has  been  in  the  "PPO'ta^ty  ^m  been  given  to  observe 

Royal  Barracis  it  has  been  particularly  *^«  TS^^^.u^tIi'T*.     ??"  "Y^ 

he/lthy.    That  stops  are  beiSg  taken  tb  ^«™  l"**  °?  **»«  ^"^^^  ^^^^^T"  ^'^* 

put  the  barracks  into  a  thoroi^Uy  sani-  y«"'  ^°  ''ff,  *?, "««  ''»**  alterations  m 

tary  condition  is  well  known.  matters  of  detail  may  be  most  desirable. 

Me.   LAMBERT:    WUl    the  Royal  The  hon   Member  called  my  attention 

Lancaster  Regiment  stay  there  during  *«^'^«  *^«  ^^f.?*  f}'^^  Session  to  the 

their  whole  te?m?  mconvemence  likely  to  be  caused  by  one 

Me.  stanhope  :  I  would  rather  not  ?'  *''«  regulations  respecting  the  signa- 

answer   that  at  present.    I  will  take  *"""  °^  Hmstee^  of  Friendly  Societies, 

immediate  steps  to  avert  any  danger  Arrangements  have  consequentiy  been 

that  mav  be  likelv  to  arise  made  under  which  withdrawals  from  the 

MB.MACNEiLL:  Do  I  understand  '"ndsofFriendlySocieties  can  be  effected 

that,  during  the  last  ten  months,  the  on  the  signature  of  two  Trustees. 

Roykl  Barrwks  have  been  particularly  ,   ^^^^^^^t^V  ^f°  arrangementa 

healthv  ?                                 ^                "^  be  made  whereby  Members  of  the  House 

Mr  STANHOPE :  What  I  said  was  ??^  ^^^    ^''P^®^  ^^  *^®   ^^^  ^^''' 

that  the  Eoyal  Lancaster  Ee^ment,  who  "^P?           ttttics      t      -n    •       •          t 

have  been  in  the  Eoyal  Ba^acks,  have  ,  ^?;  ^^IKES :    I    will   inquire :    I 

been  in  a  particularly  healtby  state.  f^^^  ^^  ^^'^  «f^^^  '^  *^**  «^^^  ^« 

THE  DUNGARVAN  UNION. 

Mr.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmeath,  BELFAST  TELEGRAPH  OFFICE. 
8.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  whether  the  Local  to  ask  the  Postmaster  Qeneral  whether 
Government  Board  intend  to  direct  the  he  is  aware  of  the  dissatisfactioix  which 
discontinuance  in  office  of  the  paid  has  been  caused  by  the  removal  of  the 
Guardians  of  the  Dungarvan  Union  in  telegraph  office  from  Waring  Street,  Bel- 
time  to  allow  the  reelection  of  a  Board  fast ;  and  whether,  considering  the  great 
of  Guardians  on  the  26th  of  March  next,  inconveDience  of  the  present  arrange- 
and  give  the  ratepayers  a  voice  in  the  ment,  he  will  take  steps  to  have  a  tele- 
levjdng  and  expenditure  of  the  rates  ?  graph   office  established   in  connection 

The    chief     SECRET AEY     (Mr.  with  the  new  post  office  there  ? 

A.  J,  Balfour,  Manchester,   E.):  The  The     POSTMASTEE     GENERAL 

Local  Government  Board  would  not  feel  (Mr.  Eaikes)  :    The  branch  post  office 

justified  in  discontinuing  the  Vice  Guar-  and  telegraph  office  in  Waring  Street, 

dians  of  Dungarvan  Union  next  month,  Belfast,  was  closed  on  the  31st  of  August, 

as  the  proceedings  of  the  elected  Guar-  1886,  when,  by  the  removal  of  the  head 

dians  who  were  displaced   in  October  post  office  to  Eoyal  Avenue,  a  new  tele* 

Mr,  Lambert 
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graph  office  was  opened  about  400  yards 
off.  A  memorial  for  the  establishment 
of  telegraph  business  at  the  present 
receiving  office  in  Waring  Street  has 
recently  been  received  and  is  now  ujider 
inquiry. 

IREIxAJ^D— IMPRISONMENT    OF    MR. 

CAREW. 

Me.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether  Mr. 
Carew,  M.P.,  a  prisoner  under  the 
Crimes  Act  in  Kilkenny  Oaol,  still 
refuses  to  wear  the  convict  garb ; 
whether  his  left  arm,  shoulder,  and  hip 
have  lieen  injured  by  the  violence  in- 
flicted upon  him  by  a  body  of  warders  in 
stripping  him  of  his  clothes  on  his 
arrival  at  the  prison  last  week ;  and  what 
is  the  legal  authority  for  stripping  Mr. 
Garew  by  violence  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  1.  Mr.  Carew 
still  refuses  to  wear  the  prison  dress. 
2.  Mr.  Carew  admits  that  his  re- 
sistance to  the  removal  of  his  clothes 
and  the  putting  on  of  the  prison  dress 
was  very  violent,  and  considerable 
force  had  in  consequence  to  be  used  in 
enforcing  compliance  on  his  part  with 
the  rules,  but  the  Governor,  who 
was  present,  states  the  force  used  was 
not  greater  than  the  circumstances 
rendered  necessary.  Mr.  Carew  com- 
plains that  his  left  shoulder  and  right 
hip  were  strained  in  the  struggle,  but 
the  only  mark  of  injury  now  percep- 
tible is  a  scratch  on  the  back  of 
his  right  hand,  and  the  medical 
officer,  who  examined  him  imme- 
diately after  the  occurrence  as  well 
as  on  the  following  day,  states  that  he 
found  no  other  mark  of  injury  of  any 
sort.  3.  Section  IS  of  19  and  20  Vict., 
cap.  68,  and  Bule  28  of  the  Local  Prison 
Bules,  which  latter  requires  that  ''  a 
convicted  criminal  prisoner  shall  be  pro- 
vided with  a  complete  prison  dress  and 
shall  be  required  to  wear  it."  These 
provisions  carry  with  them,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Board,  a  legal  authority 
to  do  whatever  is  reasonably  necessary 
to  give  effect  to  them. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Li  reference  to  the 
explanation  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  just  given,  I  beg  to  ask  him  whether 
Bule  58  of  the  Prison  Bules  authorises 
the  Governor,  in  case  of  disobedience, 
to  punish  a  prisoner  by  dose  confine- 
ment for  any  time  not  exceeding  24 
hours  and  by  being  kept  on  bread  and 


water ;  whether  Bule  59  prescribes  that 
a  man  may  be  punished  by  confinement 
in  a  prison  cell ;  what  Bule  authorizes 
the  application  of  physical  violence  to  a 
prisoner  to  compel  him  to  strip  himself 
of  his  clothes  and  to  put  other  clothes 
on ;  and,  in  view  of  the  enormous  num- 
ber of  Bules  directing  that  nothing  shall 
be  done  to  injure  any  prisoner  in  body 
or  mind,  and  Mr.  Carew  having  been 
continuously  six  days  and  nights  on  a 
plank  bed,  how  long  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intends  to  keep  my  hon. 
Friend  in  this  condition  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon. 
Member  asks  me  a  series  of  Questions 
without  notice.  In  his  last  Question  he 
asks  how  long  I  intend  to  allow  Mr. 
Carew  to  remain  in  his  present  condi- 
tion. I  have  only  in  reply  to  say  that 
this  is  a  question  entirely  for  the 
medical  officer  of  the  prison  to  decide. 
The  medical  officer  of  the  prison,  I 
have  no  doubt,  will  exercise  the  closest 
and  most  careful  supervision  over  Mr. 
Carew' s  health.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  he  will  see  that  no  injury  is 
done  to  Mr.  Carew's  health.  With 
regard  to  the  legal  question  in  the  earlier 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  interroga- 
tories, legal  opinions  have  been  given 
over  and  over  again.  I  have  been  ad- 
vised that  the  prison  authorities  were 
acting  properly,  in  accordance  both  with 
the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  Statute, 
in  exercising  such  force  as  unfortimately 
might  be  necessary  to  compel  obedience 
to  the  prison  rules.  Nor  can  I  conceive 
that  anyone  who  desires  the  comfort  of 
Mr.  Carew  himself  would  desire  to  sub- 
stitute for  that  amount  of  force  solitary 
confinement,  or  putting  upon  bread  and 
water 

Mb.  sexton  :  In  view  of  the  rules 
of  the  Prisons  Board  declaring  that 
punishment  for  disobedience  shall  be 
one  of  three  things— close  confinement, 
bread  and  water,  or  the  punishment 
cell — I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
cite  for  me  any  rule  which  justifies  the 
use  of  physical  force. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  speak  under  a  mis- 
apprehension. No  punishment  has  been 
inflicted  upon  Mr.  Carew.  Such  force 
only  was  used  as  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  enforce  obedience  to  the  Prison 
Bules.  If  I  rightly  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  desires  that  punishment 
should  be  inflicted. 
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Me.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be  good 
enough  to  say  whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  statement  in  to-day's  papers 
that  Mr.  Carew,  instead  of  having  a 
plank  bed,  has  been  supplied  with  a 
palliasse  and  mattress  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  have  not 
received  information  to  that  effect,  but 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  statement  is 
true. 

Ma.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny  8.) :  May  I 
ask  whether  the  same  medical  officer  is 
attending  Mr.  Carew  who  allowed 
Larkin,  one  of  Lord  Clanricarde's 
tenants,  to  die  unattended  in  his  cell  ? 

No  answer  was  given. 

Mb.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  prison  rule  which  the  right  hon. 
Oenueman  the  C^ef  Secretary  has 
quoted  relating  to  hair-cutting  does 
not  refer  to  females ;  and  whemer  the 
regulations  as  to  male  prisoners  are  not 
that  the  hair  shall  not  be  closer  than  is 
necessary  for  health  and  cleanliness  ?  I 
also  have  to  ask  whether  it  is  for  that 
purpose  that  the  hair  of  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  was  cut  by  violence  im- 
mediately after  their  admission;  and 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  no 
Member  of  Parliament  had  his  hair  cut 
in  prison  last  year  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
I  cannot,  without  further  notice,  add 
anything  to  the  answer  which  I  gave  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  understand  that 
the  praotice  in  Ireland  is  precisely  the 
same  as  it  is  England.  If  it  can  be 
shown  that  it  is  materially  different,  I 
will  engage  that  the  difference  shall  be 
removed. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Why  was  the  rule 
not  carried  out  last  year  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  misinformed. 

Mb.  SHEEHY  (GWway,  S.) :  If  my 
learned  Friend  is  misinformed,  may  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when  was 
my  hair  cut  off? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid 
the  hon.  Member  did  not  do  me  the 
honour  to  listen  to  my  answer.  What 
I  stated  was  that  the  practice  of  clipping 
hair  in  Irish  prisons  did  not  begin  in 
October  last,  as  some  persons  think. 
I  believe  there  were  three  or  four  oases 
in  which  the  hair  was  not  clipped.  No 
doubt  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
spoken  was  an  exception  if  he  says  so. 


No  doubt  he  is  very  competent  to  give 
information  upon  that  point.  But  in  all 
cases  the  exception  is  made  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  governor  or  the  doctor  of 
the  prison.        

Mb.  SHEEHY  t  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  governor  or  the  doctor  ever 
asked  that  my  hair  should  be  clipped  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Does  the 
hon.  Member  refer  to  the  Prisons 
Board?  I  presume  that  neither  the 
doctor  nor  the  governor  would  refer  to 
the  Prisons  Board*  seeing  that  it  is  a 
matter  which  is  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  doctor,  and  no  other  authority  is 
required. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mb.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield , 
Oentral) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  statements 
reported  to  have  been  made  by  Lord 
Oompton  to  the  electors  of  Bamsley, 
alleging  that  the  effect  of  the  Railway 
and  Ganal  Traffic  Act  has  been  to  in- 
crease the  rates  for  eoods  and  minerals, 
and  ^e  terminal  charges  of  the  Man- 
chester, Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire 
Railway  and  the  Great  Northern  Rail- 
way, and  that  schedules  have  been  sub- 
mitted for  the  approval  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  still  higher  rates,  amounting 
in  the  case  of  cosd  to  8s.  per  ton ;  and 
whether  such  statements  were  founded 
upon  fact  ? 

Sib  M.  HIGKS-BEAOH  :  My  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  statements  by 
the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I 
think  they  are  based  upon  an  entire 
misconception  of  the  Railway  and 
Oanal  Tri^cAct  of  last  Session,  and 
the  difference  between  the  maTimum 
rates  and  the  rates  actually  charged.  If 
a  Railway  Company  desires  to  raise  the 
rates  actually  charged,  it  can  only  do 
so,  since  the  Act  came  into  open^tian, 
by  giving  public  notice,  which  would 
be  sent  to  the  Board  of  Trade.  I  am 
not  aware  that  this  Railway  Company 
has  done  so.  In  regard  to  the  TtiftTifnnfn 
rates,  they,  of  course,  have  sent  in  a 
schedule,  as  other  companies  have  doney 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
Those  maximum  rates  must  be  coni- 
pared,  not  with  the  rates  actually 
charged  by  them,  but  with  their  stata- 
tory  powers,  and,  of  course,  they  will  be 
subjected  to  the  revision  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  of  Parliament. 
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OOLONIAL  C0N8TITU  TIONS. 

Mb.  p.  8TEVEN80N  CSuffi)lk,  Eye) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sacietaij  for  the 
Colonies  when  the  Betum  relating  to 
Colonial  Oonetitutions,  ordered  on  the 
9th  lloroh,  1888,  to  be  printed,  will  be 
issued  to  Members  ? 

BiaoH  H.  DB  WOEMS  :  The 
pftpers  are  in  the  printers'  hands,  and 
wifi  be '  ^      ' 


e  distributed  shortly. 

THE  INDIAN  CIVIL  SEBVIOB. 

Mb.  BHYCE  (Aberdeen  8.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  for  India 
when  Her  Majesty's  Home  Government 
or  the  Qovemmrait  of  India  propose  to 
announce  the  action  they  intend  to  take 
upon  the  recommendations  contained  in 
the  recently  issued  Report  of  the  Indian 
Fablio  Service  Commission;  and 
whether  the  Ooremment  contemplate 
making  any  alteration  in  the  age  at 
which  candidates  are  admissible  to 
compete  for  appointments  in  the  Indian 
Civil  Service  ? 

StB  J.  00H8T:  The  Secretary  of 
State  is  unable  to  name  any  precise  date 
upon  which  the  consideration  of  this 
important  Beport,  which  is  now  proceed- 
ing, will  he  concluded  and  a  decision 
arrived  at.  No  time  has  been  or  will 
be  lost  in  determining  how  far  effeot  oan 
be  given  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission.  The  alteration  of  age,  as 
recommended  by  the  Commission,  is  one 
of  the  matters  under  consideration. 

Mk.  BBYCE:  Is  it  the  expectation 
of  the  Oovemment  that  some  declara- 
tion will  be  made  on  the  subject 
during  the  present  Session  of  Farlia- 
ment  r 

Sm  JOHN  GOEST :  In  a  matter  of 
this  kind,  the  Secretary  of  State  cannot 
bind  himself  to  a  particular  time.  The 
matter  is  of  immense  importance,  and 
the  greatest  possible  attention  will  be 
paid  to  it,  both  at  home  and  in  India, 
and  a  decision  will  be  arrived  at  as 
speedily  as' possible. 


Me.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  beg  to  aek  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the 
Government,  in  aocordanoe  with  the 
pledge  given  byhimlon  13tb  November, 
1888,  have  examined  into  the  question 
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of  the  position  of  the  Law  Offitiers  of 
the  Crown  in  regard  to  their  taking 
private  praotioe ;  and  whether  they  have 
come  to  any  conclusion  on  the  sub* 
iectP 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  There  has  not 
been  time  to  give  consideration  to  the 
matter  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers.  He  will  remember  I  said  it  was 
one  of  oonsiderable  difficulty. 

Mb.  SYDNEY  BUXTON ;  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  undertake  to  ex- 
amine into  the  matter,  and  give  the 
House  his  decision  before  the  ^timates 

me  on? 

Ms.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  cannot  give  a 
positive  undertaking,  but  I  certainly 
will  endeavour  to  examine  into  the 
subject. 

IBBLAMD— IMPRISONMENT    OF 
MEMBEEB. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY  (Newcaatle-on- 
Tyne) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  by  whose  direc- 
tion Mr.  £.  Harrington,  M.F.,  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien,  M:P.,  and  Mr.  Oarew, 
H.P.,  were,  on  beinj;  admitted  to  prison, 
subjected  to  the  indignity  of  having 
their  hair  out  off;  and  whether  this 
course  has  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Prisons  Board ;  why  a  distinction  was 
made  in  this  respect  between  these 
Members  and  other  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment and  others  who  have  been  pre- 
viously committed  to  prison  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act;  and  whether  the  prison  rules 
justify  such  action  otherwise  than  for 
the  purpose  of  enforoing  cleanliness  7 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH ;  It  was  hy  no 
special  direction,  but  in  accordance  with 
ordinary  prison  rules,  that  the  hair  was 
dipped.  I  understand  &e  Bule  is  aa 
foDows : — 

"  No.  36.'  Ench  mala  prisoner  ahall  have  his 
htaid  clipped  or  be  BMred  at  leait  once  & 
wee):,  imlesB  specially  oiempted  by  thegoTemor 
or  aargeon.  .  .  .  The  hair  of  m&Ie  crimimilpri- 
wiven  shall  not  be  cut  ebaer  Uaq  mar  be  necss- 
UTf  lor  purpOBU  of  he*lUi  and  clearilmeH." 
The  distinction  made  in  the  cases  re- 
ferred to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  therefore  due  to  special  exemptions 
by  the  governor  or  medical  officer.  The 
rule  and  praotioe  is  precisely  the  same 
as  that  which  obtaine  in  England,  and 
which  was  put  in  force  in  ue  case  of 
the  Member  for  North-West  Luiark- 
■hire. 
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stead  of  speaking  of  the  county  of 
Kerry,  I  should  have  spoken  of  the 
Kenmare  Estate.  The  facts  are  these : 
On  the  estate  of  the  Earl  of  Kenmare  in 
Kerry,  there  occurred  from  the  Ist  of 
August,  1888,  to  the  14th  of  October, 
1888,  but  one  case  of  outrage  of  any 
description,  and  this  was  a  threatening 
notice.  The  agitation  alluded  to  began 
at  the  end  of  September,  and  from  the 
14th  of  October,  1888,  to  the  15th  of 
December,  1888,  there  occurred  11  out- 
rages on  this  estate.  Of  these  1 1  out- 
rages, one  was  a  threatening  letter, 
three  were  cases  of  killing  or  muti- 
lating animals,  two  of  cattle  stealing, 
three  of  moonlighting,  one  injury  to 
property,  and  one  incendiary  fire. 

THE    SPECIAL    COMMISSION— THE 
DISAPPEARANCE    OF    MR.    PIGOTT. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  desire  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  a 
Question  about  the  disappearance  of 
Mr.  Pieott.  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether 
he  or  the  authorities  at  Scotland  Yard 
have  taken  any  steps  to  secure  the 
apprehension  of  that  person  ?  I  further 
wish  to  ask  him  whether  Pigott,  or 
any  other  witnesses  engaged  for  the 
Time8f  were  under  protection  from  Soot- 
land  Yard ;  if  so,  I  desire  to  know  how 
it  was  that  Pigott  was  allowed  to 
escape  from  this  country  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  only  just 
learned  from  the  newspapers  that  the 
Oourt  constituted  last  year  has  issued  a 
warrant  for  the  apprehension  of  Mr. 
Pigott.  That  warrant,  no  doubt,  will 
be  put  in  the  hands  of  the  police,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  the  police  will  use 
their  utmost  endeavours  to  execute  it. 

M&.  T.  M.  HEALY :  That  is  not  an 
answer  to  my  Question.  I  asked,  in 
the  first  instance,  was  this  gentleman 
or  any  other  of  the  Times  witnesses 
under  surveillance  by  the  London  police ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  any  steps  were 
taken,  in  the  interests  of  what  is  called 
justice,  to  see  that  this  man  and  per- 
sons of  his  kidney  should  be  kept  here 
to  answer  before  the  Oommission  any 
questions  that  may  be  put  to  them  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  witnesses  subpoonaed  by  the 
Times  newspaper  were  under  the  sur- 
veillance of  tne  police.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  wishes  any  further  informa- 
tion on  thesubject  I  will  make  inquiries ; 
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Mb.  J.  MOELEY :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Question  upon 
another  subj  ect.  In  another  place  certain 
figures  have  been  stated  as  to  the  de- 
crease in  agrarian  crimes.  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  will  have  laid 
upon  the  Table,  before  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  debate,  details  of  that  al- 
leged decrease  ?  The  statement  was 
that  the  number  of  offences  had  dimin- 
ished from  1,100  to  660.  It  is  very  im- 
portant that  the  House  should  have  an 
analysis  and  classification  of  this  Betum. 
I  ask,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  give  me  a  continuation 
of  the  Beturn  granted  last  Session. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  regard  to 
the  last  Question,  I  have  no  difficulty  in 
saying  that  if  the  Hetum  referred  to  is 
only  a  continuation  Hetum,  I  shaU  be 
happy  to  furnish  it.  I  suppose  the 
figures  given  in  the  other  House  were 
the  ordinary  Beturns  of  agrarian  out- 
rages. I  do  not  know  that  they  can  be 
laid  on  the  Table  out  of  their  order,  to 
meet  the  exigencies  of  debate,  but  I 
will  see  what  can  be  done.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ask  me  a 
Question  on  the  subject  another  day,  in 
answer  to  which  I  may  be  able  to  give 
the  required  information.  * 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY :  I  will  ask  a  Ques- 
tion on  Thursday. 

IRELAND- THE   DRAINAGE  BILLS. 

Mr.  OONYBEABE  (OomwaU,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  beg  to  ask  whether  the 
Drainage  Bills  to  be  introduced  this 
Session  will  be  the  same  as  those  of  last 
Session  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  do  not  think 
it  is  usual  at  this  stage  of  our  proceed- 
ings to  describe  the  character  of  Bills  to 
be  introduced. 

IRELAND— THE  KENMARE  ESTATE- 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUB:  Perhaps  I 
may  be  permitted  to  correct  and  supple- 
ment something  that  dropped  from  me 
in  my  speech  yesterday.  In  speaking 
of  the  county  of  Kerry  I  was  interrupted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  who 
asked  what  part  of  Kerry  I  was  referring 
to.  I  am  glad  of  the  interruption, 
because  I  made  a  slight  error  which 
caused  me  to  understate  my  case.    In- 
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but  I  am  not  aware  of  anything  on  the 
sabjeot  now. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether,  in  yiew  of  the  importance  of 
this  witness  Pigott,  the  Government 
have  taken  any  steps  to  close  the  ports 
against  him  by  telegraphing  to  the 
police  authorities  at  those  places  ? 

[No  answer.] 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton): 
I  beg  to  ask,  as  some  of  the  wit- 
nesses haye  sworn  that  they  were  under 
protection,  whether  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  officers  charged  with  that 
protection  to  make  any  report  to  the 
Home  Secretary  in  the  eyent  of  any 
of  the  persons  they  were  protecting  dis- 
appearing ;  and  whether  any  such  re- 
port has  been  made  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Pigott  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  No  report  what- 
ever has  reached  me  with  respect  to  Mr. 
Pigott.  I  understood  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  to  refer  not  to  protec- 
tion, but  to  surveillance — watching. 
[**  No,  no  !  "]  I  certainly  so  under- 
stood him  If  the  man  in  question  was 
f>rotected,  I  have  no  personal  know- 
edge  of  it,  and  no  report  has  been  made 
to  me  of  any  witness  requiring  protec- 
tion. Still,  I  do  not  deny  that  some 
witnesses  may  have  been  under  pro- 
tection. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  my  Question — 
Has  any  attempt  been  made  to  capture 
Pigott  ?  He  is  a  very  valuable  person. 
I  have  to  ask  the  right  hon.  GenUeman, 
as  the  representative  of  justice — British 
justice— in  this  House,  whether  he  will 
be  kind  enough  to  state  what  attempt, 
if  any,  has  been  made  to  close  the  ports 
against  Pigott  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  knowledge 
that  Mr.  Pigott  has  disappeared  reached 
me  about  an  hour  ago.  In  that  inter- 
val I  have  personally  taken  no  steps ; 
but  I  can  assure  hon.  Members  that 
both  the  Government  and  the  authori- 
ties of  Scotland  Yard  will  do  their 
utmost  to  prevent  Mr.  Pigott  escaping. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  ask, 
with  reference  to  the  officers  charged 
with  the  protection  of  Mr.  Pigott,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  call 
on  thoee  officers  for  some  special  report 
as  to  the  time  and  place  when  he  dis- 
appeared? 


366 


Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  officer  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  had  Pigott  upder  his  protection. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo.  E) :  Perhaps 
the  Chief  Secretary  can  say  whether  any 
detectives  from  Ireland  were  charged 
with  looking  after  him  ?  I  do  think  we 
are  entitled  to  have  from  the  Govern- 
ment some  definite  statement  that  they 
will  not  only  endeavour  to  prevent 
Pigott's  escape  from  London,  but  from 
Great  Britain,  and  that  they  will 
exercise  themselves  at  least  to  the  same 
extent  as  they  would  do  if  they  were 
trying  to  apprehend  any  one  of  us. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  All  hon. 
Gentlemen  must  be  aware  that  I  have 
nothing  to  do  with  the  management  of 
the  police  in  London.  As  far  as  I 
know,  no  protection  was  afforded  Mr. 
Pigott,  If  any  efforts  of  mine  can 
conduce  to  the  capture  of  that  gentle- 
man they  certainly  shall  be  made. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  May  I  ask  the  Home  Secretary 
whether,  now  that  the  absconding  of 
the  Times  witnesses  has  commenced,  he 
will  take  precautions  to  prevent  any 
other  of  the  witnesses  leaving  the 
country,  particularly  Houston  and  a 
few  others  ? 

No  answer  was  returned. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I  want 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretay  whether  he  is 
aware  that  an  Irish  police  sergeant  in 
plain  clothes  was  called  to-day  by  the  At- 
torney General  to  give  an  account  of 
Mr.  Pigott,  having  been  residing  at  the 
same  hotel  with  him,  and  I  have  also 
to  ask  under  what  instructions,  and 
under  whose  orders,  that  sergeant  of 
the  police  was  there  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
information  on  the  point.  I  was  not 
even  aware  that  the  incident  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alludes 
occurred  in  Court.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  put  a  Question  on 
the  paper  I  will  make  inquiries. 

PRIVILEGE— 8TBANGERS  IN  THE 

LOBBY. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  desire  to  say  a 
word  by  way  of  personal  explanation.  I 
said  yesterday  I  would  to-day  put  a 
Question  to  yon,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  to  the 
admission  of  a  person  of  the  name  of 
Houston  to  parts  of  the  House  reserved 
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to  the  use  of  Members  of  the  House. 
Since  then  your  Secretary,  Sir,  has  been 
kind  enough  to  inform  me  that  the  name 
of  this  person  has  not  been  placed  this 
year  on  your  Lobby  List,  or  on  any  list 
of  persons  having  special  access  to  the 
House,  and  I  therefore  do  not  propose 
to  put  any  Question. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  am  not  respon- 
sible to  the  hon.  Member  for  whom  I 
admit  to  the  Lobby.  Of  course,  I  am 
glad  to  ffiye  any  information  in  my 
power.  Mr.  Houston's  name  was  on  the 
ijobby  List  last  Session  for  a  specified 
period  only.  At  the  commencement  of 
this  Session  no  application  was  made  on 
behalf  of  Mr.  Houston,  and  his  name 
was  not  placed  on  the  List  at  all.  I 
have  not  removed  the  name,  as  it  was 
not  there. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  May  I  ask  if  you 
will  be  good  enough  to  say  whether  the 
period  when  Mr.  Houston  had  admis- 
sion to  the  Lobby  synchronises  with  the 
passage  of  the  Special  Oommission  Act 
of  1888,when  he  had  conversations  with 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  !  I 
do  not  think  that  is  a  proper  Question  to 
put  to  me.  I  have  endeavoured  to  ad- 
mit to  the  Lobby  representatives  of 
difiPerent  organizations  and  difEerent 
parties  in  this  House,  and  I  am  not 
aware  that  I  have  on  any  one  occasion 
deviated  from  that  course. 


BUSINESS   OF  THE   HOUSE  (QUEEN'S 
SPEECH,  MOTION  FOR  AN  ADDRESS). 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Queen's 
Speech,  Motion  for  an  Address,  have 
precedence  this  day  of  the  Notices  of 
Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day,  and  To- 
morrow of  the  other  Orders  of  the 
Day. — {Mr.  William  Menry  Smith,) 


M  OTION 8. 


(1887) 


MBBCHANDISE     MARKS     ACT 
AMENDMENT   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  amend 
•*  The  Merchandise  Marks  Act,  1887,'*  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr. 
Bernard  Coleridge,  and  Mr.  Fen  wick. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  116.] 

QUABBIES   BBQXTLATION   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  for  the 
Regulation  of  Quarries,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in   by   Mr.   Broadhurst,    Mr.    Childers,  Mr. 

Mr.  Seuton 


Thomas  EUis,  Mr.  Bryn  Roberts,  Mr.  William 
Abraham,  and  Mr.  Rathbone. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  117.] 

FISHXNG  tin  BITEBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Bill  to  amend 
and  declare  the  Law  relating  to  Fishing  in 
Rivers,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Broad- 
hurst, Mr.  Arnold  Morley,  and  Mr.  Bernard 
Coleridge. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  118.] 

FBIENDLY     SOCIETIES     ACT     (1875) 
AMENDMENT   (nO.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Francis  Stevenson,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Friendly  Societies  Act,  1876," 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Francis 
Stevenson,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Burt,  and  Mr. 
Pioton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  119.] 

DISFENSABIC  HOUSES  (IBELAND)  ACT  (1879) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Macartney,  Bill  to  g^ve 
further  facilities  for  providing  Dispensary 
Houses,  &c.,  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Macartney,  Sir  J.  P.  Corry,  and 
Colonel  Waring. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  120.] 

OONTEMPT  OF  OOTJBT  BILL. 

.On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
Law  relatinp^  to  Contempt  of  Court,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Asquith,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  121.] 

SOLIOITOBS'     ANNUAL    CfEBTIFIOATE    DUTY 

BEPEAL  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  0*Hea,  Bill  for  the  repeal 
of  Solicitors'  Annual  Certificate  Duty,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  O'Hea,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  and  Mr. 
O'Eeeffe. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  1 22 .] 

ALDBBMEN  (OOUNTT  COUNCILS)  ABOLITION 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Bill  to 
abolish  the  office  of  Alderman  on  Town  and 
County  Councils,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  James  Rowlands,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  Halley 
Stewart,  and  Mr.  Burt. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  123.] 

CATfiEDBAL  0RUBCHE8  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Charles  Dahymple, 
Bill  to  provide  for  making  Statutes  respecting 
Deans  and  Chapters  and  Catheditd  Churches  in 
England ;  and  for  other  purposes  relating 
thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Charles 
Dalrymple,  Mr.  Charles  Acland,  Mr.  Stokes, 
Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley,  and  Mr.  Maclnnes. 

Bill  proiented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  124.  J 

BEBB  ADULTEBATION  PBBVENTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Quilter,  Bill  for  better 
securing  the  purity  of  Beer,  ordered  to  be 
brought  by  Mr.  Quilter,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck, 
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Baron     Dimsdale,    Mr.    Heneage,     Viscount 
Wolmer,    Sir   Hennr     Selwin-ftbetson,    Mr. 
Herbcort  Ghirdner,  Mr.  Fnuncii  StevtnBon,  and 
Mr.  Gordon. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  125.] 

STEAM   BOILERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Provand,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to,  and  provide  for  the 
compulsory  exammation  of  Steam  Boilers,  or- 
dered to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Provand,  Mr. 
Octavius  v.  Morgan,  Mr.  WUliam  Abraham, 
and  Mr.  Howell. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  126.  ] 

METROPOLIS  WATER  (NO.    2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Octavius  V.  Morgan, 
Bill  for  enabling  the  County  Council  of 
London  to  introduce  new  supplies  of  Water 
into  the  Metropolis,  and  to  acquire  the  rights 
of  existing  Water  Companies,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Octavius  Y.  Morgan,  Mr. 
Sydney  Buxton,  Mr.  Causton,  Mr.  Cremer, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Montagu,  Mr. 
Pickersgill,  Mr.  James  Rowlands,  and  Mr. 
James  Stuart. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  127.] 

ooxnrrT  court  appeals  (Ireland)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Bill  to 
amend  the  County  Court  (Ireland)  Acts, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Clancy,  Mr.  Chance,  and  Mr. 
Joseph  Kenny. 

Bui  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  128.] 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  DAY. 


ADDRESS    IN  ANSWER   TO    HER   MA- 
JESTY'S MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuminfi^  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2l8t  February.] — 
[See  page  41.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Colonel  SAUNDEESON  (Ar- 
magh, N.):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  looked  for- 
waid  with  interest  and  anxiety  to  the 
attaok  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley) 
intended  to  make  against  the  Oovem- 
ment.  If  the  old  adage  is  accurate  that 
practice  makes  perfect,  Her  Majesty's 
Opposition  ought,  in  the  lapse  of  years, 
to  arrive  at  considerable  perfection  in 
moving  votes  of  want  of  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  their 
Irish  Administration.  We  have  had  a 
series  of  these  votes  of  want  of  confi- 
dence. We  are  just  now  considering  one, 
and  when  I  learned  the  Motion  that  my 


right  hon.  Friend  was  going  to  move,  I 
wrote    down    on   a  piece   of   paper  I 
now    hold  in    my    hand    the    points 
which      I       imagined       my       right 
hon.    Friend    woidd    strive    to    make. 
I  imagined  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
would  have  tried  to  show  that  the  Crimes 
Act,  which  is  directed  against  crime,  has 
failed  to  accomplish  its  object,  and  that 
crime,  instead  of  diminishing,  was  aug- 
mented.   I  should  also  have  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  show 
that  £e  Crimes  Act  interfered  unduly 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  that  the 
innocent  suffered    whereas  the    guilty 
went  scot-free,  and  I  anticipated  that  he 
would  have  gone  on  to  show  that  liberty 
of  speech  was  interfered  with  in  Ireland. 
But,  on  the  first  head,  that  of  ''  crime," 
my  right  hon.  Friend  hardly  said  any- 
thing at  all,  because'he  knew  perfectiy 
well  that  crime  has  undoubtedly  dimin- 
ished in  Ireland,  and  that  so  far  from 
crime,  as  was  said  last  year,  being  driven 
under  the  surface  and  taking  that  form 
of  agrarian  crime  which,  unfortunately, 
we  have  seen  in  Ireland,  there  is  less 
crime  now  than  at  any  time  since  the 
commencement  of  the  agitation.     The 
first  count  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  not 
attempted  to  establish,  and    therefore 
I    suppose    it    falls     to    the    ground. 
With    regard   to    the  innocent  being 
punished,  my  right  hon.  Friend  certainly 
Drought  forwa^    some    cases;    but  I 
do    not  think,   if  I  may  say  so,  that 
they  were  seriously  meant.      He  cited 
some  cases  of  certain  persons  who  had 
laughed  at  the  police,  and  who  were  put 
in    gaol.    The    right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself,  however,  expressed  a  certain 
amount  of  doubt  as  to  the  accuracy  of 
the  allegation.    Why,  I  think  its  utter 
absurdity  is  stamped  on  its  very  face.  I 
have  not  heard  of  the  circumstance  before; 
but  I  venture  to  prophesy  that  when 
researches  have  been  made  into  the  ac- 
curacy or  want  of  accuracy  of  that  accu- 
sation it  will  be  found,  as  probably  my 
right  hon.  Friend  believes  himself  in  the 
bottom  of  his  heart,  that  it  is  a  wild  effu- 
sion of  the  imagination  of  some  Irish 
editor.  With  regard  to  freedom  of  speech, 
Ijventure  to  say,  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction, that  there  is  more  freedom  of 
speech  in  its  proper  sense  in  Ireland  at 
the  present  moment  than  is  to  be  found 
in  any  country  in  the  world.     On  one 
occasion  it   was   my  good  fortune  to 
follow  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scot- 
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land  DiviBibii  of  liyerpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  during  the  recent  electoral 
campaign  at  Maidstone,  and  the  great 
point  the  hon.   Gentleman  made   was 
that  for  a  speech  he  might  make  with 
perfect  impunity  at  Maidstone  he  would 
be    imprisoned    in    Ireland.      I    said, 
**  That    undoubtedly   is   the    case.     It 
is  perfectly  true."     But  I   also   main- 
tain  it  ought  to  be  true.     A  homely 
illustration    will     exactly     point     my 
meaning.      It    is    a    well-known    fact 
that  some  hon.  Members  are  addicted 
to  smoking.     There  is  nothing  to  pre- 
vent fchem  lighting  a  cigar  in  that  por- 
tion of  this  building  which  is  devoted 
to  the  worship  of  nicotine.     It  is  a  per- 
fectly legal  act,  but  there  are  conditions 
in  England  under  which,  if  anyone  lit  a 
cigar,  he  would  be  instantly  put  in  gaol. 
Let  him  go  down  into  a  coal  mine  and  light 
a  cigar,  and  he  would  find  that  what 
would  be  legal  in  the  smoking-room  of 
the  House  of  Commons  would,  in  an  at- 
mosphere filled  with  inflammable  par- 
ticles, be  a  criminal  act  of  a  heinous 
kind,  because  it  would    endanger  the 
lives    of  those  engaged   in  the    mine. 
That  may  be  a  homely  illustration,  but 
it  accurately  represents  the  condition  of 
free  speech  in  Ireland.     A  speech  may 
be  treated  with    perfect  impunity    at 
Maidstone  or  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons   which   in    Ireland  would  mean 
the  death  of  some  unfortunate  offender 
against    the  organization   over   which 
hon.    Gentlemen   opposite    hold  sway. 
The  chief  attack  against  the  Govern- 
ment vesterday  was  their  action  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Harrington.     Is  it  unfair 
that  Mr.  Harrington  should  at  the  pre- 
sent time  be  undergoing  punishment  in 
Ireland  ?    That  is  a  matter  of  opinion ; 
but,  for  my  own  part,  I  believe  there  is  no 
man  deserves  it  better.  Mr.  Harrington 
had  ample  jopportunity  of  knowing  the 
effect  of  language  on  the  Irish  people. 
In  this  House,  and  in  his  presence,  not 
later  than  last  year,  I  pointed  out  the 
result  in  a  certain  town  in  Kerry  which 
he  had  mentioned  by  name  ;  and  in  an 
article    which    he  signed    himself,    so 
that  there  should  be  no  mistake  as  to 
who  wrote  it,  he  held  up  to  public  exe- 
cration  land-grabbers,    and    he    must 
have  known  that  in  that  townland  there 
was  a  land-grabber  in   danger   of  his 
life,    whose    name    was    Fitzmaurice. 
Within  two  months   after  that  article 
was  written  Fitzmaurice  was  murdered 
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in  cold  blood.  I  should  have  thought  that 
his  better  feeling  might  have  induced 
Mr.  Harrington  to  refrain,  in  a  neigh- 
bourhood which  he  knew  was  stained 
with  innocent  blood,  from  trjring  to  fos- 
ter and  revive  an  organization  which  he 
knew  was  stained  with  outrage  and 
crime.  Let  me  g^ve  one  other  instance 
to  show  the  effect  of  these  speeches, 
which  might  be  made  with  perfect  im- 
pimity  in  the  House  of  Commons,  or  in 
London,  or  elsewhere  in  England.  In 
this  country  people  might  think  them 
bloodthirsty  speeches,  but  they  would 
not  lead  to  crime  ;  but  in  Ireland  they 
lead  directly  to,  and  are  directly  answer- 
able for,  most  of  the  crime  which  has 
disgraced  and  sullied  my  native  land. 
Iffome  RuU  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh !"]  Yes, 
it  is  my  native  land  as  much  as  yours, 
and  there  is  no  man  in  this  House  who 
feels  the  honour  of  being  an  Irishman 
more  than  I  do.  Let  me  mention  another 
instance.  There  was  a  speech  made 
in  the  adjoining  county  of  Limerick  on 
January  29,  1888— 

*'  I  maintain  that  a  land-grabber  is  a  thief 
when  he  covets  and  steals  his  unfortunate 
neighbour's  holding,  and  I  want  to  say  once 
more  what  I  repeated  on  a  hundred  platforms — 
that  the  land-grabber  incurred  malediction  in 
the  days  when  the  Holy  Bible  was  written. 
*■  Cursed  be  he  who  removes  his  neighbour's  land- 
mark '  was  the  dictum  of  Holy  Writ,  He  is 
a  cowardly,  slimy  renegade,  a  man  who  should 
be  looked  upon  as  a  social  leper." 

That  speech  was  made  by  Mr.  Davitt  on 
January  29,  1888.  Two  days  after  that 
speech  had  rung  round  Kerry  and  Lime- 
rick Fitzmaurice^  was  butchered  in 
the  light  of  day  before  his  daughter's 
eyes.  I  want  to  know,  is  that  the  sort 
of  freedom  of  speech  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  claim  ?  I  say  that  is  a 
sort  of  freedom  of  speech  which  can- 
not be  permitted  to  exist  by,  or  oo** 
exist  with,  a  civilized  or  ordered 
society.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
blames  the  Government  very  much  for 
the  arrest  of  Mr.  M*Fadden  and  the 
way  it  was  carried  out,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  **  What  would  be 
said  of  me  if  I,  when  I  had  been  Ohief 
Secretary,  had  ordered  the  arrest  of  Dr. 
Kane  when  he  left  his  church  in  Belfast 
on  a  Sunday  ?  "  But  the  instance  whidi 
occurred  in  Mr.  M'Fadden's  case  could 
not  have  occurred  in  the  case  of  Dr. 
Kane,  for  Dr.  Kane  would  have  obeyed 
a  summons  to  appear,  and  if  a  warrant  had 
been  issued  for  his  arrest  Dr.  Kane  would 
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hare  allowed  the  warrant  to  be  served. 
If  a  warrant  were  issued  for  my  own 
arrest  I  should  not  go  and  live  lying  about 
in  the  mountains  of  Donegal ;  I  should 
submit  myself  to  be  tried ;  and  my  hon. 
Friend  near  me,  who  at  one  time  was 
arrested,  did  not  run  away  and  hide. 
Mr.  M'Fadden  was  flying  from  the 
hand  of  justice ;  a  warrant  was  out  from 
which  he  was  trying  to  escape ;  and  I 
maintain  and  believe,  and  I  think  I 
shall  be  supported  in  that  belief  by  a 
consensus  of  the  opinion  of  the  country, 
that  the  blood  of  the  man  who  was 
killed  is  at  Mr.  M'Fadden's  door,  just 
as  if  it  was  shed  upon  his  doorstep. 
That  is  my  opinion,  and  I  bejieve  it  to, 
be  the  opinion  of  the  country.  I  now 
pass  on.  I  do  not  intend  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  with  details,  although 
I  admit  their  importance,  but  I  think 
the  attack  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment is  of  a  Petty  Sessions  character, 
rather  than  a  great  attack  on  a  great 
principle  of  Imperial  policy.  I  am  very 
glad  that  that  debate  has  occurred,  be- 
cause I  believe  it  will  place  before  the 
country  the  difference  between  the 
Parties.  \^Cheer8  and  counter  cheers,'] 
I  am  glad  that  for  once  we  are 
all  satisfied.  We  are  fighting  at  the 
present  moment  the  greatest  and  the 
gravest  battle  that  any  civilized  nation 
can  fight.  We  are  fighting  on  the  one 
side  for  the  triumph  and  the  supremacy 
of  the  law  of  the  land,  and  on  the  other 
for  the  triumph  and  the  supremacy  of 
the  law  of  the  League.  I  do  not  think 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  deny  that. 
They  have  declared  in  public  that  they 
intend  to  set  the  law  of  the  land  at  de- 
fiance, that  they  intend  to  set  at  de- 
fiance the  Crimes  Act,  which  is  as  much 
part  of  the  law  of  the  land  as  any 
other  Statute  on  the  Book,  and  declare 
that  that  Act  is  absolutely  incapable  to 
arrest  their  proceedings.  If  they  suc- 
ceed in  proving  that  the  law  of  the 
land  cannot  arrest  their  proceedings 
and  call  them  to  accobnt  when  they 
break  its  provisions,  then  I  say 
that  their  triumph  is  complete. 
There  are  to  my  mind  two  ways  of 
dealing  with  law-breakers.  You  must 
put  them  down  or  you  must  give  in  to 
them.  There  is  a  third  course,  which  is 
sometimes  to  put  them  down,  and  some- 
times to  give  in  to  them.  That  is  a 
oourse  whioh  has  been  followed  by  both 
Partiefl,  but  I  think  we  have  seen  the 


unwisdom  of  that  conrse ;  and  when  the 
right  hon .  Gentleman  opposite  says, '  'Ho  w 
can  you  hope  that  a  coercive  policy  will 
now  succeed  in  Ireland  when  in  the  past 
it  has  always  failed,"  I  answer  that 
there  is  one  great  and  marked  distinc- 
tion between  a  coercive  policy  for  a  fixed 
period  and  a  permanent  one — between 
the  Crimes  Act  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment and  all  those  other  Acts  which 
were  passed  in  bygone  days.  The  pre- 
sent is  a  continuous  Act.  The  reason 
the  Crimes  Act  at  present  in  force  can 
be  continuous  is,  that  it  does  not  in  the 
very  slightest  degree  interfere  with  law- 
abiding  men,  or  with  any  liberty  which 
any  subject  of  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
should  desire,  whereas  the  Crimes  Acts 
passed  in  former  days  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  were  of  so 
severe  and  drastic  a  character,  interfer- 
ing as  they  did  in  an  unlimited  manner 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject,  that  they 
could  not  be  allowed  to  remain  on  the 
Statute  Book.  It  is  because  the  present 
Act  is  continuous  and  does  not  hold  out 
any  hope  that  the  policy  of  revolution 
will  again  triumph,  that  I  believe  that 
Coercion  Act,  which  is  really  a  rein- 
forcing of  the  law  of  the  land,  will  per- 
manently remain  on  the  Statute  Book  of 
the  country,  and  help,  as  it  is  doing  now, 
to  establish  in  Irishmen  that  belief  that 
the  law  of  the  land  must  be  supreme 
which,  I  believe,  will  ultimately  make 
the  Irish  people  a  law-abiding  race. 
Of  course,  the  Government  have  had 
much  greater  victories.  It  was  pro- 
phesied on  the  front  Opposition  Bench 
that  this  Act  was  bound  to  fail.  There 
are  two  kinds  of  prophets  ;  one  who  lets 
his  prophecy  take  its  chance,  and  if  it 
is  fulfilled  gets  credit ;  and  there  is  the 
other  kind  of  prophet  who  fulfils  his 
own  prophecies  or  tries  to  do  so.  I 
might  make  a  prophecy  that  some  hon. 
Member  would  have  a  fall;  but  if  I 
were  surreptitiously  and  feloniously  to 
produce  that  effect,  and  trip  the  hon. 
Member  up,  I  should  fulfil  my  own  pro- 
phecy, but  I  should  not  deserve  any 
credit.  That  is  exactly  what  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  have  been  doing 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government.  They 
have  been  tripping  up  the  law.  The 
Irish  are  a  pretty  quick  people  to  learn 
a  lesson,  and  when  they  are  told — espe- 
cially on  high  authority — they  are  right 
in  disobeying  the  law,  they  take  that 
advice  much  more  readily  than  they  do 
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better  advice.  The  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  in  speaking  about  law 
in  Ireland — ^I  think  it  was  pretty  strong 
language  from  an  ex-Prime  Minister — 
said — 

**  Grentlemen,  what  I  wish  to  state  to  you  is 
that  the  Irish  cannot,  and  the  Irish  ought  not 
to,  acquiesce  in  a  Government  which  is  against 
them,  and  is  a  Government  of  unequal  laws.  I 
take  first  the  law  of  comhination  among  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  community  hy  which  they 
seek  in  the  use  of  a  weapon  that  nature  has 
supplied  to  them." 

The  interpretation  which  any  ordinary 
Irishman  would  put  upon  that  is,  that 
the  **  weapons  "  referred  to  were  black- 
thorn sticks.  I  have  been  blamed  for 
saying  that  under  certain  conditions  I 
would  disobey  the  law ;  but  I  have  the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  for  saying  I 
am  right  in  that.  I  should  look 
upon  a  Home  Bule  Government  in 
Dublin  as  a  Government  of  unequal 
law ;  and,  therefore,  when  I  gay  I  can- 
not and  will  not  obey  it  I  have  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  my  side.  A 
great  effort  is  being  made  to  defeat  the 
law  which  this  Parliament  has  passed, 
and  to  show  that  that  law  works  un- 
fairly. We  remember  that  Mitchels- 
town  occupied  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  speeches  of  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
but,  somehow  or  other,  Mitchelstown 
drooped.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tried  to  revive  it  by  the  help  of  photo- 
graphs; but  even  those  failed.  Then 
we  had  Mandeville.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  at  Birmingham  we 
should  hear  a  great  deal  more  about 
Mr.  Mandeville,  but  we  have  heard 
nothing  since  about  Mandeville.  Man- 
deville would  not  stand  examination. 
He  did  very  well  on  the  platform,  when 
Gentlemen  opposite  said  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary had  murdered  Mr.  Mandeville ; 
but  we  know  very  well  that  statement 
^  will  not  stand  the  test  in  the  House 
'  of  Common 8,  and  they  never  now  bring 
Mandeville  forward  except  incidentally. 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  There  was  a  direct  Motion 
upon  the  case. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  We  have 
heard  nothing  lately  about  Mandeville 
— nothing  since  the  allusion  of  the  right 
hon.  GenUeman  at  Birmingham.  Daniel 
O'Connell  once  said  that  when  defending 
a  man  on  a  capital  charge  he  produced 
the  murdered  man  alive  in  Court,  and 
yet  the  jury  found  his  client  guilty. 
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And  Gentlemen  opposite  know  that  they 
could  and  did  produce  Mandeville  alive 
and  well  for  a  month  after  he  had  left 
prison — he  himself  boasted  that  he  could 
tell  the  Coercionist  Government  they 
had  not  knocked  a  feather  out  of  him. 
For  some  time  Mr.  Mandeville  went 
about  making  speeches  and  took  to 
staying  up  very  late  at  night,  and  in  the 
end  he,  unfortunately,  died.  That  case 
will  not  wash,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, as  far  as  I  can  remember,  did 
not  say  much  about  it.  But  some  cry 
had  to  be  got  up — some  cry  which  would 
attract  the  British  public,  and  the  cry 
which  is  now  being  got  up  to  attract 
the  public — [Cr«#«  of  "Pigott;"  eheere, 
and  laf4ffhter  from  the  Irish  Benches.']  I 
do  not  know  why  hon.  Members  opposite 
cry  that  name  at  me.  \_Laughter,']  I 
know  nothing  of  the  man  at  all, 
except  that  I  believe  he  has  thoroughly 
qualified  himself  to  belong  to  the  first 
Home  Eule  Parliament  in  Ireland.  But, 
Sir,  what  is  the  great  attraction  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  had  for 
the  last  month  or  two  now  ?  The  clothes 
of  Mr.JO'Brien.  \_Deris%ve  cheers,]  Well, 
I  am  sorry  to  bring  that  matter  forward, 
but  I  must.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
above  and  below  the  Gangway,  have 
gone  up  and  down  the  country  drawing 
harrowing  pictures  of  this  naked 
patriot,  and  have  tried  to  throw  utter 
discredit  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  particularly  upon  the  law 
which  this  House  has  passed,  because 
they  say  it  has  led  to  these  terrible 
scenes — Mr.  O'Brien  sitting  bereft  of 
those  garments  which  most  people 
like  to  wear  in  the  day-time.  U 
a  great  Party  in  the  State  like 
to  make  those  garments  of  Mr. 
O'Brien  their  Oriflamme — the  flag  under 
which  they  are  to  marchr-and  to  use 
them  for  the  purpose  of  sweeping  Her 
Majesty's  Government  off  the  Treasury 
Bench,  I  think.  I  am  justified  in  con- 
fronting that  Party  in  the  House,  and 
asking  them  to  prove  their  case.  I 
cannot  help  admiring  the  theatrical 
way  in  which  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site timed  those  events  to  come  off 
just  before  the  meeting  of  Parliament, 
or  the  proceedings  which  the  Lord  Mayor 
of  Dublin  takes  for  the  purpose  of  em- 
phasizing the  agitation.  I  know  I  am 
about  to  tread  on  dangerous  ground, 
but  I  must  even  venture  to  incur  the 
wrath  of  that  civic  functionary  who  sud- 
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denly,  in  the  dead  of  the  night — or 
rather  in  the  early  momine — woke  to  a 
oonsoiousness    that    Mr.  O'Brien    was 
naked  in  his  cell.    Now,  as  a  matter  of 
faot,  I  do  not  believe  Mr.  O'Brien  ever 
has  been  naked.    I  understand  he  has 
been  without  certain  garments,  but  not 
entirely  naked.     So  impressed  was  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  with  bringing 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  he  de- 
termined on  a  ver3ii  remarkable  proceed- 
ing.   The  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  at  1 
a.m.  was  a  very  different  being  from  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  at  1  p.m. ;  and 
at  the  witching  hour  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  appeared  to  be  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the    Home    Kule    Bill  had 
passed,  and  that  he  was  master  of  the 
situation.     He  rang  for  his  ambassador, 
who  appeared  on  the  scene  in  the  person 
of  the  hall-porter,  wrote  a  letter  at  that 
hour,  and  sent  away  the  messenger  to 
the  Ohief  Secretary,   bringing  to  his 
cognizance  the  fact  that  at  that  moment 
Mr.  O'Brien  was  in  a  naked  condition. 
It     would    have      struck    many    that 
most  people  are  usually  without  certain 
garments      at     that     hour     of     the 
night.      Of    course    I    cannot    answer 
for  the  habits  of  Nationalist  Members. 
When  the  messenger  came  back  he  told 
the  Lord  Mayor  that  the  Ohief  Secre- 
tary had  opened  the  door,  having  come 
down  in  his  shirt  covered  with  orders. 
The  hon.  Member  failed  to  discern  that 
there  was  something  rather  imaginative 
in    the   description  of    his    emissary. 
Well,  I  should  have  thought  I  might 
have  appealed  from  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
2  a.m.  to  the  Lord  Mayor  of  2  p.m.  on 
Monday,  but  strange  as  it  may  seem  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  2  p.m.  appeared  to  be 
under  the  same  delusion.     After  a  day 
and  a  half's  reflection  the  Lord  Mayor 
went  into  the  Phcenix  Park  and  made  a 
speech,  and  said  he  was  informed  that 
the   Ohief  Secretary  was  a  prominent 
figure  in  the  affair ;  but  whemer  it  was 
the    Ohief    Secretary    or     Mr.    Hayes 
Fisher,  the  Member  for  Fulham,  it  was 
no  exouse  for  not  giving  a  reply  to  the 
letter.      Oentlemen    opposite    deserve 
great  eredit  for  the   ingenuity    which 
Uiey  display  in  their  theatrical  perfor- 
manoes.    Oan  anybody  conceive  such  a 
thing  happening  in  London  ?    Oonceive 
the  Iiora  Mayor  of  London  sending  a 
meisage  to  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Haroourt),  when  he  was  Home  Sec- 


retary, informing  him  that  some  male- 
factor had  no  clothes  on  at  night,  and 
then  going  into  Hyde  Park  to  make  a 
speech,  and  saying  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  had  come  down  in  his  night 
shirt  covered  with  orders.  Nobody 
could  conceive  such  a  thing  happening 
in  any  qther  country  but  Ireland,  and 
what  I  find  fault  with  these  Oentlemen 
for  is  this — ^I  say  they  had  no  right  to 
make  such  asses  of  themselves,  and 
to  bring  down  everlasting  ridicule 
on  the  country  to  which  we  all  belong. 
I  have  often  heard  hon.  Oentlemen  in 
this  House  talk  of  ''  Ditch-liners,"  but 
I  do  not  agree  with  those  who  apply 
that  name  to  us.  We  do  not  intend  to 
line  ditches ;  we  will  keep  the  ditches 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  when  they 
get  a  chance  to  line  them.  But  there 
was  another  speech  made  at  that  meet- 
ing which  was  of  an  interesting 
character.  We  all  know  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy)i 
and  what  an  able  speaker  he  is.  We 
are  all  accustomed  to  his  courtesy  in  this 
House ;  we  know  his  ingenuity  and 
research,  but  we  have  never  regarded 
him  before  from  a  military  point  of 
view.  Well,  this  is  what  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  reported  to  have  said  on 
that  occasion:  ''Instead  of  speaking 
that  day,  he  wished  he  could  lead  them 
as  armed  men  to  clean  out  the  entire 
gang  of  lily-souled  assassins."  When- 
ever this  takes  place  I  hope  I  shall  be 
there  to  see,  for  it  would  be  a  sight  to 
see  the  corner  boys  from  the  height  of 
the  Phcenix  at  Dublin  rushing  down 
the  valley  of  the  Liffey  to  sweep 
away  the  British  Empire.  Well, 
Sir,  who  are  these  Gentlemen? 
And  there  is  another  point  on  which  I 
should  like  to  ask  a  question.  Why 
are  they  in  gaol  ?  The  only  answer  we 
can  give  to  that  question  is,  because 
they  want  to  go  to  gaol.  They  go  there 
of  their  own  free  will.  If  they  obeyed 
the  law,  like  ordinary  persons  in  this 
country,  they  would  not  go  to  gaol ; 
but,  as  it  is,  they  go  over  to  Ireland 
with  the  express  and  deliberate  intent 
to  break  the  law.  I  have  here  an 
authority  for  this  which  I  think  no  one 
can  deny — namely,  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tipperary  (Mr.  J. 
P'Oonnor),  as  to  whom  I  will  venture 
to  make  this  prophecy — and  I  believe 
he  is  ^ing  to  gaol,  for  hon.  Members 
opposite  are  always  either  coming  from 
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been  stated — ^I  do  not  know  with 
what  truth — that  the  widow  offered 
£8  for  the  house.  Ten  pounds  were 
offered ;  that  may  not  be  accurate,  but  I 
am  informed  it  is.  There  was  a  remedy 
then.  It  was  to  charge  Elizabeth  the 
same  rent  as  was  paid  by  Mary,  that 
is  Michael,  on  the  Shirley  estate. 
Now,  the  widow  writes  the  following 
letter,  sent  to  the  Times  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstoue) — 

'*  I  wa«  sorfy  to  see  false  reports  in  the  papers. 
I  do  not  blame  Mr.  Gladstone*' 

The,  I  understand,  is  a  relatire  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — 

nor  did  I  wish  to  remain  in  the  place  as  I  conld 
not  pay  the  rent." 

Where  were  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site— the  friends  of  the  tenants?  I 
remember  a  speech  made  by  an  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  well  known  at 
the  Bar— the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Brigg  Division  of  Lincoln.  He 
described  an  eviction  which  took 
place,  in  a  manner  that  would  have 
made  any  man  shed  a  tear  who 
did  not  know  his  antecedents.  He 
escorted  an  old  woman  from  the 
house  where  the  eviction  took  place, 
giving  her  his  arm,  and  that  old  woman, 
I  am  informed,  was  imported  for  the 
occasion.  Why  did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  not  go  to  Flintshire  and  show 
his  sympathy  to  this  poor  widow? 
Charity  begins  at  home,  and  on  this 
ground  we  have  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man writing  a  letter  to  the  Times,  in 
which  he  says — 

'<  Tour  wanton  intrusion  into  the  private 
domain  was  alien  to  the  honourable  traditions 
of  the  British  Press,  and  has  compelled 
me  to  be  guilty  of  a  seeming  impertinence  by 
troubling  the  people  with  my  private  affairs.*^ 

**  Wanton  intrusion,"  when  he  and 
his  friends  had  been  wandering  all  over 
every  private  domain  in  my  native  land  ! 
Now,  Sir,  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  a  definite  reply  to  this  question  : 
whether  it  would  be  right  and  just  in 
me  to  go  to  Flintshire  and  to  start  an 
organization,  which  would  have  for  its 
object  the  intimidation,  the  murder,the 
ruin  of,  or  the  outrage  upon,  any  in- 
coming tenant  who  took  the  widow's 
farm?  That  is  the  defence  which  is 
set  up  for  the  Land  League  and  for 
boycotting.  They  have  swallowed  the 
whole  thing.  They  have  drunk  the  very 
dregs  from  which   they  averted  their 
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heads  in  former  days.  I  believe  that 
the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  pursued  with  unflinching  courage, 
will  ultimately  triumph  over  the  spas- 
modic efforts  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. I  do  not  believe  in  the  solidarity 
of  the  two  sides  of  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site. I  believe  that  the  English  sense 
of  justice  and  fair  play,  and  man- 
liness and  courage,  will  rally  round 
the  Administration,  regardless  of 
torrents  of  the  most  infamous 
calumnies,  and  that  the  Government 
are  determined  to  carry  out  the  law 
without  fear  or  favour  or  exception.  I 
form  my  hope  of  success  in  Ireland  on 
the  fact  that  whatever  faults  they  have, 
the  Irish  people  are  not  absolutely  fools. 
The  Irish  people  know  as  well  as  I 
know  the  amazing  benefits  that  this 
House  has  conferred  upon  them.  No 
hon.  Member  opposite  can  deny  that  the 
Irish  tenants  have  had  benefits  conferred 
upon  them  greater  than  any  conferred 
upon  any  other  tenants  in  the  world. 
You  have  given  them  practically  half 
the  fee  simple  value,  which  they  can 
sell  in  the  open  market  and  get  far  more 
for  than  the  landlord  can  as  a  rule. 
They  begin  to  realize  this,  andby-and-bye 
I  believe  you  will  find  that  Irishmen,  who, 
as  a  rule,  side  with  the  stronger,  will  see 
that  the  law  is  able  to  maintain  its  e  wn  and 
to  keep  down  those  who  oppose  it.  I  can 
say,  honestly  and  fearlessly,  that  there 
is  no  man  among  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, or  in  the  country,  who  more 
earnestly  prays  and  desires  the  happi- 
ness and  welfare  of  Ireland.  They  seek 
it  in  one  way,  I  in  another.  I  seek  it 
by  maintaining  the  law  of  Parliament 
and  the  authority  of  the  Crown.  I  have 
been  accused  by  hon.  Gentlemen,  in 
reference  to  a  speech  I  made  the  other 
day,  of  not  being  a  law-abiding  man, 
and  that,  therefore,  I  had  no  right  to 
condemn  those  whom  I  called  law- 
breakers. I  maintain  that  that  attack 
upon  me  has  no  foundation  in  fact. 
This  Parliament  may  pass  laws  of 
which  I  entirely  disapprove,  but  I 
would  not  raise  my  hand  against 
them,  but  would  seek  to  get  them 
altered  in  the  place  whence  they  came. 
But  a  law  passed  by  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment is  a  different  thing.  I  have  never 
consented  to  obey  such  an  authority  as 
that.  Allow  me  to  illustrate  what  I 
mean.  What  course  would  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  pursue  if  the  right  hon. 
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Oentleman  the  Member  for  Derby,  say, 
experiencing  one  of  those  sudden  con- 
versions which  take  place  in  some  states- 
men, were  suddenly  to  propose — as  he 
might  propose  some  day — the  establish- 
ment of  a  Parliament  in  Ireland,  the 
first  qualification  for  Membership  of 
which  was  that  the  Member  must 
belong  to  the  Orange  organizations. 
[Mr.  T.  Hbaly:  We  would  be  very 
gfad  of  it ;  we  would  be  delighted  with 
it.]  If  we  were  to  judge  their  estimate 
of  such  a  Parliament  by  their  speeches 
outside  of  this  House,  I  should  gay  that 
would  be  the  very  last  thing  to  cross 
their  mind.  [Mr.  T.  Hsalt  :  We  would 
take  it  to-morrow  morning.]  I  venture  to 
say  that  if  such  a  monstrous  proposition 
were  carried,  there  is  no  method,  even 
force,  which  would  not  be  legitimate  to 
be  used  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in 
disregard  of  such  an  authority.  You 
have  always  pleaded  against  ascendancy, 
but  you  propose  an  ascendancy  to  en- 
dure for  ever,  an  ascendancy  in  which 
we,  the  Party  to  which  I  belong,  would 
not  in  any  sense  be  represented.  Sir, 
we  will  never  acknowledge  or  be  snbieot 
to  such  an  authority.  [Z^u^A^.]  Hon. 
Members  laugh  ;  they  are  are  at  liberty 
to  do  so,  but  they  must  admit  that  there 
are  niaxiy  in  Irelaad  who  share  my 
views.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oork,  1 
admit,  speaks  in  this  House  in  the  name 
of  many  Irishmen,  but  so  do  I.  The 
House  must  remember  there  are  two 
Irelands.  [**No,  no!"]  A  very  high 
authority  has  said  so.  Listen  to  this 
quotation — 

**  Tou  must  never  forget  there  are  two 
Irelands,  the  Ireland  of  men  of  all  parties, 
creeds,  ranks,  and  calling^,  who,  in  whatever 
else  they  may  differ,  unite  in  the  wish  to  pre- 
serve law  and  order,  and  the  right  of  every 
citizen  to  go  about  his  husiness  in  peace  and 
safety,  and  that  other  and  smaller  Ireland  of 
men  who  foment,  condone,  and  sympathize  with 


crime. 


These  are  the  words  of  a  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  at  the  time  he  uttered  them,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  (Sir  G.  Trevel- 
yan).  With  all  the  information  then  at 
his  disposal,  including  that  of  Major  Le 
Caron,  he  formed  that  opinion  and  made 
that  speech.  That  is  what  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  and  that  is  what 
he  is.  Sir,  I  repeat  what  I  said  in  Ire- 
land. Whatever  solution  may  come,  to 
one  solution  at  any  rate  we  shall  never 


agree.  If  it  is  to  be  a  rebel  to  refuse 
to  obey  rebel  authority,  then  I  am  a  rebel. 
If  it  is  to  be  a  law-breaker  to  refuse  to 
obey  the  authority  of  those  who  have 
brought  law  iato  contempt,  and  as  far 
as  they  oould  have  trampled  upon  it, 
then  I  am  a  law-breaker.  But,  Sir,  I 
maintain  that  Her  Majesty  the  Queen 
has  no  more  devotedly  loyal  subjects  in 
the  world  than  in  my  native  country. 
To  Her  we  owe  allegiance,  to  this  Parlia- 
ment we  owe  allegiance  and  obedience, 
but  never  to  another.  Whatever  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  say,  we  should 
be  unworthy  of  the  blood  that  flows  in 
our  veins,  of  the  race  to  which  we 
belong,  of  our  fathers  who  before  us 
refused  to  bear  the  yoke  you  would  now 
tie  about  our  necks,  if  we,  their  sons,  did 
not  proclaim  the  fact  that  we  never, 
never  shall  obey  such  decrees. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  It  is  cus- 
tomary for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man to  give  these  performances  once  or 
twice  during  the  Session  for  the  amuse- 
ment of  the  House ;  but  his  performance 
on  this  occasion,  to  judge  from  the  de- 
meanour   of   those    around    him,   was 
rather    less    amusing    than    usual.     I 
think  the  sense  of    every  quarter  of 
the  House  will  be  with  me,  and  I  know 
the  sense  of  the  people  will  agree  with 
me,  when  I  say  that  such  speeches  may 
be  very  amusing,  but  certainly  they  are 
not  politic  or  statesmanlike.     If  a  good 
and  strong  illustration  were  needed  why 
it  is  that  the  people  of   Ireland  are 
always  in  a  state  of  discontent  and  re- 
volt against  the  Executive,  I  need  go  no 
farther  than  such  a  speech  as  we  have 
just  heard  from  a  fair  sample  of  the  gang 
of  men  under  whose  guidance  the  mass 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  are  ruled  against 
their  will.     An  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man who  thinks  it  highly  creditable  to 
himself,  amid  the  cheers  of  his  four  fol- 
lowers, to  declare  that  the  ditches  of 
Ireland  shall  be  preserved  to  pitch  us 
into  whenever  they  can  get  the  oppor- 
tunity !      I  hope  the  day  is  near  at 
hand,   and   will  not  be  long  delayed, 
when  the  people — ^I  speak  not  for  my- 
self— will  not  be  in  the  power  of  such 
men   to    be    pitched    into    ditches    or 
trampled  upon.    I  have  not  the  slight- 
est intention,  and  I  do  not  think  the 
House  will  expect  me  to  do  so,  to  follow 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  through 
his  long  array  of  stale  jokes,  utterly  be- 
side the  issue  before  us.     There  are 
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only  two  points  in  the  whole  of 
that  long  and  rambling  oration  in 
the  least  degree  worthy  of  comment. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  deemed 
it  consistent  with  fair  play  and  manli- 
ness to  commence  his  discourse  with  a 
yirulent  and  calamnious  attack  on  a 
Member  of  the  House  now  undergoing 
six  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.  Why  did  he  not  Select  as  the 
object  of  his  attack  a  man  on  these 
benches  who  could  answer  him  ?  My 
hon.  Friend  could  very  well  deal 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
were  he  at  liberty,  but  under  the  detest- 
able system  that  prevails  in  Ireland  he 
will  not  even  hear  the  charges  made 
against  him.  That  does  not  accord  with 
my  idea  of  what  is  fair  or  manly. 

Colonel  SAUNDERSON  :  I  made 
the  same  accusation  in  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's presence  last  year. 

An  hon.  Member  :  It  is  not  true. 
Mb.  DILLON  :  Whether  it  was  made 
last  year  or  not,  it  should  not  have  been 
made  in  the  hon.   Member's    absence 
this  year.     With  reference  to  the  con- 
temptible attack  made  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whom  I  shall  certsunly  not 
undertake  to  defend  or  speak  for,  I  will 
only  say  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man has  not  improved  whatever  position 
he  had  by  these  attempted  sneers.    Let 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  advance 
in  force  upon  Flintshire  and  attempt  to 
address  a  Flintshire  audience,  and  1  can 
tell  him  he  will  require  strong  protection 
to  secure  him  from  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  the  nearest  horse-pond.    The 
answer  to  all  the  silly  talk  of  the  hon. 
and    gallant    Gentleman    is    that    the 
thing    could    not    be    done;    there  is 
no  g^evance  to  encourage  organization 
among  the  tenants.     There  is  this  dif- 
ference between  such  a  case  and  our 
action  in  Ireland  ;  we  do  not  go  down 
and  force  our  system  on  the  country ;  we 
are  implored  to  go  to  the  assistance  of 
unfortunate  oppressed  people,  and  when 
we  do  go  the  entire  population  turns 
out  to  listen  to  us  and  carry  out  the 
policy  we  recommend.     We  have  heard 
the  statements  of  the  Chief  Secretary  as 
to  the  improvement  in  the  condition  of 
Ireland,  and  these  statements  remind 
me  forcibly  of  certain  statements  to  be 
found  in  that  most  interesting  volume, 
the  *'  Life  of  the  late  Mr.  W.  R  Fors- 
ter."     In  the  winter  of  1 882  Mr.  Forater 
wrote— it  is  touching  and  painful  now  to 
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read  the  letters — to  his  intimate  friendsy 
saying— 

"  My  Resident  Magfistrates  i^ve  me  the  best 
reports,  crime  is  decUning  and  rents  are  being 
paid,  and  the  people  are  being  turned  away 
nrom  the  Nationalist  Leaders.  We  shall  soon 
have  the  whole  country  on  our  side." 

We    know   how     in     a     very     short 
time    every  one  of   these  expectations 
was  falsified.     Just  as  in  these  days 
we  are  scorned  and  laughed  at,  so  we 
were  ridiculed  and  disbelieved  then.  The 
late  Mr.  Forster  thought  he  had   got 
hold  of  a  patriot  who  had  more  in- 
fluence and  knowledge  among  the  Irish 
people  than  we  had.     At  the  very  time 
he  was  writing  these  letters  he  was  in 
correspondence     with     the     illustrious 
Richard    Pigott,    who    undertook     for 
a     trifling     consideration    to    convert 
the    National    Party  of  Ireland   from 
the    hon.    Member    for    Oork    to    the 
Government  of  the  day.    I  have  not 
the    slightest    doubt  that  the  present 
Chief    Secretary    has     similar    agents 
willing    to   enlighten  the  people   and 
bring  them  over  to  the   Government. 
The  system  that  has  existed  for  so  lonfi^ 
in  Ireland  breeds  Pigotts  as  corraption 
breeds  worms.    There  never  has  yet 
been  a  Government  in  Ireland  that  has 
not  had  communications  with  people  of 
that  class.     But  I  content  myself  now 
with  alluding  to  the  decrease  in  crime. 
There  is  a   decrease  of  crime    in  Ire- 
land, and  no  person  rejoices  at  it  more 
than  I   do.     The   whole   argument   of 
many  Members  of  the  Party  opposite  is 
addressed  to  the  supposition  that  we 
are  working  in  Ireland  for  the  increase 
of   crime.     I    deny  that,   and    always 
shall.     It    is   part  and  parcel  of   that 
detestable  system  of  calumny  and  in- 
sult now   being   exploded  and  blown 
into  atoms.     Our  interest  is  as  great  as 
yours,  and,  indeed,  much  greater,  in  the 
decrease  of    crime.    The  reasons  with 
which    I    account    for  the  decrease  in 
crime  are  chiefly  two;  the  first  is  the 
numerous  concessions  and  settlements 
which  have  been  obtained  by  tenants 
hopelessly  in  arrear  in  certain  districts 
by  the   working  of  the  Plan  of  0am- 
paigpi;  the  second  and  stronger  reason  is, 
that  while  in  the  winter  of  1882  the  peo- 
ple were  driven  to  desperation  by  the 
Knowledge  that  there  was  no  feeling  of 
sympathy  for  them  in  this  House,  mey 
are  now  buoyed  up  with  the  hope  en- 
gendered by  the  sympathy  displayed  fur 
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them  in  this  coontty.  In  my  judgment 
the  speeches  made  by  the  right  hon.Gen- 
tleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
by  his  friends,  have  had  more  effect  in 
stopping  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  thaji 
all  the  Coercion  Acts  ever  passed.  It  is 
impossible  to  escape  from  this  conclu- 
sion, because  in  the  course  of  Irish 
history  you  have  tried  coercion  70  or  80 
times  in  every  shape  ingenuity  can 
devise,  and  we  have  been  taught  by 
long  and  terrible  experience  that 
coercion  will  not  put  down  agrarian 
crime,  but,  on  the  contrary,  that 
agrarian  crime  follows  in  spite  of  any 
coercion  you  may  devise.  But  what  is 
the  difference  between  the  condition  of 
things  in  Ireland  now,  and  what  it  has 
been  under  former  Coercion  Acts  ?  Hon. 
Members  opposite  would  have  us 
believe  that  we  have  a  Heaven-sent 
Minister,  and  that  is  the  distinction 
between  Ireland  now  and  formerlv,  when 
coercion  was  administered  under  less 
able  men.  I  take  a  totally  different  view. 
I  do  not  see  the  wonderful  ability  in  the 
administration  of  the  present  Chief 
Secretary.  I  recogpiize  considerable 
literary  capacity — and  a  great  g^t  of 
conveying  insulting  sarcasms  in  contro- 
versy. It  is  preposterous  to  say  that 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  exceeds  in 
ability  all  his  Predecessors  who  have 
had  to  administer  Coercion.  The  dis- 
tinction that  marks  off  the  present 
period  by  a  broad  and  manifest  line 
from  any  previous  period  in  Coercion 
history  is,  that  for  the  first  time  a  great 
Minister  has  come  forward  at  the  head 
of  a  great  Party  and  bid  the  people  be 
of  good  heart ;  has  told  them  to  control 
themselves  and  suffer  with  patience,  for 
the  time  is  approaching  and  near  at 
hand  when  a  termination  shall  be  put 
to  their  sufferings.  That  alone  it  is 
that  has  made  it  possible  to  show  a 
diminution  of  crime  under  a  Coercion 
Act.  Now,  a  few  words  on  the  question 
of  prison  treatment.  First,  let  me  say 
that  we  have  from  the  very  outset  been 
grossly  misrepresented  in  the  whole 
business.  It  has  been  said  that  we  claim 
that  the  man  dressed  in  black  should 
receive  different  treatment  from  that 
afforded  the  poor  man  in  frieze.  That 
is  a  pure  invention  emanating  from  the 
speeches  of  the  Chief  Seoretaiy.  My- 
self, Mr.  O'Brien,  and  numbers  of  other 
leaders  in  the  movement,  have  taken 
every  opportunity  to  declare  our  repudi- 


ation- of  the  idea  that  we  claim  the 
slightest  difference  in  food  or  treat- 
ment from  the  poorest  man  who  is 
punished  for  acting  on  our  counsel. 
That  has  been  our  attitude  from  the 
outset.  We  never  ask  for  better  food 
or  any  mitigation  of  the  rules  inflicting 
physical  discomfort,  and  that  I  may  say 
is  severe.  It  would  be  more  decent  and 
manly  for  hon.  Members  to  try  the 
effect  of  the  plank  bed  before  they 
^eet  the  mention  of  it  with  a  laugh. 
What  we  asked  and  what  we  shall  get 
in  the  end  in  spite  of  jeers  and  insults — 
and  I  believe  the  people  of  England  are 
entirely  on  our  side  in  this — what  we 
ask  is  that  a  man  who  for  political 
motives  in  Ireland  does  certain  things 
that  brings  him  under  these  so-called 
legal  tribunals  should  not  be  subjected 
to  those  particular  parts  of  prison  dis- 
cipline which  are  simply  matters  of  per- 
sonal insult  and  indignity,  and,  I  repeat 
for  the  twentieth  time,  our  demand  is 
made  on  behalf  of  the  poorest  labouring 
man  as  strongly  as  in  favour  of  Mr. 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Carew,  or  any  other  Mem- 
ber. In  the  first  place  we  object  to 
association  with  criminals ;  secondly,  we 
object  to  the  revolting  service  that  is 
put  upon  criminals ;  and,  thirdly,  we 
have  objected  and  do  object  to  wearing 
the  livery  of  crime.  It  has  been  used 
as  a  taunt  against  us  that  in  objecting 
to  wear  prison  clothes  we  are  doing  a 
very  absurd  thing.  Do  Members  know 
what  prison  clothes  are  ?  Have  they  seen 
a  prisoner  in  the  prison  dress?  Are  they 
aware  that  Conservative  newspapers 
in  Ireland  boasted  that  when  the 
Act  was  passed  they  would  soon 
have  us  clad  in  the  livery  of 
crime  ?  These  words  were  used  before 
we  had  appeared  before  your  tribunab 
to  be  condemned ;  the  intention  was  to 
humiliate  us  by  putting  on  the  dress 
worn  by  forgers  and  others  guilty  of 
disgraceful  crimes.  I  say  this  attempt 
to  humiliate  us  I  will  prove  and  bring 
home  to  the  responsibility  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  [An  hon.  Membeb:  Where 
is  he  ?]  It  is  part  of  that  infamous  con- 
spiracy that  has  been  carried  on  in  this 
country  by  Pigotts,  a  department  of 
which  has  come  to  be  known  as  Pigott- 
ism.  Let  me,  before  I  go  into  details 
of  the  attack  upon  Mr.  O'Brien,  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  for  a  moment 
to  an  observation  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  yesterday.  .  He  said — 
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pnt  mter  oq  my  lips,  but  continaed  to  hold 
my  amiB  while  I  stood  leaning  M;ainst  the  w«Il 
tot  a  oonriderable  period.  So  far  as  I  can  os- 
timate  the  scene  had  by  this  time  l&stod  half 
an  hour.  The  warders  continued  to  hold  me 
for  a  long  time,  when  Ihe  chief  warder  said, 
.'  Bring  him  along,'  and  I  waa  immediately 
drugged  to  the  door  in  my  sbiit-sleeTe*  and 
with  my  f«et  naked.  No  intimation  what- 
ever waa  given  me  that  I  wai  being  brought 
to  be  weighed.  Up  to  this  moment  the  ques- 
tion of  weighing  had  never  been  mentioned  to 
me  either  by  the  doctor  or  the  warders,  and 
I  should  never  have  made  the  slighteat  objec- 
tion if  I  had  known  that  that  wa»  their  ob- 
ject. I  WBB  dragged  across  a  large  open  apace, 
which  I  have  since  leamt  was  Uie  main  hall 
of  the  prison.  A.t  the  moment  I  waa  so 
stupefied,  and  my  bad  sight  made  me  so  belp- 
leas  (my  epeotaofes  having  been  taken  from 
me  during  the  straggle  and  not  returned), 
that  I  had  only  the  most  confused  notion  of 
where  I  was  being  takrai ;  my  imprMsion  was 
that  I  was  being  dragged  to  a  panishment 
cell.  I  said  to  the  wuders  who  had  hold  of 
my  atmi  again  and  again,  'Where  are  you 
dragging  me  to  F  '  They  made  no  reply,  but 
pulM  me  on  to  what  I  now  believe 
was   a  weighing    machine,  beeide    which  the 

Kvemor  and  the  doctor  were  standing.  My 
js  and  arms  were  dragged  about  the  machine 
in  an  exceedingly  painful  way,  and  I  then  said, 
'  As  long  as  vou  are  treating  me  in  this  barborooa 
fashion  I  will  submit  to  nothing  except  by  force.' 
The  governor  said,  '  Take  him  away.'  They 
apparently  gave  up  the  attempt  to  wwgh  me." 
Let  the  House  compare  this  Btatement  of 
Ur.  O'Brien'B  with  that  which  was  mad« 
at  the  banquet  by  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man,  not  one  word  of  whioh  is  true- 
Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  Tery  un- 
willing to  interrupt  thohon.  Gentleman, 
and  have  refrained  hitherto  from 
doing  so.  I  may  say,  with  regard  to  the 
information  I  made  public  at  the 
banquet,  that  it  was  founded  entirley 
oa  a  report  in  the  FV»»man't  Jownal.  I 
had  no  offioiej  report  at  that  time. 

IfR.  DILLON:  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  said  at  the  banqaet  that 
the  Friaons  Board  was  not  in  his  De- 
partment. Questions  conneoted  with 
prisons  did  not  come  throagh  his  hanHa^ 
and  therefore  it  was  only  from  accidental 
circumstances  that  he  became  acquainted 
with  the  case.  The  right  hon.  Gentle - 
^  man  said  that  he  went  down  to  the  o£ee 
^„  he  I  on  the  Friday,  when  the  facts  which  he 

r?f'  for  a  ola^yman.  The  warders  having  had  just  stated  were  brought  before  hlm- 
foUowed  Alderman  Hackett  to  the  door,  I  in-  ul  a  t  iiiT-pnrm.  Tko*  5=  a- 
.(.ntiv  Oimw  nff- thn  ...^.nn  nUii,™     W™  nf        »»■   A.  J.  BALI- OUK :  That  18  ex- 


that  the  attack  made  on  Mr.  O'Brien 
was  in  consequence  of  his  refusal  to 
allow  a  medical  examination.     It  is  as 

absolutely  false  a  statement  as  could 
be  made.  Ur.  O'Brien's  description 
oontinues^ — 

"About  five  minutes  afterwards  the  dhief  war- 
derretnmed  to  mycelland  said, 'We  must  force 
you  to  put  on  the  prison  clothes.  I  asked  to 
see  the  governor,  who  appeared  to  have  been 
waiting  outside  the  door,  for  he  immediately 
appeared.  I  said, '  I  have  to  ask  that  a  doctor 
shall  be  present  during  any  attack  upon  me.'  He 
said,  '  I  cannot  do  that ;  yon  have  passed  the 
doctor.'  Then.'eaidI,  '  you  will  have  to  strip 
me  by  force,'  or  words  to  that  effect.  I  idaoed 
my  back  to  the  further  wall  of  the  oeU.  Three 
warders  immediately  rushed  at  me  with  the 
chief  warder.  The  four  seised  me,  and  a  violent 
itmg^le  took  place  betwsen  ds,  the  Boremor 
standing  by." 
What  a  noble  revenge! — 

"  They  succeeded  after  a  struggle  in  flinging 
me  OQ  my  hack  on  the  fioor,  dragging  my  clothea 
away  meanwhile.     When  I  was  down  one  man 

C'  ^  bis  knee  on  my  chest,  not,  as  I  believe, 
tally,but  with  a  pressure  that  caused  me  oon- 
siderable  suffering.  I  heard  someone,  I  think  the 
chief  warder,  say, '  Don't  hurt  him.'  The  pres- 
sure was  then  r^azed,  and  I  struggled  to  my 
feet  again,  and  renewed  the  struggle  while  my 
oloUieB  were  being  torn  ofi'  one  by  one.  I  was 
then  flung  down  a  second  time  on  the  floor, 
this  time  on  my  face.  I  continued  to  struggle 
wiUi  all  my  fores  while  they  were  dragging  the 
prison  clothes  on  me,  and  from  the  sb^gle 
and  exhaustion  I  became  so  faint  that  thqr  had 
twice  to  cease  in  order  to  give  me  a  druik  of 
water.  During  this  aeoond  struggle  my 
strength  was  totally  exhausted.  I  heard 
the  governor  give  the  order  to  have 
my  hair  and  beard  taken  off,  and  I  re- 
member the  first  tew  dashes  made  at  me  wiOi 
the  scisBara.  After  that  I  lost  oonsdonsness, 
and  when  I  recovered  found  my  mouth  full  of 
hain,  and  was  propped  up  on  a  stool  between 
two  warders,  who  still  held  my  arms.  The 
govemar  said,  '  Surely  yon  have  resisted  enough 
now  ;  you  know  it  bos  to  be  done.'  I  said  to 
him,  '  Ton  know  little  of  me  if  you  do  not  know 
that  the  struggle  is  only  beginning  now.  l^e 
instant  my  hands  are  free  I  will  fling  these 
clothes  off  again.'  While  we  were  speaking, 
Alderman  Hackett,  one  of  the  visiting  jnaticee, 
whom  I  did  not  know  at  the  time,  came  into 
the  oell.  I  was  still  gasping  for  breath,  sitting 
on  the  stool  between  the  wuders.  I  told  him, 
as  well  as  I  was  able  in  my  condition  at  the 
tjme,  what  had  happened.  He  was  greatly 
shocked,   but  it  was  not  at  my  suj 


stantly  threw  off  the  prison  clothes.     Three  of          ,         ,,.■,- 
them  ruahed  at  me  again,  and  another  struggle  I  actly  what  1  indicated. 
took  place.      They   succeeded   in  forcing        ■  •- »i no—.v- tt_ j^_( 


When  I  went 
to  the  office  the  Under  Secretary  brought 


p™*"  ^°^**  '**"^  seiaing  and  .  me  a  copj  of  the  FnewumU  Jow 


twisting  my  arms  all  the  time.    In  conseqt 

of  my  resistanoe  the  chief  warder  told  them 


time.     I  again  became  so  faint  that  they  again     Member 
Mr.DiUn  ' 


that  day. 

Mr.    DILLON :    I  leave  it  to  aof 

this   HouM   whetfaor  say 
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indiTidual  reading  that  speech  would 
not  have  taken  it  to  be  a  statement  of 
the  knowledge  of  the  Ohief  Secretary 
founded  on  official  documents.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  went  down 
to  the  office  when  the  **  following  facts  " 
were  brought  before  him.  The  words 
are  no  quotation  from  the  IVeeman^s 
Journal,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  adopted 
the  statements,  whatever  they  were,  and 
said  that  he  immediately  proceeded  to 
write  a  minute  to  the  effect  that,  though 
the  responsibility  for  Mr.  O'Brien's  con- 
duct in  refusing  to  submit  to  medical 
examination  would  rest  with  himself,  the 
Chief  Secretary  did  not  think  he  ought 
to  permit  Mr.  O'Brien  to  ruin  his  con- 
stitution for  the  purpose  of  injuring  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  There  was  not 
a  person  in  that  room  who  did  not 
believe,  and  was  not  justified  in  believ- 
ing, that  the  facts  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  were  taken  from  an 
Official  Keport  at  his  disposal.  My 
attention  has  also  been  drawn  to  another 
point  which  strengthens  my  case.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  read  first  of  all  a 
telegram  from  the  Freeman's  Journal^ 
and  after  reading  it  alluded  to  it  in  the 
following  terms : — '*That,  gentlemen,  is 
the  important  part  of  the  telegram 
which  you  have  cul  seen  in  the  F^eetnan^s 
Journal.'*  Now  I  want  the  House  to 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  stated  that  this  telegram  was 
wholly  and  absolutely  incorrect,  gives 
an  aocount  on  his  own  authority  of  what 
actually  happened. 

Mr.  a..  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no 
desire  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
This  particular  fact  is  sprung  upon  the 
House.  If  the  House  will  permit  me, 
as  far  as  I  recollect,  I  will  ffive  the 
exact  narrative.  If  I  recollect  rightly — 
I  know  I  am  taking  a  liberty  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman — the  events  referred  to 
occurred  on  the  Thursday.  On  the 
Friday  I  was  at  the  office.  I  had  not 
seen  the  morning  papers.  According  to 
my  reoolleotion,  the  Under  Secretary 
came  into  my  room  and  pointed  out  the 
story  given  in  the  Freeman's  Journal. 
I  did  not  accept  that  report  as  true ;  but 
I  did  think  that  the  part  of  it  which 
referred  to  Mr.  O'Brien's  refusal  to  be 
examined  was  probably  tme. 

Mb,  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.^ : 
When  ud  where  was  it  stated  in  the 
Freeman^ s  Journal  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.   BALFOUB :    I  may  be 


wrong,  but  I  believe,  if  my  reoolleotion 
serves  me  right,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  find  it  in  the  Freeman's  Journal. 
I  have  not  refreshed  my  memory.  I 
had  reason  to  believe  on  the  Friday  that 
the  sole  reason  for  the  report  in  the 
Freeman's  Journal  was  that  the  medical 
examination  had  not  been  allowed  to 
take  place,  and  then  I  forwarded,  by 
special  messenger,  the  medical  reports 
made  about  Mr.  O'Brien  on  the  previous 
occasion.  On  Saturday  I  made  my 
speech.  I  think  I  must  have  received 
some  kind  of  official  notification  of  what 
did  take  place  in  the  prison,  or  I  should 
not  have  said  at  the  banquet  that  these 
Eeports  were  false.  I  do  not  think  my 
Official  Eeports  referred  to  Mr.  O'Brien's 
refusal  or  non-refusal  to  be  examined. 
I  still  believed  the  statement  of  the 
Freeman's  Journal^  when  it  might 
naturally  be  believed  that  Mr.  O'Brien 
had  refused  to  be  examined.  The 
matter  was  brought  before  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  he  took  means  of  making  his  com- 
plaints public.  I  took  the  opportunity 
of  correcting  my  mistake  in  the  Press. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  A  very  strange  and 
wonderful  story.  I  leave  that  explanation 
to  speak  for  itself.  Before  I  pass  from 
this  particular  branch  of  the  subject,  I 
want  to  direct  attention  to  what  the 
Chief  Secretary  did  and  said.  He  said, 
*'  I  do  not  think  Mr.  O'Brien  should  be 
permitted  to  ruin  his  constitution  in 
order  to  injure  Her  Majesty's 
Ghovemment."  He  shows  not  the 
slightest  symptom  of  a  feeling  of 
humanity ;  his  one  object  of  care  is  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  What  did  he  do? 
He  says,  '*  I  therefore  gave  directions 
that  as  Mr.  O'Brien  would  not  allow 
himself  to  be  medically  examined,  the 
reports  made  by  Dr.  Ridley  and  Dr. 
Barr  should  be  sent  down  by  special 
messenger  to  the  doctor  at  Clonmel,  so 
that  he  might  carefully  watch  Mr. 
O'Brien  and  take  care  that  no  eccentri- 
city on  his  part  should  injure  his  con- 
stitution." But  why  were  not  these  re- 
ports of  the  previous  occasion  of  Mr. 
O'Brien's  imprisonment  sent  down  be- 
fore this  brutal  assault  of  the  Governor 
was  committed  f  Why  was  not  a  tele- 
gram sent  from  the  Castle?  Perhaps 
it  was  in  order  that  this  brutal  and  dis- 
gusting assault  on  Mr.  O'Brien  might 
give  &e  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
pleasure  of  sneering  at  him  at  the  ban- 
quet.   Then,  fijiding  that  a  large  section 
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ol  his  ooDBtitueiite  at  UanoabBter  did 
not  approTe  his  oonduot,  the  right  hou. 
Qentlemaa  wrote  a  long  letter  to  a  cer- 
tain Mr.  Armitage,  in  which  he  said 
that  Mr.  O'Brien's  offence  was  of  a  very 
different  character  from  that  which  it 
was  repreaentod  to  be  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle.  In  the  whole 
history  of  political  controversy  I  know 
of  nothing  meaner  than  this  attempt 
to  fasten  odious  charges  on  an  oppo- 
nent- The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
ceeds in  the  letter  to  give  what  in  hia 
judgment  was  a  fair  specimen  of  the 
speech  for  which  Mt.  O'Brien  was  con- 
victed.    He  says — 

"  Take,  for  instaDoe,  thesa  Benteacee :— '  I  >m 
afiaid  laad.grabberfl  are  living  and  thriviuic  in 
the  midet  of  you.  ...  It  all  out  Isboun  for 
the  la^  ten  years  have  not  been  in  vain,  yon 
ought  to  know  how  to  deal  with  a  land-grabber.' 
I  uy  without  fear  of  contradiction  that  k 
Oovemment  which  should  allow  words  like 
these  to  he  uttered,  with  whatever  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  speaker,  in  a  district  in  Ireland 
whrae  there  were  evicted  faims,  might  be 
making  itself  acceasory  to  asaauination.'" 

Now  let  the  House  just  listen  for  a 
second  to  what  the  real  speech  of  Mr. 
O'Brien  was.    He  did  say — 

"  1  am  afraid  they  (land-grabbers)  are  living 
and  thriving  in  [he  midst  of  you,  and  yon  know 
it.  I  need  not  go  into  particulars.  If  all  our 
labours  for  the  past  ten  years  have  not  been  in 
vain,  you  ought  to  know  a  land-grabber  when 
you  meet  him  ;  you  ought  io  know  how  to  deal 
with  him  without  any  instrucUons  from  me." 

But  then  my  hon.  Friend  gave  the 
instructions  which  were  suppressed  by 
the  right  hon.  Qeutleman.  I  will,  how- 
ever, read  thsm  to  you— 

"  If  you  want  a  lesson  how  to  deal  with  land- 
giabbatB,  go  to  the  English  trade  unions,  and 
ask  them   hew  they  deal    with   cowards  and 

My  hon.  Friend  went  on  to  say — 

"Ijust  thought  of  a  higher  authority  tban 
Lord  Salisbury  upon  the  question  of  land- 
grabbing,  and  the  words  came  back  to  my 
mind — the  mighty  words  of  acriptuic  — '  Break 
not  the  bounds  of  the  widow,  and  enter  not 
into  the  field  of  the  fatherless,  for  the  Lord 
hath  raised  them  up  a  kinsman  whose  arm  is 
mighty,  and  he  will  avenge.'  (Cheers.)  The 
Lord  has  raised  up  for  the  homeless  and 
defenceleiB  Irish  peasant ;  the  Lord  has  raised 
upa  friend  whose  arm  is  mighty.  And  I  tell 
you  that  no  law  can  deal  with  that  [tower, 
because  it  is  itself  a  law  of  nature.  It  is  the 
first  principle  of  self- preservation.  For 
hundrediof  thonsandsof  tho  people  of  Ireland, 
no  sltemative,  absolutely  no  alternative,  foi 
many  of  the  homeless  poor  of  Ireland,  except 
the    alternative   of    the  blunderbuss.      It  ii 
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because  I  ahbor  and  condemn  crime  in  every 
form  that  I  hope  that  every  man  and  every 
woman  in  Tipperary  will  to-day  enrol  them- 
selves as  Primroau  knights  and  Primrose  dames, 
and  take  a  leaf  out  of  the  Primrose  book." 

Sir,  I  say  that  a  man  is  no  man  if  he 
throws  out  unjust  charges  against  an 
adversary  who  is  unable  to  meet  him, 
and  denies  him  the  right  even  of  read- 
ing the  charges  levelled  against  him, 
but  accuses  him,  upon  garbled  extracts, 
of  inciting  to  BBsaasination.  Yet  this  is 
the  kind  of  thing  to  which  we  are  sub- 
jected in  Ireland,  That  is  the  kind 
of  war  which  is  being  carried  out  against 
the  Nationalists,  and  I  say  that  it  is  a 
method  whioh  will  be  known  to  all  pos- 
terity as  "  Pigottiem."  Talk  of  calumny, 
and  of  insult,  and  of  false  accusations 
and  slanders!  I  challenge  the  annals 
of  political  warfare  to  show  anything 
like  what  has  been  levelled  at  our 
heads. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  has  brought  against  me  the 
accusation,  couched  in  violent  language, 
that  I  accused  Mr.  O'Brien  of  inciting 
to  murder.  Now,  I  guarded  myseQ 
against  attributing  any  motives  to  Mr. 
O'Brien  in  the  matter.    My  words  were 

"  I  say,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  a 
Qovemment  which  should  allow  words  like 
these  to  be  uttered,  with  whatever  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  speaker,  in  a  district  in  Ireland 
where  there  were  evicted  farms,  might  be 
making  itself  acceasory  to  assassination." 

The  House  will  notice  that  I  distinctly 
laid  down  that  words  like  these  might 
produce  a  collision.  I  adhere  still  to 
what  I  said  ;  but  I  did  not  suggest  that 
Mr.  O'Brien  had  that  intention,  or  any 
other  intention,  and  I  carefully  guarded 
myself  against  it. 

Me.  DILLON:  I  want  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
siders it  consistent  with  bis  ideas  of 
proper  political  conduct  to  have  sup- 
prsBsed  passages  which  would  fuUy 
nave  explained  what  the  action  of  Mr. 
O'Brien  really  was  ?  I  read  all 
that  he  said,  but  I  say  that  his  pur- 
pose was  to  convey  to  the  people 
of  Manchester  that  Mr.  O'Brieu  had  in- 
cited to  aeaasei nation.  That  is  the  only 
pli.in  meaning  that  can  be  put  upon 
his  language.  If  not,  why  were  these 
passages  suppressed,  and  why  was  Hr. 
O'Brien  punished  ?  The  words,  taken 
by  themselves,  did   not  amount  to  the 
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meaning  sought  to  be  put  npon  them ; 
they  were  innocent  words,  and  no  man 
ought  to  be  punished  lor  using  them.  I 
am  not  at  all  surprised  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  concluded  his 
speech  at  the  Dublin  banquet  by  re- 
marking that  these  little  exoitepients 
were  soon  forgotten,  but  that  the  powers 
of  mendacity  were  by  no  means  ex- 
hausted. When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  driven  into  a  comer  upon  the 
subject  of  prison  treatment,  he  said  that 
all  Irish  prisoners  were  treated  in  the 
same  manner ;  that  he  could  not  give 
dispensations,  but  that  the  law  required 
that  all  prisoners  convicted  of  offences 
should  be  treated  in  the  same  way. 
Now,  I  say  that  that  also  is  false.  It  is 
not  true  that  all  political  prisoners  are 
treated  in  the  same  way.  I  need 
only  refer  to  the  cases  of  the 
Belfast  swindlers,  and  Mr.  White,  J.P., 
who  was  charged  with  cruelty  to  a 
child,  to  show  that,  while  political 
prisoners  are  treated  with  relentless 
severity,  offences  committed  by  friends  of 
the  Government  are  treated  with  the 
greatest  leniency.  The  Belfast  swind- 
lers were  guilty  of  a  disgusting  crime ; 
but  the  redeeminfl^  feature  in  their  icase 
was  that  one  of  them  was  the  Secretary 
of  the  Association  which  got  up  the  de- 
monstration for  the  rifl^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain).  He  was  a  man — for  I  saw 
him  on  his  trial — of  a  sanctimonious 
cast  of  countenance,  and  the  evidence 
proved  that  he  never  appeared  out  of 
doors  without  a  silk  hat.  The  Crown 
exhausted  every  contrivance  to  protect 
the  Belfast  prisoners,  and  although  the 
evidence  was  overwhelming,  no  pressure 
was  used  for  a  severe  judgment.  Con- 
sequently, these  men,  who  were  con- 
victed of  one  of  the  most  abominable 
crimes  known  in  civilized  life— namely, 
the  insuring  of  a  number  of  lives,  forg- 
ing certificates,  and  then  supplying  men 
with  whiskey  who  were  known  to  be  in 
the  habit  of  taking  too  much  in  order  to 
kill  them  —  men  convicted  of  this 
atrocious  crime  were  senteneed  simply 
to  six  months'  imprisonment.  That  is 
the  kind  of  law  and  order  that  exists  in 
Ireland.  The  prisoners  were  brought 
to  Belfast  Gaol  and  then  ordered  to  be 
removed  to  Derry  Gaol.  When  they 
emerged  from  Belfast  Gaol  to  be  re- 
moved to  Derry  they  were  dressed  in 
their  own  clothes,  and  one  of  them,  who 


is  said  to  be  the  possessor  of  a  fortune 
of  £50,000,  but  was  desirous  of  adding 
to  it  by  nefarious  practices,  said  he  was 
cold,  upoli  which  the  governor  of  the 
gaol  said  he  would  lend  him  his  own 
overcoat.  I  do  not  state  that  as  a  posi- 
tive fact,  but  such  is  my  information. 
At  Derry  Gaol  Mr.  Alderman  Bell,  one 
of  the  visiting  justices,  visited  the 
prisoners  Dunlop  and  Matthews,  and  he 
reports  that  he  found  Dunlop  reading 
and  Matthews  writing,  and  ooth  were 
entirely  satisfied  with  everything.  The 
only  thing  they  said  they  wanted  was 
their  liberty.  Probably  if  they  will  send 
a  petition  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  he 
will  procure  even  that  for  them.  Contrast 
this  treatment  with  that  of  a  Member  of 
this  House,  whose  only  crime  is  that  he 
has  shown  the  spirit  of  a  man,  and  has 
refused  to  desert  nis  people  in  obedience 
to  the  dictates  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
Mrs.  Harrington  writes  to  say,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  treatment  of  her  husband, 
that  he  was  put  to  stone-breaking  and 
chopping  wood ;  that  the  skin  was  off 
his  fingers  with  oakum-picking,  and 
that  he  was  driven  in  prison  clothes  from 
Tralee  upon  an  outside  car  through  the 
chief  town  of  the  constituency  which  he 
represents  in  this  House,  with  no  over- 
coat, and  only  an  old  blanket  to  use  as  a 
rug  to  cover  him.  She  spoke  to  him  for 
a  moment  and  saw  that  nis  fingers  were 
raw.  See  the  contrast  between  the 
treatment  of  Mr.  Harrington  and  that 
of  the  Belfast  swindlers !  But  let  me 
give  another  contrast.  In  December 
last,  Mr.  0*Shea,  the  Secretary  of  a 
local  branch  of  the  National  League  at 
Macroom,  was  accused  of  writing  a 
threatening  letter,  and  was  sentenced  to 
four  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour.  The  charge  against  him  was 
intimidation,  and  he  was  convicted,  al- 
though the  man  to  whom  the  letter  was 
written  came  forward  and  swore  that  he 
was  in  no  way  intimidated.  Here  is  a 
contrast.  At  Stapletown  on  the  1st  of 
October,  1 888,  a  member  of  the  firm  of 
Hussey  &  Co.,  well-known  land  agents, 
was  charged  with  assaulting  a  common 
prostitute.  The  police  were  attracted 
by  her  screams,  and  arrested  her  as* 
sailant,  whom  they  found  lying  in  the 
hall  exhausted.  Mr.  Gardner,  R.M., 
convicted  the  offender,  but  thought  the 
ends  of  justice  would  be  satisfied  by 
imposing  a  fine  of  £5.    To  make  the 


423 


Address  tn 


lOOMMOMSl 


Answer  to  JTer 


424 


pioture  oomplete,  Mr.  Gardner  is  the 
magistrate  wqo  passed  a  severe  sentence 
upon  the  Kerry  prisoners,  against  whom 
no  offence  whatever  was  proved.  Is  it 
wonderful,  under  such  circumstances, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  should  not 
respect  the  law  ?  If  I  were  to  take 
the  trouble  to  inquire,  I  could  give 
numerous  instances,  but  I  will  con- 
tent myself  with  one,  that  of  Adam 
White,  J.P.,  of  the  County  Leitrim, 
who  is  a  member  of  the  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Party.  This  gentleman  ap- 
pears to  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
returning  home  drunk,  and  upon  one 
particular  night,  when  in  that  condition 
— a  cold  and  wet  night — he  stripped  a 
servant  girl  of  14  stark  naked,  beat  her 
with  all  his  might,  and  then  kicked  her 
out  into  the  road.  She  was  picked  up 
out  of  a  ditoh  by  somebody  who  hap- 
pened to  pass.  This  respectable  gen- 
tleman— I  do  not  know  whether  he  is 
not  still  a  magistrate—  was  brought  up 
before  his  fellow  magistrates,  who  con- 
victed him  and  sentenced  him  to  six 
months'  imprisonment  without  hard 
labour.  Of  course,  his  offence  was  no- 
thing like  so  serious  a  one  as  that  of 
Mr.  O'Brien.  Beating  and  turning  a 
poor  little  girl  out  into  the  road  on 
a  oold  ni^ht  in  Ireland  is  a  loyal  and 
respectable  offence,  and  I  am  told 
that  this  worthy  magistrate  enjoys 
in  gaol  a  glass  of  whisky  every  day, 
and  is  supplied  with  the  FVssmanU 
JoumaL  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  the  powers  of  mendacity  in  Ireland 
are  absolutely  inexhaustible.  If  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  would  spend  a 
little  more  time  in  Dublin  Oastle,  he 
would  see  for  himself  that  that  institu- 
tion is  capable  of  challenging  any  other 
in  the  whole  world  in  misrepresenting 
and  colouring  Eeports  in  accordance 
with  its  own  wishes.  And  now  let  me 
say  a  word  or  two  upon  the  question  of 
the  improvement  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  seems  to 
think  that  he  utterly  crushes  us  by  an- 
nouncing that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
is  improving.  Now,  I  fail  to  see  what 
point  he  desires  to  make  from  that 
statement.  He  has  boasted  recently  of 
different  kinds  of  improvement,  and 
particularly  of  improvements  in  the 
amount  of  agrarian  crime.  I  admit 
this,  to  a  certain  extent,  and  I  rejoice  at 
it.  The  only  difference  between  us  is, 
t  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  thinks 
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it  is  due  to  his  wonderful  government 
of  Ireland,  whereas  I  say  it  is  due 
partly  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
partly  to  the  action  of  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  But 
there  is  another  cause.  Everybody 
knows*  that  this  has  been  a  better  year 
in  England  than  it  used  to  be,  and  so 
it  has  been  in  Ireland.  The  price  of 
cattle  has  gone  up  enormously,  and  as 
that  is  one  of  our  chief  articles  of  supply, 
there  has  been  an  increase  in  railway 
dividends,  and  perhaps  a  momentary 
gleam  of  prosperity.  But  one  of  the 
terrible  evils  which  presided  over  the 
fate  of  Ireland  in  the  past,  but  which, 
by  God's  help,  I  trust  will  never  curse 
them  in  the  future  was,  that  whenever 
periods  of  prosperity  came  and  the  price 
of  cattle  and  stock  rose,  instead  of  being 
a  blessing  it  became  a  moral  curse  to 
the  labourer.  I  trust  it  is  true  that 
this  time,  at  least,  the  poor  and  labour- 
ing classes  may  have  some  share  in  the 
advancing  wave  of  prosperity,  and,  if 
so,  I  say  that  it  is  to  be  traced  to  the 
results  of  recent  agitation.  We  have 
heard  of  periods  of  prosperity  in 
Ireland  before,  and  it  was  the  cus- 
tom for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
come  down  and  tell  us  ad  nauseam  of 
the  rising  tide  of  prosperity,  predicting 
that  Ireland  would  soon  become  the 
fruitful  mother  of  flocks  and  herds. 
But  although  we  were  told  that  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  was  rising  by 
leaps  and  bounds,  we  heard  also  of  the 
people  flying  to  another  country  with 
hatred  in  their  hearts— people  who  were 
destined  to  give  you  greater  trouble  in 
their  new  land  than  in  their  own.  But 
if  the  condition  of  the  Irish  people  has 
been  improved  by  a  rise  in  prices,  it  iR 
not  the  Coercion  Act  that  has  increased 
the  price  of  cattle — at  least  I  have  not 
heara  that  that  result  has  been  claimed 
for  it  yet.  And  now  I  come  to  another 
kind  of  improvement  which  is  claimed 
to  have  taken  place  in  Ireland — 
namely,  the  pacification  of  the  people. 
I  utterly  traverse  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  country 
has  quietened  down,  and  that  peace  and 
order  have  been  restored  where  disorder 
prevailed  before,  or  that  a  good  feeling 
has  been  restored  between  the  police 
and  the  people  where  ill-feeling  pre- 
vailed bcdfore.  But  we  have  heard 
nothing  this  time  of  boycotted  farms 
being  taken;  and  I  tell  the  right  hon« 
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(Gentleman    again    that    there    is    no ) 
foundation  whaterer  for  the  statements 
made  by  himself  and  his  toUeague,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  that  boy- 
cotted farms  have  been  taken  or  will  be 
taken.     He  is  not  able  to  show  that  they 
are  being  taken,  and  therefore  he  did  not 
allude  to  them.      He  says  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  relations  between  the  people 
and    the    police    haye     improved.      I 
utterly  and  absolutely  deny  it.     Never 
in  my  experieoce  of  Irish  politics — now 
some  13  years — do  I  remember  as  bad  a 
feeling  between   the   people   and    the 
police,  and  I  could  point  to  whole  dis- 
tricts   which,    when     the     right    hon. 
Gentleman  came  into  office,  were  peace- 
able and  quiet,    with  disturbance    un- 
known, where  the  police  and  the  people 
got  on  very  well,    which  are  now  in  a 
state    of  siege.     Take    the    County  of 
Donegal.     When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  into  office,   and  before  the 
Coercion  Act  was  passed,  that  county 
was  in  an  absolutely  peaceable  state. 
Now  it  is  the  most  disturbed  county  in 
Ireland,  and  that  disturbance  has  been 
brought  about  by  the  outrageous  action, 
pig-headed    opinions,     and    deliberate 
misconduct  of  the  officers  in  charge  of  the 
county,  who  have  done  everythiug  that 
human  ingenuity  could  devise  to  bring 
about  a  collision  between  the  police  and 
the  people.      Let  me  say  a  word  about 
the  catastrophe  which  occurred  there  the 
other  day.     I  feel    bound   to  protest 
against  the  language  used  by  the  Chief 
Secretary      in     reference     to     Father 
M'Fadden  and  the  prisoners  who  are 
about  to  be  tried  for  murder.     No  doubt 
it  was  an  unfortunate  catastrophe  and  a 
painful  occurrence,  but  nobody  can  form 
an  accurate  judgment  with  regard  to  the 
case  unless,  like  us,  he  has  watched  the 
conduct  of  the  police.     Outrageous  in- 
sults to  the  people  have  long  been  given 
at  Gweedore  by  Inspector  Martin  and 
those  under  his  charge,  and  now  that 
they  have  culminated  in  the  death  of  a 
police  constable  hon.  Members  opposite 
assume  that    they  amount  to   murder. 

I  Colonel  Saxtndebson  :  Hear,  hear  !] 
know  that  that  is  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite.  It  may  seem 
an  audacious  thing  for  me  to  say,  but 
I  utterly  and  absolutely  deny  that  there 
has  been  any  case  of  murder  at  all, 
according  to  the  dying  declaration  of 
the  constable  who  is  now  dead.  The 
doctrine— and  this   is   a   matter  upon 


which  a  great  deal  will  be    heard  in 
England  before  the  subject  passes  away 
— the  doctrine  attempted  to  be  laid  down 
by  the    Irish    Executive    is    this   and 
nothing  less — that  it  is  lawful  for  the 
police  to  attac]^   peaceable  people  with 
deadly  weapons    without    provocation, 
and  that  if  the  people  so  attacked  strike 
a  blow  in  self-defence,  any  death  that 
may  occur  is  murder.      I  deny  that.     I 
have  always  maintained  that  when  an 
assault  was  made  on  the  people  in  the 
square  at  Mitchelstown  the  people  were 
perfectly  entitled  to  resist,  and  according 
to  sworn  information  I  maintain  that  the 
people  were  entitled  to  resist  the  police 
at  Gweedore.      I  am  convinced  tiiat  a 
grave  and  serious   question  will  arise 
whether  the  people  were  not   acting  in 
self-defence  and  with  perfect  legality. 
If  that  be  so,  it  is  monstrous  to  assume 
that  the  police  were  acting  within  their 
legal  right,  and   that  the  death  of  In- 
spector Martin  was  a  murder.  We  know 
what  the  fate  of    the  Nationalists    is 
when    the    bloodhounds    of   the    law, 
hounded  on  by  the  head  of  the  Executive, 
who  seems  to  forget  eyery  consideration 
of  fair  play,  are  let  loose  on  the  people. 
I   beHeve    that    the  arrest  of   Fatuer . 
M'Fadden  was  one  of  the  wildest  things 
that  have  ever  happened  in  Ireland. 
The  motive  may  have  been  to  deprive 
the  other  prisoners  of  Father  M'Fadden's 
evidence.     At  this  moment  the  authori- 
ties are  'arresting  every  man  and  woman 
in  the  neighbourhood,  so  that  the  un- 
fortimate  prisoners  may  be  able  to  call  no 
evidence  in  their  behalf.    The  police  are 
sweeping  the  country  night  after  night, 
and  if  to-morrow  any  man  dare  to  come 
forward  and  say  he  was  a  witness  of  the 
transaction,  he  would  immediately  find 
himself  in  prison.    I  say  that  if  there 
has  been  murder  it  is  on  the  other  side, 
and  both  in  England  and  Ireland  I  shall 
continue  to  denounce  the  whole  thing 
as  a  deliberate  murder  from  beginning 
to  end.     What  is  the  condition  of  Done- 
gal ?    You  found  it  peaceable ;  you  have 
reduced  the  people  to  madness ;  flooded 
the  country  with  police;  and  the  last 
news   is  that  a  troop  of  dragoons  is 
marching  there,    and  that  a  gunboat 
employing  the  electric  light  is  stationed 
off  the  coast.     This  is  what  you  call 
concentration  ;  and  why  is  all  this  done  ? 
The  forces  of  the  Grown  were  refused 
to  Lord  Olanricarde,  although    he    is 
threatenisg  the  Castle  that  he  will  levy 
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an  army  of  his  own.  Why  is  it  that 
Mr.  Olphert,  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  has 
police,  dragoons,  and  a  gunboat  placed 
at  his  service  ?  It  is  because  Mr.  Ol- 
phert is  an  aide-de-camp  at  the  Castle, 
and  on  that  account  you  have  reduced 
the  county  of  Donegal  from  a  state 
of  order  to  a  state  of  turmoil. 
In  all  parts  of  the  North  and  West  of 
Ireland  that  I  am  acquainted  with  per- 
sonally the  feeling  of  the  people  is 
becoming  worse  day  by  day,  and  it  will 
soon  lead  yon  to  a  point  of  serious  diffi- 
culty. I  am  bound  to  say  it  would  be 
very  little  to  the  credit  of  the  Irish 
people  if  that  feeling  does  not  increase 
and  become  more  bitter,  because  it  has 
now  become  the  absolute  practice  of  the 
Irish  Police,  acting  under  the  incite- 
ment of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  Chief 
Magistrates  like  Colonel  Turner,  to 
assault  in  the  rudest  and  roughest 
manner,  and  without  notice,  men  who  are 
perfectly  peaceable,  by  drawing  their 
batons.  The  doctrine  which  is  being 
instilled  into  the  Irish  Police  is  this — 
*•  Wherever  you  see  ahead,  hit  it ;  murder 
men ;  hill,  if  you  have  got  a  shadow  of 
provocation,  and  we  shall  back  you  up 
in  everything.  No  matter  what  you  do, 
it  will  be  condoned."  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  boasted  a  few  days  ago  that 
he  had  unproclaimed  several  districts. 
Unfortunately  for  that  boast,  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  has,  while  unproclaim- 
ing  several  baronies,  proclaimed  seven 
'more.  And  in  this  regard  I  will  just 
point  out  a  most  striking  illustration  of 
the  way  in  which  Ireland  can  be,  for 
political  purposes,  represented  as 
either  boiling  over  or  quieting  down, 
according  as  the  Executive  Officers 
in  Ireland  may  desire.  A  few 
days  ago  the  barony  of  Lower  Dun- 
dalk  was  unproclaimed,  and  the 
Secretary  of  the  League,  Patrick  Largin, 
was  agg^eved  that  it  should  be  un- 
proclaimed. He  wrote  to  the  Free- 
man^s  Journal  asking  what  they  had 
done  that  the  district  should  be  unpro- 
claimed, and  stating  that  on  the  pre- 
vious Sunday  they  enrolled  500  members 
of  the  League,  and  that  at  the  meeting 
over  600  were  present.  They  elected 
their  officers,  and  the  police  stood  round 
all  the  time,  but  did  not  attempt  to 
interfere.  **  On  Monday  last,"  he  con- 
tinues, ''I  sent  £20  to  the  Central 
Branch,  our  subscription  for  our  branch, 
and,  as  a  proof  of  our  branch's  activityi 


we  had  bonfires  all  over  the  district  a 
week  ago  to  celebrate  the  re-instate- 
ment  of  a  tenant  in  the  parish  of 
Coola,  whose  farm  had  been  boycotted 
and  kept  vacant  for  seven  years  under 
the  Coercion  Act.  The  tenant  was  re- 
instated on  his  own  terms,  without 
a  penny  of  arrears  or  costs,  and 
at  half  the  original  cost.  We  are 
very  anxious  to  do  anything  we 
can  to  deserve  Mr.  Balfour's  attention, 
but  what  can  we  do  with  enemies  who 
run  away."  I  have  not  the  smallest 
doubt  in  my  own  mind  that  if  the 
statistics  of  derelict  farms  relet,  given 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Sec- 
retary, were  examined,  this  Coola  farm 
would  re-appear  as  one  of  the  relet 
farms,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  list 
given  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  evicted 
farms  relet  includes  farms  to  which  we 
have  got  the  tenants  back  on  the  original 
terms.  The  Chief  Secretary  is  con- 
tented, it  seems  to  me,  with  the  result  of 
his  government  in  Ireland ;  and,  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart,  I  can  say  that  I  am 
contented  also.  No  one  who  knows 
Ireland  can  deny  for  a  single  moment 
the  proposition  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  succeeded  in  making  the  Castle  more 
hateful,  if  possible,  than  it  ever  was 
previously  in  Ireland.  Whether  his 
administration  is  successful  or  not  de- 
pends entirely  on  the  object  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in  view. 
If  his  object  be  to  exasperate  the 
people,  to  inflict  a  certain  amount  of 
punishment,  and  to  make  the  people 
detest  him  and  all  those  who  serve 
under  him,  I  think  he  has  achieved  a 
measure  of  success.  But  if  his  object 
be  to  conciliate  in  Ireland  any  consider- 
able party  who  will  support  what  he 
calls  union  between  the  two  countries 
and  the  Unionist  Government,  then, 
I  say,  a  more  deplorable  and  disastrous 
failure  has  not  been  recorded  in  the 
whole  of  Irish  history.  At  no  period 
in  the  history  of  Ireland  has  the  Unionist 
Party  stood  lower  than  they  stand  to- 
day. If  you  had  the  courage  of  your 
convictions,  and  faced  us  at  the  polls 
to-morrow — you  will  have  to  do  it 
sooner  or  later — the  people  of  this  coun- 
try would  then  be  able  to  realize  how 
much  progress  your  great,  beneficent, 
and  wealth-bringing  Government  has 
made  in  the  affections  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  I  had  an  extract,  which 
I    think    I    have    mislaid^     of    the 
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speeoh  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  banquet  in  Dublin,  which,  1. 
confess,  made  me  laugh  very  heartily,, 
because,  in  the  course  of  that  speech, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  had 
never,  in  the  course  of  his  political  ex- 
perience, addressed  a  more  representa- 
tive gathering.     Complaints  have  been, 
heard  of  a  horrid  outrage  committed 
upon  the    banquetters.      The   atrocity 
was  this — that  the  names  of  the  guests, 
were  published.   I  understand  that  they 
had  been   going  before  the  Courts  in 
Dublin,  weeping  bitter  tears,  whining 
and  gproaning,  and  saying  they  never 
would  have  gone  had  they  known  their 
names   were  to  be  given.      Let  it  be 
noted  that  this  was  the  representative 
gathering  of  the  '*  commercial  and  bank- 
ing classes  and  leaders  of  the  people  " 
in  Ireland — men  who  sneaked  in,  Grown 
Prosecutors,   expectant  place-mongers, 
and  a  very  small  sprinkling  of  mose 
so-called  mercantile  men,  who  got  the 
Chief  Secretary,  or  whoever  managed 
the    banquet,    to    exclude    the    Press, 
nominally  that  the  speeches  might  not 
be  reported,  but  reaUy  that  the  names 
might  not  be  published.      If   that   is 
all  the  Unionist  Party  can    show  for 
themselves  in   Ireland    their    fortunes 
have  reached  a  very  low  ebb.     I  do  not 
think  a  more  cruel  illustration  could  be 
asked  for  of  the  great  advance   of  the 
Unionist  Government.     Even  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  went  to 
Dublin  they  were  not  afraid  to  publish 
the  names.     We  are  getting  on.     But 
that  is  not  all.     Some  of  the  great  bank 
directors,    who  were  alluded    to,  very 
much  like  the  men  in   buckram,  and 
whose  names  were  not  mentioned  by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  were  pointed  out 
%n  camera  as  decorating  the  table  at  the 
representative  banquet  in  Dublin,  were 
questioned  at  the  first  subsequent  meet- 
ing of  shareholders,   and  they  got  up 
and  apologized,  and  said  they  did  not  go 
there  as  directors,  but  under  the  impres- 
sion that  it  was  a  private  banquet,  and 
that  the  names  would  not  be  published. 
I  express  no  opinion  as  to  the  merits  of 
the  attacks  that  have  been  made  on  this 
banquet,  but  the  opinion  that  I  express 
is  this — that  it  is  a  significant  fact  that 
the   Leader  of  a  Government  with  a 
thorough  Executive  at  its  back,  with  all 
the   various    machinery    to    bribe,    to 
coerce,  to  conciliate  the  support,  which  is 
enjoyed  to  such   an   unparalleled  ex- 


tent by  the  Head  of  the  Executive  in 
Ireland,  can  gather  around  his  board  in 
an  hour  of  crisis  only  so  poor  a  body  of 
men,  whose  greatest  achievement  was  to 
roar  with  laughter  when  they  heard 
of  a  political  opponent  having  been 
knocked  down  and  stripped  naked,  and 
who  then  were  afraid  to  let  their  names 
be  known  to  the  Irish  public. 
♦Mr.  FORREST  FULTON  (West 
Ham) :  I  feel  it  is  extremely  difficult 
to  expect  the  House  to  listen  to  one 
who  does  not  claim  to  possess  the 
great  gift  of  eloquence  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down ; 
but  there  are  some  matters  which 
I  desire  to  refer  to,  and  which  ap> 
pear  to  me  of  considerable  importance, 
which  have  been  touched  upon  by  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Morley).  The  latter 
referred  to  the  unfortunate  occurrences 
at  Gweedore,  and  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Dillon)  said  that  he  believed  there  was 
not  the  smallest  authority  for  saying 
that  under  any  circumstances  the  death 
of  Inspector  Martin  could  be  the  crime 
of  wilful  murder.  There  cannot,  how- 
ever, be  the  smallest  possible  doubt  that 
the  person  or  persons  who  caused  In- 
spector Martin's  death  were  guilty  of 
the  crime  of  murder.  That  matter  has 
been  placed  beyond  the  possibility  of 
controversy,  because  the  subject  was 
very  thoroughly  considered  at  the 
time  of  the  murder  of  Sergeant  Brett 
at  Manchester,  and  Mr.  Justice  Black- 
burn and  Lord  Justice  Mellor  de- 
clined to  grant  a  case  on  the  ground 
that  the  point  of  whether  or  not 
the  act  was  one  of  murder  was  too 
clear  for  argument,  and  in  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen's  "  Digest  of  the  Criminal  Law  " 
it  is  set  forth  that  when  a  constable 
or  other  person  properly  authorized 
acts  in  the  execution  of  his  duty 
the  law  casts  a  peculiar  protection 
around  him  ;  and  consequently,  if  he  is 
killed  in  the  execution  of  his  duty, 
it  is  murder,  even  though  there  be 
such  circumstances  of  hot  blood  and 
want  of  premeditation  as  would  in 
ordinary  cases  reduce  the  crime  to 
manslaughter.  There  cannot'  be  the 
smallest  doubt  that  Inspector  Martin 
was  murdered  by  some  person  or  per- 
sons. That  is  the  law  of  England  and 
the  law  of  Ireland.  Now,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  support  of  his 
Amendment,  quotes  this  case  from  the 
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pioture  complete,  Mr.  Gardner  is  the 
magistrate  who  passed  a  severe  sentence 
upon  the  Kerry  prisoners,  against  whom 
no  offence  whatever  was  proved.  Is  it 
wonderful,  under  such  circumstances, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  should  not 
respect  the  law  ?  If  I  were  to  take 
the  trouhle  to  inquire,  I  could  give 
numerous  instances,  but  I  will  con- 
tent myself  with  one,  that  of  Adam 
White,  J.P.,  of  the  County  Leitrim, 
who  is  a  member  of  the  Loyal  and 
Patriotic  Party.  This  gentleman  ap- 
pears to  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
returning  home  drunk,  and  upon  one 
particular  night,  when  in  that  condition 
— a  cold  and  wet  night — he  stripped  a 
servant  girl  of  14  stark  naked,  beat  her 
with  all  his  might,  and  then  kicked  her 
out  into  the  road.  She  was  picked  up 
out  of  a  ditoh  by  somebody  who  hap- 
pened to  pass.  This  respectable  gen- 
tleman— I  do  not  know  whether  he  is 
not  still  a  magistrate—  was  brought  up 
before  his  fellow  magistrates,  who  con- 
victed him  and  sentenced  him  to  six 
months'  imprisonment  without  hard 
labour.  Of  course,  his  offence  was  no- 
thing like  so  serious  a  one  as  that  of 
Mr.  O'Brien.  Beating  and  turning  a 
poor  little  g^rl  out  into  the  road  on 
a  cold  night  in  Ireland  is  a  loyal  and 
respectable  offence,  and  I  am  told 
that  this  worthy  magistrate  enjoys 
in  gaol  a  glass  of  whisky  every  day, 
and  is  supplied  with  the  FreemanU 
Journal,  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  says 
that  the  powers  of  mendacity  in  Ireland 
are  absolutely  inexhaustible.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  spend  a 
little  more  time  in  Dublin  Castle,  he 
would  see  for  himself  that  that  institu- 
tion is  capable  of  challenging  any  other 
in  the  whole  world  in  misrepresenting 
and  colouring  Keports  in  accordance 
with  its  own  wishes.  And  now  let  me 
say  a  word  or  two  upon  the  question  of 
the  improvement  of  the  condition  of 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  seems  to 
think  that  he  utterly  crushes  us  by  an- 
nouncing that  the  condition  of  Ireland 
is  improving.  Now,  I  fail  to  see  what 
point  he  desires  to  make  from  that 
statement.  He  has  boasted  recently  of 
different  kinds  of  improvement,  and 
particularly  of  improvements  in  the 
amount  of  agrarian  crime.  I  admit 
this,  to  a  certain  extent,  and  I  rejoice  at 
it.  The  only  difference  between  us  is, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
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it  is  due  to  his  wonderful  government 
of  Ireland,  whereas  I  say  it  is  due 
partly  to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
partly  to  the  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  But 
there  is  another  cause.  Everybody 
knows*  that  this  has  been  a  better  year 
in  England  than  it  used  to  be,  and  so 
it  has  been  in  Ireland.  The  price  of 
cattle  has  gone  up  enormously,  and  as 
that  is  one  of  our  chief  articles  of  supply, 
there  has  been  an  increase  in  railway 
dividends,  and  perhaps  a  momentary 
gleam  of  prosperity.  But  one  of  the 
terrible  evils  which  presided  over  the 
fate  of  Ireland  in  the  past,  but  which, 
by  God's  help,  I  trust  will  never  curse 
them  in  the  future  was,  that  whenever 
periods  of  prosperity  came  and  the  price 
of  cattle  and  stock  rose,  instead  of  being 
a  blessing  it  became  a  moral  curse  to 
the  labourer.  I  trust  it  is  true  that 
this  time,  at  least,  the  poor  and  labour- 
ing classes  may  have  some  share  in  the 
advancing  wave  of  prosperity,  and,  if 
so,  I  say  that  it  is  to  be  traced  to  the 
results  of  recent  agitation.  We  have 
heard  of  periods  of  prosperity  in 
Ireland  before,  and  it  was  the  cus- 
tom for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
come  down  and  tell  us  ad  nauseam  of 
the  rising  tide  of  prosperity,  predicting 
that  Ireland  would  soon  become  the 
fruitful  mother  of  flocks  and  herds. 
But  although  we  were  told  that  the 

{)rosperity  of  the  country  was  rising  by 
caps  and  bounds,  we  heard  also  of  the 
people  flying  to  another  country  with 
hatred  in  their  hearts— people  who  were 
destined  to  give  you  greater  trouble  in 
their  new  land  than  in  their  own.  But 
if  the  condition  of  the  Irish  people  has 
been  improved  by  a  rise  in  prices,  it  is 
not  the  Coercion  Act  that  has  increased 
the  price  of  cattle — at  least  I  have  not 
heard  that  that  result  has  been  claimed 
for  it  yet.  And  now  I  come  to  another 
kind  of  improvement  which  is  claimed 
to  have  taken  place  in  Ireland — 
namely,  the  paciflcation  of  the  people. 
I  utterly  traverse  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  country 
has  quietened  down,  and  that  peace  and 
order  have  been  restored  where  disorder 
prevailed  before,  or  that  a  g^d  feeling 
has  been  restored  between  the  police 
and  the  people  where  ill-feeling  pre- 
vailed before.  But  we  have  heard 
nothing  this  time  of  boycotted  farms 
I  being  taken;  and  I  tell  the  right  hon* 
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Gentleman    again    that    there    is     no 
foundation  whatever  for  the  statements 
made  by  himself  and  his  eolleague,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  that  boy- 
cotted farms  have  been  taken  or  will  be 
taken.     He  is  not  able  to  show  that  they 
are  being  taken,  and  therefore  he  did  not 
allude  to  them.      He  says  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  relations  between  the  people 
and    the    police    have     improvea.      I 
utterly  and  absolutely  deny  it.     Never 
in  my  experience  of  Irish  politics — now 
some  13  years — do  I  remember  as  bad  a 
feeling  between   the   people   and    the 
police,  and  I  could  point  to  whole  dis- 
tricts   which,    when    the     right    hon. 
Gentleman  came  into  office,  were  peace- 
able and  quiet,    with  disturbance    un- 
known, where  the  police  and  the  people 
got  on  very  well,    which  are  now  in  a 
state    of  siege.    Take    the    County  of 
Donegal.     When  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man came  into  office,   and  before  the 
Coercion  Act  was  passed,  that  county 
was  in   an  absolutely  peaceable  state. 
Now  it  is  the  most  disturbed  county  in 
Ireland,  and  that  disturbance  has  been 
brought  about  by  the  outrageous  action, 
pig-headed    opinions,     and    deliberate 
misconduct  of  the  officers  in  charge  of  the 
county,  who  have  done  everything  that 
human  ingenuity  could  devise  to  bring 
about  a  collision  between  the  police  and 
the  people.      Let  me  say  a  word  about 
the  catastrophe  which  occurred  there  the 
other  day.     I  feel    bound   to  protest 
against  the  language  used  by  the  Chief 
Secretary      in     reference     to     Father 
M'Fadden  and  the  prisoners  who   are 
about  to  be  tried  for  murder.     No  doubt 
it  was  an  unfortunate  catastrophe  and  a 
painful  occurrence,  but  nobody  can  form 
an  accurate  judgment  with  regard  to  the 
case  unless,  like  us,  he  has  watched  the 
conduct  of  the  police.    Outrageous  in- 
sults to  the  people  have  long  been  given 
at  Gweedore  by  Inspector  Martin  and 
those  under  his  charge,  and  now  that 
they  have  culminated  in  the  death  of  a 
police  constable  hon.  Members  opposite 
assume  that    they  amount  to  murder. 

t Colonel  Saxtndkbsok  :  Hear,  hear  !] 
know  that  that  is  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite.  It  may  seem 
an  audacious  thing  for  me  to  say,  but 
I  utterly  and  absolutely  deny  that  there 
has  been  any  case  of  murder  at  all, 
aoeording  to  the  dying  declaration  of 
the  constable  who  is  now  dead.  The 
doctrine — ^and  this   it   a   matter  upon 


which  a  g^eat  deal  will  be    heard  in 
Eneland  before  the  subject  passes  away 
— the  doctrine  attemptea  to  be  laid  down 
by  the    Irish    Executive    is    this    and 
nothing  less — that  it  is  lawful  for  the 
police  to  attac^   peaceable  people  with 
deadly  weapons    without    provocation, 
and  that  if  the  people  so  attacked  strike 
a  blow  in  self-defence,  any  death  that 
may  occur  is  murder.      I  deny  that.     I 
have  always  maintained  that  when  an 
assault  was  made  on  the  people  in  the 
square  at  Mitchelstown  the  people  were 
perfectly  entitled  to  resist,  and  according 
to  sworn  information  I  maintain  that  the 
people  were  entitled  to  resist  the  police 
at  Gweedore.      I  am  convinced  that  a 
grave  and  serious   question  will  arise 
whether  the  people  were  not   acting  in 
self-defence  and  with  perfect  legality. 
If  that  be  so,  it  is  monstrous  to  assume 
that  the  police  were  acting  within  their 
legal  ri^ht,  and  that  the  death  of  In- 
spector Martin  was  a  murder.  We  know 
what  the  fate  of    the  Nationalists    is 
when    the    bloodhounds    of   the    law, 
hounded  on  by  the  head  of  the  Executive, 
who  seems  to  forget  every  consideration 
of  fair  play,  are  let  loose  on  the  people. 
I   believe    that    the  arrest  of   Father . 
M'Fadden  was  one  of  the  wildest  things 
that   have   ever  happened  in  Ireland. 
The  motive  may  have  been  to  deprive 
the  other  prisoners  of  Father  MTadaen's 
evidence.     At  this  moment  the  authori- 
ties are  'arresting  every  man  and  woman 
in  the  neighbourhood,  so  that  the  un- 
fortunate prisoners  may  be  able  to  call  no 
evidence  in  their  behalf.    The  police  are 
sweeping  the  country  night  after  night, 
and  if  to-morrow  any  man  dare  to  come 
forward  and  say  he  was  a  witness  of  the 
transaction,  he  would  immediately  find 
himself  in  prison.     I  say  that  if  there 
has  been  murder  it  is  on  the  other  side, 
and  both  in  England  and  Ireland  I  shall 
continue  to  denounce  the  whole  thing 
as  a  deliberate  murder  from  beginning 
to  end.     What  is  the  condition  of  Done- 
gal ?    Tou  found  it  peaceable ;  you  have 
reduced  the  people  to  madness ;  flooded 
the  country  with  police;  and  the  last 
news   is  that  a  troop  of  dragoons  is 
marching  there,    and  that  a  gunboat 
employing  the  electric  light  is  stationed 
off  the  coast.     This  is  what  you  call 
eoncentration  ;  and  why  is  all  this  done  ? 
The  forces  of  the  Grown  were  refused 
to  Lord  danricarde,  although    he    is 
threatsnisg  the  Castle  that  he  will  levy 
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FreemanU  Journalf  an  authority  which 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House,  at  any 
rate,  do  not  consider  an  absolutely 
trustworthy  authority.  It  is  that  of 
a  person  called  upon  by  the  magis- 
trate to  find  bail  himself  for  £5, 
and  two  sureties  for  £2  each,  to  keep 
the  peace,  for  having  cheered  Mr. 
O'Brien.  The  right  Hon.  Gentleman 
submitted  that  this  was  not  the  law  in 
England,  and  that  no  Home  Secretary 
would  venture  to  act  so  if  it  were.  I 
must  really  remind  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  such  a  power  is  inherent  in 
the  ordinary  Justice  of  the  Peace, 
whether  a  Kesident  Magistrate  in  Ire- 
land or  an  ordinary  Justice  in  Eng- 
land. If  he  thinks  the  action  of  any 
individual  is  likely  to  provoke  a 
breach  of  the  peace,  the  magistrate 
is  perfectly  entitled,  by  virtue  of 
his  authority,  to  call  upon  that  person 
to  find  sureties  for  the  peace.  It  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Grimes 
Act.  I  agree  that  the  Home  Secretary 
has  nothing  to  do  with  matters 
of  that  kind,  except  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  when  a  person  should  be  par- 
doned, but  nobody  ever  said  he  had. 
Quoting  other  instances  from  the 
Dreeman,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  one  person  was  bound  over  for 
hissing  Mr.  Cecil  Hoche.  If  it  be  true 
that  there  never  was  a  time  when  the 
relations  between  the  people  and    the 

Solice  were  so  strained  as  the  hon. 
[ember  for  East  Mayo  contends, 
will  any  hon.  Member  deny  that 
a  Justice  of  the  Peace  was  right 
in  so  acting?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man also  says  that  Colonel  Turner 
ordered  four  policemen  to  charge  among 
some  youths,  and  beat  them  in  a  merci- 
less way.  I  should  like  that  statement 
to  be  verified .  1  do  not  believe  a  word  of 
it.  And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  story 
that  one  person,  for  laughing  at  a 
constable,  in  default  of  finding  sureties, 
was  sent  to  gaol  for  three  months,  is 
one  that  requires  investigation.  Why 
did  not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
investigate  the  charge  before  he  came 
to  the  House  and  made  the  statement 
with  all  his  authority  as  a  Privy  Coun- 
oillor,  and  a  man  who  may  some  day 
be  Ptime  Minister  for  aught  I  know? 
When  asked  for  an  authority,  all  he 
could  sav  was  that  it  was  not  from  the 
FremHMH^i  J^mtml,  and  that  he  did  not 
vouch  for  its  aoouraoy.    The  next  OMe 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came  to  was 
that  of  Mr.  Harrington,  and  he  con&- 
mented  upon  the  circumstance  that  the 
magistrate  had  promised  to  let  Mr. 
Harring^n  off  if  he  did  not  offend 
again.  Anyone  who  has  any  experience 
of  the  administration  of  the  law  in  this 
country  knows  very  well  that  it  is 
the  ordinary  practice  of  Chairmen 
of  Quarter  Sessions  and  of  Her 
Majesty's  Judges  to  abstain  from 
passing  any  sentence  at  all  upon 
the  person  convicted  under  certain 
circumstances,  on  their  giving  an 
undertaking  not  to  offend  again. 
Then,  referring  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Harrington  and  Mr,  Carew,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alluded  to  their  sen- 
tences, and  said — *^  Just  consider  Mr. 
Carew  gets  four  months  and  Mr.  Har- 
rington six."  After  17  years'  experience 
of  the  law  of  England,  I,  like  many 
others,  concur  that  there  is  nothing  so 
unsatisfactory  in  the  administration  of 
it  as  the  unequal  sentences  which  are 
passed.  One  Judge  may  give  five 
years'  penal  servitude  for  a  crime  for 
which  another  may  give  six  months. 
Very  often,  to  use  a  vulgar  phrase, 
it  is  a  **  toss  up "  what  sentence 
a  prisoner  gets.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  reference  to  the 
fact  of  imprisoned  Members  being  com- 
pelled to  wear  the  prison  dress  when 
appearing  as  witnesses,  while  Delaney 
appeared  before  the  Special  Commission 
in  his  own  clothes.  I  have  never  known 
an  instance  in  which  prisoners  called 
upon  to  give  evidence  did  not  appear  in 
prison  dress. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Why  was 
Delaney  not  brought  up  in  prison 
clothes  ? 

Mr.  FULTON :  I  am  not  responsible 
for  that.  I  am  simply  pointing  out  the 
fact. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  apply  that  to  misdemeanants 
in  this  country,  of  which  I  know  a  doien 
instances,  or  only  to  felons  ? 

Mr.  FULTON :  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  distinction  whatever  between  the 
case  of  a  misdemeanant  and  a  felon.  I 
know  of  no  instance  in  my  experience  of 
a  convict  giving  evidence  except  in  ordi- 
nary prison  dress,  save  that  of  Delaney, 
to  which  reference  is  now  made.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the  history 
of  this  Parliament  was  one  long  tnaii 
upon  the  oonstituenciee.    But  what  had 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  about 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oirenoester 
Division  of  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  Winter- 
botham),  who,  in  consideration  of  being 
a  Liberal  Unionist,  was  allowed  a  walk- 
over in  his  constituency?  Now,  that 
hon.  Member,  so  far  as  I  know,  has 
never  once  supported  the  Gt)vemment. 
He  did  not  act  like  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Edinburgh,  who  returned  to 
his  constitaents  when  he  found  himself 
unable  to  support  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  I  do  not  sdtogether 
approve  of  some  of  the  acts  which  have 
taken  place  in  Ireland.  It  is  unfortu- 
nate there  should  be  so  long  a  delay  in 
instituting  prosecutions  in  Lreland.  We 
find  Mr.  Garew,  for  instance,  making  a 
speech  in  November,  and  he  is  prose- 
cuted in  the  month  of  January.  It  is 
a  very  great  pity  that  Mr.  O'Brien 
should  make  a  speech  in  the  month 
of  September,  and  that  he  should 
not  be  prosecuted  until  November. 
So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  think  it  de- 
sirable, if  the  law  is  to  be  set  in  force, 
that  it  should  be  done  as  quickly  as 
possible.  I  have  been  very  much  struck 
by  the  fact  that  during  the  last  few 
months  there  has  been  a  g^eat  increase 
in  the  number  of  Members  of  this  House 
who  have  been  sent  to  prison.  I  have 
asked  myself,  is  there  any  special  reason 
why  that  should  be  so,  and  I  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  a  reason. 
It  is  this.  For  the  first  time  since 
the  Ohief  Secretary  filled  the  position 
which  he  now  holds,  there  were  signs 
during  the  last  Autumn  Session  that 
the  hand  of  the  Government  was  begin- 
ning to  be  relaxed.  They  were  begin- 
ning to  make  distinctions  between 
Members  of  this  House  who  had  offended 
against  the  law  and  persons  who  were 
not  Members.  They  did  so  in  two 
notable  ways.  When  some  time  ago 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
questioned  in  this  House  as  to  the  prac- 
tice of  arresting  Irish  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment on  a  warrant  in  this  country  he 
made  an  answer  that,  acting  on  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Grown,  he 
did  so  because  the  service  of  a  summons 
granted  in  Ireland  was  not  good  service 
in  England.  Therefore,  there  was  no 
other  means  of  arrest  except  by  warrant 
backed  by  a  magistrate  in  this  country. 
Last  Session,  out  of  humanity  and  a 
desire  not  to  inoonvenience  Members  of 
this  House  more  than  he  could  possibly 

VOL-  OOCXXXTn.  [thiw)  stoibs.] 


help,  he  substituted  the  service  of  what 
was  practically  a  worthless  document — 
a  summons.  He  granted  that  as  a 
special  favour  to  Members  of  this  House. 
I  am  very  strongly  of  opinion  it  is  not 
the  slightest  use  endeavouring  to  con- 
ciliate hon.  Members  opposite  by  any 
means  of  that  sort.  That  was  not  all. 
There  was  another — a  still  more  danger- 
ous— departure  from  the  straight  and 
narrow  road  of  absolute  legality.  Ques- 
tions were  pertinaciously  asked  by  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  as  to  whether 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  prevent  service 
of  processes  during  the  continuance  of 
the  Autumn  Session  ?  I  was  of  opinion 
then,  and  I  am  of  opinion  now,  that 
the  action  of  the  Chief  Secretary  was 
most  unfortunate  and  most  unconsti- 
tutional. I  do  not  think  that  there 
exists  any  power  whatever  in  the 
Irish  Attorney  General  of  oon- 
trollinfi^  a  Court  of  Law  in  the 
execution  of  ordinary  process,  nor 
is  any  power  of  that  kind  possessed 
by  the  English  Attorney  General.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  the  Solicitor  General 
(Sir  Edward  Clarke),  whom  I  see  here, 
would  admit  that  he  had  no  power  to 
control  a  Court  of  Law  as  to  when 
or  how  criminal  process  should  be 
served.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  Go- 
vernment, in  these  two  things,  showed 
signs  of  giving  way.  Signs  of  giving 
way  on  questions  such  as  these  are  a 
great  mistake,  and  the  sooner  we  de- 
sist from  giving  way  the  better,  because 
I  am  quite  sure  there  is  only  one  way 
of  bringing  this  great  contest  to  a  suc- 
cessful close,  and  that  is  by  continuine 
to  walk  in  the  straight  and  narrow  road 
of  absolute  legality  and  Constitutional 
usage;  to  extend  to  all  law-breakers 
alike  the  same  even  measure  ofjustice, 
whether  he  be  a  Member  of  this  House  or 
a  humble  peasant.  It  is  my  firm  con- 
viction it  is  only  by  an  impartial  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  that  we  can  hope 
to  be  successful  in  the  g^eat  battle  which 
lies  before  us.  I  said,  in  the  first  speech 
I  delivered  in  this  House,  we  are 
standing  on  the  threshold  of  a  great 
controversy — a  great  battle.  I  am  not 
afraid  of  it.  As  long  as  the  Govern- 
ment stand  to  their  guns,  as  long  as 
they  continue  to  act  as  they  have 
hitherto  acted — with  these  two  excep- 
tions— with  absolute  impartiality  to  aH 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  I  have  the 
most  perfect  confidence  in  the  ultimate 
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resnlt.  I  have  confidence  in  the  good 
sense,  common  justice,  and  common 
honesty  of  my  fellow-countrymen.  I 
believe,  if  we  only  continue  to  act  with 
firmness  and  impartiality,  we  shall  be 
successful  when  the  time  comes  in  the 
great  battle  we  have  to  fight  for  the 
continued  union  of  these  kingdoms. 

Me.  PIOKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Gh-een, 
S.WO :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  last  spoke  referred  to  the  case 
of  Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  and  he  says 
it  is  by  no  means  unusual  for  a  magis- 
trate to  say  practically  to  a  prisoner,  <*  If 
you  will  give  an  undertaking  not  to 
offend  again,  I  will  abstain  from  pass- 
ing any  sentence  upon  you."  Well, 
Sir,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  this 
is  not  occasionally  done,  but  I  think  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  completely 
mistaken  the  point  of  the  criticism  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle.  He  complains  not  of  the 
action  of  the  magistrate  in  offering  to 
inflict  no  punishment  if  a  promise  were 
given  not  to  offend  again,  but  because 
the  magistrate'  made  this  offer  in  respect 
of  an  offence  which,  when  the  offer 
was  declined,  he  considered  that  six 
months'  hard  labour  was  the  only 
adequate  punishment  for.  And  I  think 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
with  all  his  great  experience  at  the 
criminal  bar,  would  have  very  consider- 
able difficulty  indeed  in  extracting  from 
the  criminal  annals  in  this  country  a 
parallel  case.  Again,  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  referred  in  terms  of  in- 
dignation— I  know  not  whether  it  was 
real  or  assumed,  and  it  is  not  for 
me  to  say — to  the  votes  which 
have  been  given  in  this  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Cirencester 
Division  of  Gloucestershire  since  his 
return  in  1886.  Mr.  Speaker,  these  in- 
dignant expostulations  which  he  levelled 
against  my  hon.  Friend  ought,  with  far 
gp*eater  propriety,  to  have  been  applied 
to  his  own  hon.  and  gallant  colleague, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Bow  and  Bromley  Division  of  the  Tower 
Hamlets.  Upon  these  points  both  these 
hon.  Members  are  precisely  in  the  same 
boat.  In  1886  each  of  them  pledged 
himself  against  Coercion,  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Cirencester  Division  has 
been  honest  enough  to  keep  his  pledge, 
while  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Bow  has  grossly  violated  his.  The 
Irish  Secretary  complains  of  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle, because  he  did  not  in  his  speech 
last  night  dilate  upon  the  details  of  the 
notorious  scenes  which  have  occurred  in 
Irish  prisons,  and  he  entered  into  ex- 
planations denying  the  accuracy  of  cer- 
tain statements  which  have  been  pub- 
lished in  regard  to  them.  The  denials 
of  the  Irish  Secretary  remind  me  of  an 
incident  related  at  a  recent  meeting  of 
the  Eoyal  Geographical  Society  by  one 
of  our  great  travellers,  who  stated  that 
he  was  visiting  a  tribe  which  was 
shrewdly  suspected  of  cannibalism.  He 
asked  a  lady  member  of  the  tribe 
whether  she  had  ever  eaten  "  white 
man,"  and  she  indignantly  denied  it; 
but  presently,  as  if  to  relieve  her  con- 
science, added,  '*I  have  tasted  soup  made 
from  him."  There  is  one  particular 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  to  which  I  desire  to  refer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  every 
person  who  had  been  punished  in  Ire- 
land had  been  punished  either  for  crime 
or  for  incitement  to  crime.  Now,  Sir, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  crux  of  the 
whole  controversy  lies  in  this :  What  is 
incitement  to  crime  ?  The  Irish  Secre- 
tary seems  to  have  fallen  into  a  g^eat 
confusion  of  thought  which  led  him  to 
ask  triumphantly,  upon  the  one  hand, 
whether  dynamite  outrages  were  politi- 
cal offences,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
why,  when  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  was 
before  this  House,  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  insisted  that  the  offenders  con- 
victed under  it  should  be  treated  as 
ordinary  criminals.  Now,  I  think  that 
we,  upon  this  side  of  the  House,  are 
not  only  willing,  but  we  are  anxious 
that  everyone  who,  for  instance,  at- 
tempts to  blow  up  this  House,  or  who 
lays  a  finger  upon  the  land-grabber  in 
Ireland,  shall  be  punished  by  the  law 
and  treated  as  an  ordinary  criminal. 
But  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
starts  a  quibble  about  incitement  to 
crime,  we  have  a  right  to  ask  that,  at 
any  rate,  there  should  be  established, 
clearly,  connection  between  the  incite- 
ment and  the  crime.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  been  ashamed  to 
throw  at  hon.  Members  who  sit  on 
these  benches  wholesale  charges  of  in* 
citement  to  crime.  Well,  Sir,  there  are 
historical  instances,  no  doubt  well  known 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  which  I 
think  should  cause  him  to  hesitate,  aiid 
cause  us  to  hesitate    also,  before  we 
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endeavour  to  conneet  crime  with  public 
action.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
in  1 843,  during  the  Com  Law  agitation, 
there  was  much  disturbance  and  violence ; 
and  Mr.  Drummond,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Prime  Minister,  was  assassinated, 
as  was  generally  believed,  in  mistake 
for  the  l^rime  Minister.  Well,  on  the 
I7th  February  in  that  year,  the  Prime 
Minister  came  down  to  this  House,  and, 
standing  at  that  Table,  deliberately 
charged  Mr.  Oobden  with  having  used 
language  calculated  or  designed  to  in- 
cite persons  to  assassination,  because, 
forsooth,  Mr.  Cobden  had,  at  various 
conferences  of  the  League,  declared  that 
he  should  hold  the  F&ne  Minister  re- 
sponsible for  the  condition  of  the  coun- 
try. I  do  not  recall  that  incident  to- 
night, Sir,  in  order  to  cast  any  slur  on 
itie  illustrious  memory  of  Sir  Hobert 
Feel.  I  quote  it  simply  to  show  how 
ridiculously  the  best  of  men  may  be  mis- 
led when  once  they  surrender  themselves 
to  associate  crime  with  the  public 
utterances  of  their  political  opponents. 
I  was  surprised  at  the  Lish  Secretary's 
references  to  Daniel  O'Oonnell.  He  de- 
scribed him  as  an  Irish  patriot;  yet 
Daniel  O'Oonnell  was  prosecuted  by  the 
Government  of  his  day,  and  the  Attorney 
General,  who  led  the  prosecution,  made 
almost  word  for  word  the  indictment 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  has  on  this  occasion 
charged  against  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oork,  against  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  and 
against  their  friends.  I  could  quote 
many  instances  in  which  these  charges 
against  Mr.  Pamell  correspond  with 
those  levelled  against  Daniel  O'Oonnell ; 
it  is  the  old  interminable  story.  There 
is  no  abuse  so  foul — there  is  no 
imputation  so  base— but  that  it  may 
be  heaped  upon  the  head  of  an 
Irish  patriot  whilst  he  lives ;  but  when 
he  has  been  some  generations  in  his 
grave  then  he  is  canonized  by  the  Dimes 
newspaper,  and  the  great  name  of 
Daniel  O'Oonnell  suffers  the  indignity 
of  being  eulogized  by  the  lips  of  the 
Irish  Secretary  to-day.  And  20  years 
hence,  if  we  could  imagine  this  rigime 
lasting  so  long,  the  successor  to  the 
Irish  Secretary  would  rise  in  his  place 
in  the  House,  and  would  talk  about  the 
patriot  Pamell  then,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  talks  about  the 
patriot  O'OonnelL  He  would  compare 
the  patriot  Famtll  with  the  Leader  of 


the  Irish  Party  of  that  day,  very  much, 
of  course,  to  that  Leader's  detriment.  I 
had  intended  to  address  an  earnest 
appeal  to  the  Irish  Secretary.  I  am 
sorry  he  is  not  in  his  place ;  but  let  me 
tell  him  that  the  course  on  which  he  has 
embarked  can  lead  to  no  good.  It  is 
bad  in  its  immediate  effects ;  it  will  be 
infinitely  worse  in  its  ulterior  effects. 
I  hope  to  God  that  there  will  never  be 
any  Party  in  the  State,  when  its  turn 
comes  to  triumph,  which  will  treat  its 
political  opponents  as  the  Irish  Secretary 
has  treated  his  political  opponents,  and 
as  he  is  treating  them  in  the 
Irish  prisons  to-day.  But,  Mr.  Speaker, 
this  is  not  a  visionary  danger,  for  if 
there  is  one  lesson  which  is  to  be  learnt 
from  history,  it  is  that  the  effects  of 
such  a  course  as  that  which  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  are  pursuing  have 
an  inevitable  tendency  to  demoredize  the 
people.  I  cannot  hope  that  my  words 
will  produce  the  slightest  effect  upon 
the  Irish  Secretary  or  his  Friends ;  but, 
as  he  has  professed  such  great  respect 
for  Daniel  O'Oonnell,  let  me  then,  in 
sitting  down,  warn  him  in  the  solemn 
words  of  the  Irish  patriot  and  orator. 
He  said — 

«  Tou  know  not  how  soon  and  how  bitterly 
the  ing^redients  of  your  poisoned  chalice  may 
be  commended  to  your  own  lips." 

Mb.  swift  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal, 
S.)  rose,  and  an  hon.  Member  having 
called  attention  to  the  number  of  Mem- 
bers present,  the  Speaker  counted,  and, 
40  Members  being  in  their  places,  the 
hon.  Member  proceeded  : — The  speech 
we  have  heard  from  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  was  in  the  usual 
form,  and  ran  over  the  familiar  lines, 
reminding  me  of  those  Jews  mentioned 
by  Joeephus  who  ran  about  the  streets 
of  Jerusalem  with  cries  of  woe.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  repeated 
the  substance  of  a  speech  he  made  at 
Portadown  the  other  day,  and  mure 
than  20  years  ago  I  find  a  speech  made 
in  that  same  town  prophesying,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has,  civil  war.  The 
dreaded  cause  then  was  the  Disestablish- 
ment of  the  Irish  Ohurch.  In  May,  1 868, 
the  Rev.  M.  T.  Ellis  spoke  in  similar  terms 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  de* 
daring  he  and  others  would  fight  sword 
in  hand  and  die  for  the  cause  in  which 
their  fathers  had  died,  with  the  dying 
cry  echoed  from  Earth  to  Heaven,  '<  No 
Popery !  "  **  No  Surrender ! "    No  par- 
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tioolar  result,  however,  followed  all  the 
talk  in  this  strain.     We  are  often  told 
by  the  Ohief  Secretary,  when  he  is  en- 
gaged in  defending  his  Coercion  policy, 
and  the  statement  seems  to  amply  satisfy 
him,  that  Lord  Spencer  and  Mr.  Forster 
did  the  same  thing.    There  was,   no 
doubt,  coercion  in  Mr.  Forster'stime,  but 
there  was  a  wide  difference,  in  that  it 
was  not  then  a  policy  of  exasperation. 
The  policy  of  Coercion  which  was  pur- 
sued by  Lord  Spencer  and  Mr.  Forster 
produced  g^eat  pain  and  suffering  in 
Ireland,  but  the  pain  was  also  felt  by 
the  statesmen  who  adopted  that  policy. 
A  policy    of    ex£Mperation    is    a    very 
different  thing.     I  never  admired  Mr. 
Forster,  but  I  respect  his  memory ;  and 
I  may  say  that  nothing  would  have  in- 
duced him  to  adopt  personal  persecu- 
tion   towards    his  political  opponents. 
The  Chief  Secretary  has  bestowed  some 
praise  upon  O'Connell.     Well,  I  do  not 
know  how  O'Connell,  if  alive,  would 
receive  such  praise ;  but  I  remember  a 
remark  he  made  in  reference  to  a  per- 
sonal and  jocular  allusion  of  a  Chief 
Secretary  of  his  day,  that  it  was  '^  some- 
thing like  a  sunbeam  touching  the  brass 
plate  of  a  coffin."     With  reference  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  allusion  to 
the  men  of  '98,  I  may  say  that  I  have 
read  and  written  much  on  the  subject ; 
and  it  is  clear  as  any  fact  in  history  that 
the  Government  of  the  day  loaded  the 
people  into  rebellion.      God  forbid  I 
should  bring  any  such  charge  against 
the  Ministers  of  to-day ;  but  this  I  say, 
with  some  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
that  had  that  been  your  intention,  you 
could  find  no  better  means  of  carry- 
ing it  out  than  by  your  policy  of  the 
last  three  years.     All  the  efforts  of  the 
Nationalist  Party   in   Ireland — all  the 
efforts  of  the  Irish  Leaders — would  have 
been    totally    ineffective    to    allay    the 
popular    irritation,    were    it    not   that, 
lor    the    first    time    in     history,     we 
have  the  support  of  the  great  Liberal 
Party.    That   alone   prevents  the  Ire- 
land   of    the    present    day    becoming 
the    pandemonium    it    was    in    179U. 
We  are  the  successors  of  the  rebels  of 
1798,  and  are  proud  to  be  so.  Many  mis- 
takes they  may  have  made,  but  their 
motives  were  just,  noble,  and  righteous. 
Again  I  refer  to  history,  and  declare 
that  there  was  no   attempt  or  idea  of 
armed  resistance  in  1798  until  all  Con- 
stitutional agitation  had  failed.     If  the 
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rebels  of  1798  had  had,  as  we  have  now, 
the  head  of  the  Liberal  Party  and  the 
heart  of  England  with  them,  they  would 
have  been   content  to  wait   until  they 
received  liberty,    equality,   and    equal 
rights.     The  policy  of  conciliation  has 
made  these  sometime  rebels  join  hand 
and  heart  with  the  people  of  England . 
We  have  challenged  your  treatment  of 
prisoners  in  Ireland,  and  you  reply,  there 
should  be  equal  treatment  in  England 
and  Ireland.    Yes,  there  should ;  but 
there  cannot  be  while  your  laws  in  the 
two  countries  are  distinctly  unequal  and 
administered  in  a  wholly  different  spirit. 
Where  in  England  have  you  anythin^^ 
like     the     system     of    jury     packin;^ 
which,      according      to      the      Dublin 
MxpresSj  a   Conservative  paper,  makes 
trial    by    jury    in    political   or    quasi- 
political    offences    a   mere    pretence  ? 
The     hon.     Gentleman    the     Member 
for    Bodmin,   the    Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, says  that  in  Ireland  there  is  a 
great    system   working  for  justice  and 
equity,  although  there  are  imperfections 
in  its  instruments.     Who  are  the  instru- 
ments of  this  system  ?    They  are  simply 
the  persons  called  Eesident  Magistrates. 
They  are  the  pillars  of  the  plank-bed 
system.     They  are  the  persons  on  whom 
the  Government  rely.  They  are,  directly 
or  indirectly,  under  the  influence  of  the 
Crown,  and  these  were  selected  to  admin- 
ister the  Coercion  Act.      In  England 
judicial  officers  are  wholly  independent 
of  the  Crown,  but  in  Ireland  they  are 
dismissible  at  a  moment's  notice,  and  I 
assert    that    their    decisions    are    not 
directly  but  indirectly  influenced  by  the 
Grown,  because  human  nature  must  be 
more  than  it  ever  will  be  if  men  whose 
means  of  livelihood  are  dependent  on  the 
favour  of  the  Crown  are   not   affected 
by  that  supreme  consideration.    These 
men  are  brought  up  from  their  counties 
to  hold  interviews  with  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  Dublin  Castle.    No  doubt  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  they  did  not  come 
up  to  him  for  political  purposes.     What 
did  they  come  up  for  then  ?     Was  it  to 
talk  about  the  weather,  or  the  success  or 
want  of    success  of  the    TimsB   triU? 
Disguise  it  as  you  may,  these  men  went 
down  to  their    districts    to    fulfil  the 
behests,  either  expressed  or  implied,  of 
their  master,  the  Chief  Secretary.     The 
whole  thing,    as  was  said  by  Mr.  W. 
O'Brien,   is  a  grotesque  and    hideous 
farce.     It  will  be  within  the  Solicitor 
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General  for  Ireland's  recollection  that 
so  far  back  as  1874  Mr.  Cecil  Boche 
-was  chosen  auditor  for  the  Session  of 
Trinity  Oollege,  and  chose  for  the  sub- 
ject of  his  address  an  attack  on  Home 
Eule,  and  so  violent  was  it  that  the 
Board  of  Senior  Fellows  actually  took 
the  extreme  step  of  suppressing    the 
address  and  not  allowing  the  meeting 
to  be  held.    And  this  was  the  man  who 
was  chosen  to  try  Mr.  W.  O'Brien.    Mr. 
Cecil  Boche  went  into  England  al  the 
recent  election  to  speak  for  the  Unionist 
Party,   and  it  appeared  from  a  corre- 
spondence in  the  newspapers  that  his 
hotel  and  travelling  esmenses  were  paid, 
and  through  whom  ?  Through  the  hands 
of  the  distinguished  Secretary  of  the 
Irish  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union,  Mr. 
Houston.       Captain      Seagrave,     who 
represented    the    military     order     of 
judicial    chivalry     in     Ireland,     was 
appointed    a    Besident  Magistrate     in 
October,      1886,      and     he     was     in 
command  of  the  forces  at  Mitchelstown 
when  three  human  beings  were  killed. 
Now,  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  extract  from 
the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  Gazette  in  which 
it  is  stated  that  Captain  Seagrave's  ser- 
vices are  dispensed  with  from  the  Colonial 
Service.     It  can  be  got  from  the  Agent 
General  of  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  or  I 
should  think  from  the  Colonial  Office — 
for  surely  the  document  is  one  which 
should  find  a  place  there.    Here  is  this 
man's   dismissal.     The    House  knows 
verv  well  what  is  the  meaning  of  a  per- 
son's services  **  being  dispensed  "  with. 
It  does  not  mean  being  cashiered,  but 
it  means  dismissal  with  a  stigma.   Well, 
I  say,  from  this  document,  that  the  man 
who  was  in  command  of  the  military 
and  police  when  these  shocking  occur- 
rences happened  at  Mitchelstown  was  a 
man  who  had  been  dismissed  from  his 
post  at  the  Cape  with  ignominy ;  and  I 
ask  are  we,  in  order  to  administer  law 
and  order  in  Ireland,  to  take  up  the 
castaways  of  the  Colonies?    In  cross- 
examination   at  the   Coroner's  inquest 
Captain  Seagrave  stated  that  he  had  had 
no  legal  training,  that  he  had  got  his 
military  training  in  South  Africa,  never 
having  had  a  commission  in  the  Home 
Army,  and  that,  though  he  had  tried 
three  times  to  pass   a  military  exami- 
nation at  home,  he  had  failed  on  each 
occasion.      This    was    the    gentleman 
who    has    sentenced   a    priest    to   six 
weeks'  imprisonment  and  a  Member  of 


Parliament  to  three  weeks'  imprisonment  • 
The  late  Lord  Bosse,  in  a  conversation 
with  Mr.  Nassau  Senior,  said  that  one 
way  to  improve  the  mag^straey  was  to 
get  rid  of  Besident  Magistrates,  that 
no  appointments  were  so  infamously 
jobbed,  and  that  no  special  education 
and  no  talents  seemed  to  be  necessary. 
This  statement  is  strongly  borne  out  by 
this  incident  of  Captain  Seagrave.  At 
a  loss  to  imagine  how  this  young,  inex- 
perienced man  came  to  be  appointed  to 
the  Magistracy,  I  had  recourse  to 
'<  Burke's  Landed  Gentry,"  and  I  there 
found  that  Captain  Seagrave  was  the  son 
of  a  magistrate  for  three  or  four  coun- 
ties, and  the  brother-in-law  of  a  well- 
known  Unionist,  circumstances  which 
easily  account  for  the  singular  appoint- 
ment. And  now,  as  a  Bepresentative  of 
Donegal,  I  would  speak  just  one  word 
with  regard  to  the  shocking  occurrence 
which  occurred  in  the  presence  of  Father 
M'Fadden.  The  arrest  of  this  priest, 
and  subsequently  the  arrest  of  Father 
Stephens,  under  the  circumstances  in 
which  they  took  place,  were  peculiarly 
irritatirg  to  men  who  look  to  their 
priest  as  their  only  friend,  their  pro- 
tector, and  defender ;  and,  I  ask,  why 
invest  a  hateful  law  with  irritating  and 
humiliating  incidents  which  renders  it 
ten  times  more  hateful?  I  agree  en- 
tirely with  that  part  of  the  Amendment 
which  says,  that  **  this  system  is  viewed 
with  reprobation  and  aversion  by  the 

Eeople  of  Great  Britain."  The  right 
on.  Member  for  Newcastle  winds  up 
with  recommending  a  policy  of  concilia- 
tion towards  Ireland.  I  cannot  but 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  drawing  up  his  Amendment,  had 
in  his  mind  the  policy  of  that  great  man 
whose  life  he  has  written — Edmund 
Burke.  If  in  the  time  of  Lord  North 
we  had  pursued  the  policy  of  concilia- 
tion advocated  by  Burke,  the  American 
Colonies  would  have  been  one  with  us 
to-day.  Brinsley  Sheridan  long  ago 
pointed  out  the  fallacy  of  the  assertion 
that  there  is  no  alternative  between  the 
Act  of  Union  and  total  separation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  proposed  the  real 
solution  of  the  Irish  problem,  and  by 
that  proposal  has  already  wiped  out 
from  Irish  hearts  the  memory  of  seven 
centuries  of  wrong. 
♦Mb.  F.  S.  STEVENSON  (Suffolk, 
Eye)   said :   It  is  not  my  intention  to 
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intervene  for  more  than  a  very  few 
minutes  in  the  (K)ur8e  of  the  debate,  but 
I  cannot  refrain  from  expressinfi^  the 
opinion  that  the  solidarity  which  exists 
between  the  Party  above  and  the  Party 
below  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  so  far  from  being  diminished, 
is  likely,  on  the  contrary,  to  be  greatly 
cemented  by  the  review  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  course  of  these  debates  of 
the  events  which  have  transpired  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  few  months. 
Bef  erence  has  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  and  allusion  has  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  discussions 
which  have  been  going  on  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  to 
the  various  points  of  this  measure  of 
Coercion  ;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
methods  by  which  this  Act  is  being  ad- 
ministered may  be  grouped  under  three 
heads.  In  the  first  place,  we  have 
attempts  to  impair  the  right  of  free 
speech,  in  so  far  as  that  right  of  free 
speech  may  be  brought  to  bear  on  the 
right  of  combination;  in  the  second 
place,  we  have  endeavours  to  impair  the 
right  of  a  free  Press,  in  so  far  as  free- 
dom of  the  Press  concerns  the  purposes 
of  combination ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
we  have  attempts  directed  mainly  and 
constantly  against  combination  itself. 
Well,  it  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that>  on 
all  these  grounds,  we  cannot  altogether 
dissociate  the  agrarian  from  the  political 
problem  in  Ireland.  The  treatment  of 
political  prisoners  is,  no  doubt,  one  of  the 
matters  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  But  it  seems  to  me  that,  in  order 
to  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter,  we  must 
consider  the  manner  in  which  the 
Government  have  neglected  on  the 
one  hand  to  attempt  those  remedies  for 
agrarian  grievances  which  are  most 
urgently  needed,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they,  instead  of  carrying  out 
these  remedies,  have  turned  their  atten- 
tion to  remedies  which  are  in  no  way 
to  be  desired.  Again  and  again  it  was 
urged  last  Session  and  the  Session  before 
that  the  g^eat  and  principal  grievance 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time  was  the 
fact  that  the  question  of  arrears  had 
been  left  open.  It  was  urged  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1887,  which  was  brought 
in  as  a  companion  measure  to  the 
Coercion  Bill  of  that  year,  was  merely 
intended  for  the  purpose  of  gilding  the 
pill.  We  were  told  that  in  that  mea- 
sure evictions  were  to  be  done  awaj 
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with,  and  also  the  question  of  arrears 
to  be  settled.     But  it  turned  out  that, 
instead  of  evictions  being  done  away 
with,  processes  were  actually  rendered 
more  easy,  inasmuch  as  in  place  of  the 
first  process,  which  formerly  took  place 
in  the  light  of  open  day,  and  subject 
to  public  criticism,  we   had   a  surrep- 
titious and  hidden  process  substituted, 
by  which  the  landlord,  by  merely  send- 
ing out    a    writ    in    the    shape  of   a 
registered  letter,  was    able  to  turn  a 
tenant  into  a  caretaker,  and    thereby 
deprive    him    of  all    his    property   in 
improvements    which  law  and  custom 
declared  to  be  as  much  his  property  as 
the  land  was  the  property  of  the  landlord. 
Another  thing  we  urged  against  the  Act 
of  1887  was  that  it  entirely  failed  to 
deal  with  the  great  grievance  that  was 
the  bane  of  the  poor  districts  of  Ireland 
— namely,  that  owing  to  the  millstone  of 
arrears  hang^g  round  the  necks  of  the 
tenants,   the    landlord    had  it  in    his 
power,  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a 
hundred,  to  evict  without  compensation. 
Attempts  were  made  below  tne  Gang- 
way on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  also 
above  the  Gangway,  to  get  that  griev- 
ance remedied,  but  the  only  alternative 
which  was  ofiFered  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  that  if  the  question  of  arrears  were 
dealt  with  at  all,  the  debts  due  to  the 
shopkeeper  would  be  treated  exactly  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  debts  due  to  the 
landlord.     In    making    that    ofiFer  the 
Chief   Secretary  was    under  the  same 
error  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Armagh  was 
under  when  he  compared  the  operation 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  Ireland  to 
what  it  would  be  in  Cheshire  or  Flint- 
shire.     He    ignored    the     g^eat    and 
cardinal  point  concerning  land  in  Ire- 
land— namely,  the  dual  ownership,  Par- 
liament having  conferred  on  the  tenant  in 
that  country  certain  rights  of  property 
in  the  land  in  connection  with  the  im- 
provements, which  the  tenant  does  not 
possess  in  this  country.     The  alternative 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  offered  was 
that    the    debts    due    to    the    shop- 
keeper should  be   dealt   with  on    the 
same    footing   as   the    arrears  of  rent 
due  to  the  landlord.    That  proposition 
of    the    Chief    Secretary    was,     after 
all,  simply  a  proposal  that  the  shop- 
keeping  Peter  should  be  robbed  of  his 
just  dues  in  order  to  pay  the  imjust  dues 
of  the  landowning  Paul.    If  any  Com- 
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mission  at  any  time  deolares  that  the 

S resent  rent  of  a  tenant  ought  to  be  re- 
uced  50  per  cent,  it  is  preposterous  and 
altogether  illogical  not  to  give  that  Com- 
mission power  to  deal  with  arrears  of 
rent,  which  ought,  on  that  showing,  to 
be  equally  unjust  and  exorbitant  at  the 
rent.  All  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
proposes  is  that  the  arrears  should  be 
spread  over  a  certain  interval,  which  is 
no  remedy  at  ail,  because,  if  the  rent  is 
unjust  and  exorbitant  and  cannot  be 
paid,  the  arrears  also  are  unjust  and 
exorbitant  and  ought  not  to  be  paid. 
The  Liberal  Party  have  urged  that  it 
is  necessary  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  arrears,  and  that  the  agricultural 
problem  lies  at  the  root  of  most  of 
the  disputes  taking  place  in  Ireland, 
and  it  has  been  shown  again  and  again 
that  most  of  the  imprisonments  which 
have  taken  place  in  that  country  under 
the  Crimes  Act  have  been  connected, 
directly  or  indirectly,  with  some  agrarian 
dispute.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  con- 
clusion to  be  drawn  from  that  is  that  the 
administration  of  this  Crimes  Act  should 
be  reviewed  side  by  side  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Land  Act.  We 
should  judge  the  one  by  the  other,  and, 
doing  that,  we  cannot  fail  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  in  all  these  attempts  to 
suppress  free  speech,  and  to  put  down 
the  freedom  of  the  Press,  and  to  put 
a  stop  to  combination,  the  adminis- 
trators of  the  Crimes  Act  have  had  in 
view  the  propping  up  of  a  system  of 
landlordism  unsuited  to  the  needs  of 
the  country,  and  the  outcome  is  a  state 
of  things  which  is  against  the  feeling  of 
justice  which  animates  the  great  mass  of 
the  people,  not  only  of  Ireland,  but 
also  of  England,  and  which  ought  at 
once  to  be'  done  away  with.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Col.  Saimdefson),  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  to-night,  gave  vent 
to  a  certain  amount  of  buffoonery  and 
to  a  certain  amount  of  braggadocio,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  that  buffoonery 
was  considerably  misplaced,  and  that 
that  braggadocio,  considering  the  events 
of  the  past  few  days,  was  particularly 
ill-timed.  One  point  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  appeared  to  lay  most 
stress  upon  was  the  way  in  which 
political  prisoners  had  been  treated 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  He  endeavoured 
to  dispute  the  statement  made  on  this 
side  01  the  House,  that  the  treatment 


of  the  Nationalist  Members  was  of  a 
different  character  to  the  treatment  of 
other  offenders,  such,  for  instance,  as 
those  mentioned  in  the  subsequent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon) — those  Orange  offenders 
of  the  City  of  Belfast,  but  I  do  net 
think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
is  very  successful.  It  appears  to  me, 
therefore,  that  not  only  ought  we  to 
consider  the  question  in  its  agrarian 
aspect,  but  we  should  bear  in  mind 
the  object  the  Crimes  Act  has  in  view, 
and  the  peculiarly  unjust  and  prepos- 
terous way  in  which  that  Act  has  been 
administered,  and  the  vindictive  spirit 
which  has  been  shown  to  certain  mdi« 
viduals.  On  a  previous  occasion  I 
took  the  opportimity  of  referring  to  a 
case  that  had  attracted  my  notice  in  a 
special  degree,  and  that  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  John  Boche.  This  man  was  arrested 
three  times  for  various  crimes  within  a 
short  space  of  time,  and  similar  vin- 
dictiveness  was  displayed  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  E.  Harrington.  Although  the 
magistrates  could  not  prove  Mr.  Harring- 
ton  guilty  of  making  an  illegal  speecn, 
they  could  prove  him  guilty  of 
having  reported  one,  and  that  was 
the  ground  upon  which  they  visited 
him  with  the  most  severe  imprisonment 
it  was  possible  for  them  to  inflict. 
There  was  a  vindictive  sentence  of  six 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
passed  upon  him.  The  policy  of  ex« 
asperation  has  been  persistently  pur- 
sued in  Ireland  by  tne  present  Ad- 
ministration;  but  they  are  acting  like 
drowning  men  catching  at  straws,  for 
they  know  that  after  their  present  lease 
of  power  terminates,  never  again  will 
they  have  an  opportunity  of  tiding  the 

Eolicy  of  coercion.  The  events  which 
ave  occurred  within  the  last  few  days 
tend  to  show  that  the  policy  of  resist- 
ance to  justice  and  liberty  is  mainly 
directed  to  the  maintenance  of  land- 
lordism. The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
shows  that  there  still  exist  in  Ireland 
some  of  those  whose  scruples  may  be 
perfectly  conscientious,  but  which  can 
only  be  attributed  to  a  spirit  of  bigotry 
which  ought  to  have  disappeared  long 
ago.  If  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  supported  on  the  one  side 
by  bigotry  and  bigots,  it  is  also  sup* 
ported  on  the  other  by  pigottnr  and 
Pigotts.    The  solidarity  of  the  afiis^^ 
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intervene  for  more  than  a  very  few 
minntee  in  the  cborse  of  the  debate,  bnt 
I  cannot  refrain  from  expressinfi^  the 
opinion  that  the  solidarity  which  exists 
between  the  Party  above  and  the  Party 
below  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of  the 
Honse,  so  far  from  being  diminished, 
is  likely,  on  the  contrary,  to  be  greatly 
cemented  by  the  review  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  course  of  these  debates  of 
the  events  which  have  transpired  in 
Ireland  during  the  last  few  months. 
Beference  has  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  debate,  and  allusion  has  been 
made  in  the  course  of  the  discussions 
which  have  been  going  on  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  to 
the  various  points  of  this  measure  of 
Coercion  ;  but  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
methods  by  which  this  Act  is  being  ad- 
ministered may  be  grouped  under  three 
heads.  In  the  first  place,  we  have 
attempts  to  impair  the  right  of  free 
speech,  in  so  far  as  that  right  of  free 
speech  may  be  brought  to  bear  on  the 
right  of  combination;  in  the  second 
place,  we  have  endeavours  to  impair  the 
right  of  a  free  Press,  in  so  far  as  free- 
dom of  the  Press  concerns  the  purposes 
of  combination ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
we  have  attempts  directed  mainly  and 
constantly  against  combination  itself. 
Well,  it  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that>  on 
all  these  grounds,  we  cannot  idtogether 
dissociate  the  agrarian  from  the  political 
problem  in  Ireland.  The  treatment  of 
political  prisoners  is,  no  doubt,  one  of  the 
matters  imder  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  But  it  seems  to  me  that,  in  order 
to  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter,  we  must 
consider  the  manner  in  which  the 
Oovemment  have  neglected  on  the 
one  hand  to  attempt  those  remedies  for 
agrarian  grievances  which  are  most 
urgently  needed,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they,  instead  of  carrying  out 
these  remedies,  have  turned  their  atten- 
tion to  remedies  which  are  in  no  way 
to  be  desired.  Again  and  again  it  was 
urged  last  Session  and  the  Session  before 
that  the  g^eat  and  principal  grievance 
in  Ireland  at  the  present  time  was  the 
fact  that  the  question  of  arrears  had 
been  left  open.  It  was  urged  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1887,  which  was  brought 
in  as  a  companion  measure  to  the 
Coercion  Bill  of  that  year,  was  merely 
intended  for  the  purpose  of  gilding  the 
pill.  We  were  told  that  in  that  mea- 
sure evictions  were  to  be  done  awaj 
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with,  and  also  the  question  of 
to  be  settled.  But  it  turned  out  that, 
instead  of  evictions  being  done  away 
with,  processes  were  actually  rendered 
more  easy,  inasmuch  as  in  place  of  the 
first  process,  which  formerly  took  place 
in  the  light  of  open  day,  and  subject 
to  public  criticism,  we  had  a  surrep- 
titious and  hidden  process  substituted, 
by  which  the  landlord,  by  merely  send- 
ing out  a  writ  in  the  shape  of  a 
registered  letter,  was  able  to  turn  a 
tenant  into  a  caretaker,  and  thereby 
deprive  him  of  all  his  property  in 
improvements  which  law  and  custom 
declared  to  be  as  much  his  property  as 
the  land  was  the  property  of  tlie  landlord. 
Another  thing  we  urged  against  the  Act 
of  1887  was  that  it  entirely  failed  to 
deal  with  the  great  grievance  that  was 
the  bane  of  the  poor  districts  of  Ireland 
— namely,  that  owing  to  the  millstone  of 
arrears  hang^g  round  the  necks  of  the 
tenants,  the  landlord  had  it  in  his 
power,  in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  a 
hundred,  to  evict  without  compensation. 
Attempts  were  made  below  tne  Gang- 
way on  this  side  of  the  House,  and  also 
above  the  Gangway,  to  get  that  griev- 
ance remedied,  but  the  only  alternative 
which  was  ofiFered  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  that  if  the  question  of  arrears  were 
dealt  with  at  all,  the  debts  due  to  the 
shopkeeper  would  be  treated  exactly  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  debts  due  to  the 
landlord.  In  making  that  offer  the 
Chief  Secretary  was  under  the  same 
error  as  the  hon.  and  g^ant  Gentle* 
man  the  Member  for  North  Armagh  was 
under  when  he  compared  the  operation 
of  the  Plan  of  Campaign  in  Ireland  to 
what  it  would  be  in  Cheshire  or  Flint- 
shire. He  ignored  the  g^at  and 
cardinal  point  concerning  land  in  Ii^ 
land — namely,  the  dual  ownership.  Par- 
liament having  conferred  on  the  tenant  in 
that  country  certain  rights  of  property 
in  the  land  in  connection  with  the  im- 
provements, which  the  tenant  does  not 
possess  in  this  country.  The  alternative 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  offered  was 
that  the  debts  due  to  the  shop- 
keeper should  be  dealt  with  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  arrears  of  rent 
due  to  the  landlord.  That  proposition 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  was,  after 
all,  simply  a  proposal  that  the  shop- 
keeping  Peter  should  be  robbed  of  Jus 
just  dues  in  order  to  pay  the imjust  dues 
of  the  landowning  Paid.    If  any  Com- 
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mission  at  any  time  declares  that  the 

S resent  rent  of  a  tenant  ought  to  be  re- 
uced  50  per  cent,  it  is  preposterous  and 
altogether  illogical  not  to  giye  that  Com- 
mission power  to  deal  with  arrears  of 
rent,  which  ought,  on  that  showing,  to 
be  equally  unjust  and  exorbitant  at  the 
rent.  All  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
proposes  is  that  the  arrears  should  be 
spread  over  a  certain  interval,  which  is 
no  remedy  at  ail,  because,  if  the  rent  is 
unjust  and  exorbitant  and  cannot  be 
paid,  the  arrears  also  are  unjust  and 
exorbitant  and  ought  not  to  be  paid. 
The  Liberal  Party  have  urged  that  it 
is  necessary  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  arrears,  and  that  the  agricultural 
problem  lies  at  the  root  of  most  of 
the  disputes  taking  place  in  Ireland, 
and  it  has  been  shown  again  and  again 
that  most  of  the  imprisonments  which 
have  taken  place  in  that  country  under 
the  Crimes  Act  have  been  connected, 
directly  or  indirectly,  with  some  agrarian 
dispute.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  con- 
clusion to  be  drawn  from  that  is  that  the 
administration  of  this  Crimes  Act  should 
be  reviewed  side  by  side  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Land  Act.  We 
should  judge  the  one  by  the  other,  and, 
doing  that,  we  cannot  fail  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  in  all  these  attempts  to 
suppress  free  speech,  and  to  put  down 
the  freedom  of  the  Press,  and  to  put 
a  stop  to  combination,  the  adminis- 
trators of  the  Crimes  Act  have  had  in 
view  the  propping  up  of  a  system  of 
landlordism  unsuited  to  the  needs  of 
the  country,  and  the  outcome  is  a  state 
of  things  which  is  against  the  feeling  of 
justice  which  animates  the  great  mass  of 
the  people,  not  only  of  Ireland,  but 
also  of  England,  and  which  ought  at 
once  to  be  done  away  with.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  (Col.  Saundefson),  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  to-night,  gave  vent 
to  a  certain  amount  of  buffoonery  and 
to  a  certain  amount  of  braggadocio,  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  that  buffoonery 
was  considerably  misplaced,  and  that 
that  braggadocio,  considering  the  events 
of  the  past  few  days,  was  particularly 
ill-timed.  One  point  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  appeared  to  lay  most 
stress  upon  was  the  way  in  which 
political  prisoners  had  been  treated 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  He  endeavoured 
to  dispute  the  statement  made  on  this 
side  01  the  House,  that  the  treatment 


of  the  Nationalist  Members  was  of  a 
different  character  to  the  treatment  of 
other  offenders,  such,  for  instance,  as 
those  mentioned  in  the  subsequent 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  Dillon) — those  Orange  offenders 
of  the  City  of  Belfast,  but  I  do  net 
think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
is  very  successful.  It  appears  to  me, 
therefore,  that  not  only  ought  we  to 
consider  the  question  in  its  agrarian 
aspect,  but  we  should  bear  in  mind 
the  object  the  Crimes  Act  has  in  yieW| 
and  the  peculiarly  unjust  and  prepos- 
terous way  in  which  that  Act  has  been 
administered,  and  the  vindictive  spirit 
which  has  been  shown  to  certain  indi- 
viduals. On  a  previous  occasion  I 
took  the  opportunity  of  referring  to  a 
case  that  had  attracted  my  notice  in  a 
special  degree,  and  that  was  the  case  of 
Mr.  John  Eoche.  This  man  was  arrested 
three  times  for  various  crimes  within  a 
short  space  of  time,  and  similar  vin- 
dictiveness  was  displayed  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  E.  Harrington.  Although  the 
magistrates  could  not  prove  Mr.  Harring- 
ton guilty  of  making  an  illegal  speeon, 
they  could  prove  him  guilty  of 
having  reported  one,  and  that  was 
the  ground  upon  which  they  visited 
him  with  the  most  severe  imprisonment 
it  was  possible  for  them  to  inflict. 
There  was  a  vindictive  sentence  of  six 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
passed  upon  him.  The  policy  of  ex- 
asperation has  been  persistently  pur- 
sued in  Ireland  by  tne  present  Ad- 
ministration;  but  they  are  acting  like 
drowning  men  catching  at  straws,  for 
they  know  that  after  their  present  lease 
of  power  terminates,  never  again  will 
they  have  an  opportunity  of  trying  the 
policy  of  coercion.  The  events  which 
have  occurred  within  the  last  few  days 
tend  to  show  that  the  policy  of  resist- 
ance to  justice  and  liberty  is  mainly 
directed  to  the  maintenance  of  land- 
lordism. The  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
shows  that  there  still  exist  in  Ireland 
some  of  those  whose  scruples  may  be 
perfectly  conscientious,  but  which  can 
only  be  attributed  to  a  spirit  of  bigotry 
which  ought  to  have  disappeared  long 
ago.  If  the  policy  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  is  supported  on  the  one  side 
by  bigotry  and  bigots,  it  is  also  sup* 

forted  on  the  other  by  pigottrv  and 
Igotts.    The  solidarity  of  the  aUianca 
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which  exists  between  the  Party  below 
and  the  Party  above  the  Gangway,  in- 
stead of  being  weakened  by  what  has 
oocorred,  ought  to  be  cemented  more 
closely  by  the  revelations  of  that  policy 
which  have  been  placed  before  us  by 
the  Chief  Secretary.  Probably  no  more 
humiliating  spectacle  was  ever  witnessed 
in  this  House  than  the  attitude  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  the  course  of  the 

Seech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
ayo.  The  hon.  Member  proved  con- 
clusively that  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Armi- 
tage  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  was 
guilty  of  a  culpable  suppressio  vert, 
and  we  can  only  form  our  own  con- 
clusions in  regard  to  the  proceedings  of 
the  Oovemment  when  we  find  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  unable  to  refute 
accusations  of  that  kind.  I  think 
we  can  already  see  the  dawning  of  a 
brighter  and  a  happier  day,  when  all 
this  policy  of  exasperation  and  vindic- 
tiveness  will  be  swept  away.  In  one 
instance  an  hon.  Member  of  this  Fouse 
(Mr.  Finucane)  was  convicted  and  sent  to 
prison  because  he  had  listened  without 
remonstrance  to  a  speech  made  by 
another  person,  and  was  therefore  taken 
to  be  a  consenting  party  to  it.  Surely 
it  is  absurd  to  expect  every  person  who 
happens  to  be  upon  a  platform  at  a 
public  meeting  to  get  up  one  after 
another  and  refute  and  contradict  the 
statements  of  other  speakers.  Let  me 
mention  an  instance  which  shows  how 
this  principle  might  be  made  to  apply 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  himself.  Not 
long  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at- 
tended a  Conservative  demonstration  at 
Staleybridge,  and  in  the  course  of  Ms 
speech  he  took  occasion  to  mention  the 
name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian.  Voices 
were  immediately  heard  in  the 
crowd.  I  suppose,  if  it  had  taken 
place  at  a  Liberal  meeting,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
would  have  said  they  came  from  dis- 
ciples of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
and  therefore  we  on  this  side  are  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  they  were  the  voices 
of  the  disciples  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh.  The  voices, 
on  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  being  mentioned, 
called  out,  ''Shoot  him.''  If  the  same 
course  had  been  taken  as  that  which 
was  taken  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Finucane, 
a   charge  might  have  been  preferred 
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against  the  Chief  Secretary  of  having 
connived,  by  a  tacit  assent,  at  the  sug- 
gested assassination  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  man  to  escape  re- 
sponsibility for  speeches,  innocent  or 
otherwise,  that  were  made  by  other 
persons  who  addressed  a  meeting  from 
the  same  platform.  Every  man  who 
speaks  ought  only  to  be  responsible  for 
what  he  says  himself,  and  ^lat  such  a 
charge  should  have  been  made  against 
Mr.  Finucane  shows,  in  my  opinion, 
how  far  the  policy  of  vindictivenese  and 
exasperation  is  being  carried  out.  For 
these  reasons  I  heartily  concur  in  the 
Amendment  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle, 
believing  that  it  would  be  highly  inop- 
portune for  the  House,  by  its  vote  or  by 
its  silence,  to  consent  to  the  felicitations 
contained  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  on 
the  improvement  in  the  state  of  Ireland. 
♦Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.) : 
The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Donegal  (Mr.  Mac  Neill)  contained 
a  most  unfair  attack  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seerettuy. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  occupies  an  extremely 
difficult  position,  and  a  position  of 
great  responsibility,  seeing  that  he 
has  to  contend  wi^  those  who,  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Donegal  tells 
us,  are  the  successors  of  the  rebeLs 
of  1798.  That  is  the  position  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
proudly  asserted  for  himself.  It  is 
not  to  be  supposed  that  the  right 
hon;  Gentleman  can  fight  those  persons 
with  kid  gloves.  The  object  of  the 
Members  below  the  (^ktngway  and  their 
associates  above  the  Gangway  is  some- 
times forgotten.  It  is  therefore  neces- 
sary to  advert  to  occurrences  and 
speeches  which  are  now  conveniently 
overlooked,  and  to  recall  to  the  memory 
of  the  House  that  the  comparatively 
mild  utterances  of  some  hon.  Members 
in  this  House,  and  before  English  and 
Scotch  audiences,  are  very  different  from 
the  utterances  of  the  same  gentlemen 
in  Ireland,  where  it  has  been  plainly 
pointed  out  that  the  object  of  the  oon* 
federacy  which  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
to  contend  with  is  to  sever  the  links 
that  bind  Ireland  to  England.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Donegal,  in  claiming 
to  be  a  successor  of  the  rebels  of  179^ 
conveniently  forgot   that   their   gr^ot 
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objeot  was  to  establish  a  Bepublio  in 
Ireland  on  the  model  of  the  French 
Republic,  and  that  their  efiEbrts  at  all 
times  were  directed  not  to  the  forma- 
tion of  a  Parliament  that  would  profess 
loyal  allegiance  to  the  Crown  of  Eng- 
land, but  to  separate  the  Government 
of  Ireland  altogether  from  that  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  is  sometimes  con- 
venient to  forget  history,  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  in  ask- 
ing us  to  study  history  for  ourselves, 
seems  to  consider  that  history  ought 
to  be  re- written,  and  that  the  records  of 
the  rebels  of  '98  ought  either  to  be 
blotted  out,  or  that  their  rebellion 
against  lawful  authority  should  be 
treated  as  if  it  were  a  meritorious  act. 
When  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bridgeton  Division  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan) 
was  Chief  Secretary,  and  I  occupied  a 
subordinate  position  in  connection  with 
the  Irish  Fishery  Department,  he  was 
pleased  to  write  me  a  letter  in  which 
he  stated  that  the  Members  of  the 
Conservative  Party  .had  rendered 
him  most  loyal  assistance  in  carrying 
on  the  government  of  the  country.  His 
allusions  to  the  gentlemen  who  are  now 
his  associates  were  not  of  so  complimen- 
tary a  character.  It  is  convenient 
sometimes  to  forget  these  things,  and 
perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
now  like  to  blot  out  the  memory  of  the 
services  rendered  to  him  by  the  Con- 
servative Party  in  Ireland  when  he  was 
abused,  and  vilified,  and  calumniated 
by  the  Members  of  the  Nationalist 
Party. 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  8.) :  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  order.  Is  it  competent 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  Uiat  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  ^ndered 
by  Members  of  this  House  ? 

Mr.    speaker    made    no    reply; 

and 

♦Mr.  JOHNSTON  continued:  The 
hon.  Member  has  a  most  convenient 
memory  if  he  can  forget  the  columns  of 
United  Ireland^  and  how  bitterly  the 
riffht  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  was  vilified  in  them  when  he 
filled  the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary.  There 
is  scarcely  any  slander  against  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  which  was  not  even 
more  bitterly  indulged  in  against  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  bridgeton 
Division.  It  is  not  necessarv  that  I 
should  say  a  word  in  defence  of  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend   the  Member  for 


North  Armaeh,  but  I  may  be  permitted 
to  say  that  there  is  a  solid  and  compact 
organization  in  Ireland,  having  its  rami- 
fications throughout  the  British  Empire, 
which  is  resolutely  determined  to  stand 
by  the  integrity  of  the  Union  of  the 
British  Empire  and  the  honour  of  the 
Crown.  My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  accused  by  the  last  speaker  of  in- 
dulg?ng  in  budoonery  and  braggadocio 
in  remarks  he  has  made  as  to  the  atti- 
tude that  will  be  taken  by  the  loyal 
population  of  Ulster  in  the  event  of  an 
Irish  Parliament  attempting  to  legislate 
for  thecH.  Perhaps  it  is  well  that  I 
should  mention  on  this  occasion  that, 
when  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  seemed  likely  to  attain  his 
object,  and  to  establish  in  Ireland  the 
Parliament  which  has  been  so  long  asked 
for  by  the  Pamellites,  I  and  my  Friends 
were  preparing  actively  and  energetically 
for  all  eventualities,  and  that  men  were 
sending  in  their  names  who  were  per- 
fectly prepared  to  justify  by  action  the 
words  which  were  uttered.  It  would  have 
been  very  easy  for  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh,  if  such  a 
Parliament  had  been  established,  to  have 
placed  50,000  men  in  opposition  to  the 
successors  of  the  rebels  of '98.  There  is 
one  portion  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  Ireland 
which  I  am  not  altogether  prepared  to 
justify.  I  think  they  ought  to  inter- 
fere with  the  entirely  unlicensed  liberty 
of  Press  publication  in  Ireland.  In 
former  days,  when  rebellion  and  sedition 
were  rampant  in  the  land,  the  Press 
was  interfered  with,  and  those  who 
incited  to  acts  of  sedition  were  pre- 
vented from  promulgating  in  the  pages 
of  the  newspapers  those  seditious  doc- 
trines which  have  caused  so  much  mis- 
chief in  that  country.  I  hope  the 
utterances  of  hon.  Members  opposite  in 
this  House  or  in  the  country  will  not 
cause  the  nation  to  forget  the  object  they 
have  had  in  view,  which  they  have  seldom 
hesitated  to  express  when  they  truly  spoke 
their  sentiments,  and  did  not  cover  their 
purpose  with  expressions  which  were 
intended  to  disguise  and  not  to 
reveal  their  intentions.  The  object 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  and  those 
who  are  associated  with  them  is  the 
dismemberment  of  the  Empire..  It 
is  all  very  well  to  talk  about  promoting 
a  better  feeling  between  the  two 
countries.      Humbug  is  not  a  Parlia- 
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mentary  expression,  and  therefore  I  will 
not  use  it — [iaiightsr'] — I  think  there  are 
some  hon.  Members  opposite  who  mast 
indulge  in  laughter  when  they  think  of 
the  ready  credence  which  is  given  to  their 
professions  of  friendship  for  this  country. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
has  done  more  to  bring  about  the  disrup- 
tion and  the  disintegration  of  the  Empire 
than  a  foreign  foe  could  have  done  in  50 
years.  Hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way opposite  now  pose  in  a  new  attitude 
as  friends  of  the  British  Empire.  Not 
so  long  ago,  at  certain  meetings,  the 
Mahdi  was  cheered  because  h^  was  the 
enemy  of  England,  and  in  the  time 
of  the  Indian  Mutiny  the  name  of 
the  devil  was  cheered  by  dis- 
loyalists in  Ireland.  I  do  not  mean 
to  suggest  that  that  personage  is  the 
friend  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. A  too  ready  applause  is  given  to 
anyone  at  home  or  abroad  who  declares 
himself  the  enemy  of  England,  and 
desirous  of  bringing  about  her  down- 
fall. In  my  opinion,  the  course  right 
hon.  and  hon.  Members  opposite  have 
adopted  and  the  policy  they  have  sanc- 
tioned will  bring  about  in  its  eventuality 
the  greatest  curse  to  the  country,  and, 
if  successfully  carried  out,  it  will  in- 
volve the  British  Empire  in  ruin.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  those  who 
support  it,  either  treacherously  or 
timorously,  deserve  the  reprobation  of 
those  who  desire  to  see  the  great  British 
Empire  progressing,  in  the  interests  of 
humanity ;  and  not  its  right  arm  para- 
lyzed in  a  day  of  di£Q.culty  and  danger, 
when  we  ought  to  be  solid  and  united 
for  the  coming  conflict,  and  when  the 
efiEbrts  of  all  earnest  and  honest  citizens 
ought  to  be  given  to  promote  the  safety, 
honour,  and  welfare  of  the  dominions  of 
the  Queen. 

Ma.  ATHEELEY- JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.) :  There  was  one  speech  made  to- 
night which,  I  think,  the  House  could 
not  help  hearing  with  regret. — I  mean 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh.  I  do  not 
think  the  tone  of  that  speech  was  such 
as  to  afford  any  hope  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  himself  would 
approach  this  question  at  any  time,  in 
the  course  of  his  career,  in  a  rational  and 
statesmanlike  manner.  It  seemed  to  me 
— and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  my 
hon.  Friends  below  the  Gangway  share 
that  opinion — to  be  a  speech  more  suited 

Mr,  W.  Johnston 


to  an  enthusiastic  audience  at  an  Orange 
meeting  in  the  North  of  Ireland  than  to 
a  deliberative  Assembly.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  reply  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member,  but  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House  my  observations 
will  be  addressed  to  the  consideration 
whether  the  treatment  which  has  been 
adopted  by  this  Government  towards 
certain  Liberal  Members  is  that  which 
we  ought  to  have  expected  from  any 
Government  representing  the  democracy 
of  this  country.  The  Chief  Secretary,  in 
a  speech  which  was,  undoubtedly,  of 
considerable  ability,  conceded  one  point 
which  I  think,  to  a  large  extent, 
demolished  his  answer  to  iSie  charges 
which  have  been  made  against  him. 
He  conceded  that  Mr.  O'Brien  and  his 
friends,  who  are  now  in  prison,  are  po- 
litical offenders,  and  he  conceded  sdso 
that  those  Gentlemen  have  been  actuated 
by  the  highest  possible  motives — name- 
ly, that  they  have  obeyed  the  dictates  of 
their  conscience.  Now  my  contention  is — 
and  I  think  it .  will  find  a  response 
throughout  the  country — that  poUtical 
offenders  should  receive  a  totally  dif- 
ferent treatment  from  that  to  which  or- 
dinary prisoners  are  subjected.  The 
difference  should  not  be  in  the  severity, 
but  in  the  form  of  the  punishment. 
The  political  offender  should  not  be 
submitted  to  any  punishment  which  is 
inconsistent  with  the  moral  nature  of 
his  offence  and  the  objects  which  he  has 
in  view.  You  may  have  to  take  the  life 
of  a  man,  but  there  is  no  reason  why 
you  should  scalp  him  or  mutilate  him. 
The  Ohief  Secretary  is,  I  think,  the  first 
responsible  English  Minister  who  has 
refused  to  recognize  the  widely  marked 
difference  which  ought  to  exist  between 
political  offences  and  ordinary  crime. 
Some  time  ago  I  placed  on  the  paper  a 
Motion  for  a  Keturn  of  the  treatment  of 
political  offenders,  but  it  has  been  inti- 
mated to  me  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  that  do  not  intend  to  g^ant  it,  Tet 
I  may  observe  that  a  Betum,  which, 
was  moved  for  in  similar  terms  nearly 
50  years  ago,  was  granted  by  the  Minis- 
ter of  that  day.  I  am  told  that  the 
main  objection  to  the  Keturn  is  the 
difficulty  of  defining  political  offences. 
In  the  year  1 840,  and  for  many  years 
antecedent,  there  was  a  great  amount  of 
social  and  political  disturbance  in  this 
country,  and  in  the  year  I  have  men- 
tioned a  large  number  of  persons  were 
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imprisoned  for  political  offences.  These 
prisoners  were  not  the  gentlemen  wearing 
broadcloth,  of  whom  we  have  heard 
to-night,  nor  were  they  distinguished 
and  eloouent  Parliamentarians.  They 
belonged  to  such  humble  classes  as  those 
of  the  North  Country  miner  and  the 
Metroplitan  labourer ;  and  I  find, 
among  the  offences  of  which  they  were 
convicted,  and  for  which  they  were  com- 
mitted to  gaol  for  various  terms,  there 
were  such  as  the  one  I  am  about  to  cite. 
One  man  was  convicted  of  having  stolen 
a  shot- belt,  gun,  and  ammunition — an 
offence  which  certainly  does  not  compare 
favourably  with  that  of  which  Mr.  O'Brien 
has  been  convicted,  and  yet  that  prisoner 
— a  poor,  humble  man,  belonging  to  the 
working  class — was  allowed  privileges 
which  are  altogether  denied  to  Mr. 
O'Brien.  For  instance,  he  had  the  free 
use  of  pen,  ink,  and  paper,  was  allowed 
to  read  the  daily  newspapers,  and  was 
also  permitted  to  partake  of  food  of  a 
much  superior  character  to  that  served 
out  as  the  dietary  of  the  ordinary 
prisoners.  Beyond  this,  he  was  allowed 
to  see  his  friends,  almost  at  will,  and, 
further,  was  permitted — this  being  no 
small  matter,  when  we  consider,  by  the 
light  of  what  has  lately  happened,  what 
personal  degradation  means — to  wear 
his  own  clothes.  There  was  another 
case — and  I  will  not  weary  the  House 
with  numbers  of  others  that  might  be 
gone  into — in  which  a  man  was  im- 
prisoned for  having  entered,  or  attempted 
to  enter,  and  partly  demolished  a 
dwelling  house.  He,  also,  belonged  to 
the  labouring  class,  and,  while  under- 
going the  punishment  accorded  to  him, 
was  permitted  to  enjoy  the  same  excep- 
tion^ treatment,  the  same  favours  and 
alleviations,  as  were  allowed  in  the  case 
of  the  prisoner  I  have  already  mentioned. 
I  will  only  add  on  this  point  that  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  list,  extending  over 
almost  every  county  in  England, 
and  a  large  number  of  counties  in 
Ireland,  in  which  men  were  convicted  of 
political  offences  of  a  gravity  at 
least  equal  to  that  of  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  were  treated,  while  in  confinement, 
with  the  greatest  consideration  and 
kindness.  This  being  the  case,  I  want 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary — or,  as  he  is  now  absent 
from  the  House,  either  of  the  subordi- 
nate officials  on  the  front  bench  oppo- 
site, why  it  ia  that  a  different  punishment 


to  that  meted  out  by  the  then  Conser- 
vative GK>vernment  is  to  be  persisted  in, 
at  the  present  time,  by  another  Conser- 
vative Administration  ?  I  say,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  this  matter  is  a 
scandal  and  a  disgrace.  You  have  the 
means  of  classifying,  in  an  easy  and 
facile  manner,  what  are  known  as  poli- 
tical offences,  as  against  those  that  are 
non-political ;  and,  consequently,  there 
can  be  no  justification,  from  the  his- 
torical aspect  of  the  case,  of  the  treat- 
ment to  which  you  are  subjecting  Mr. 
O'Brien.  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  seeing  that  he  has 
now  returned  to  his  place,  what  is  the 
object  of  this  treatment  ?  What 
rational  purpose  can  it  be  expected  to 
serve  ?  Does  the  Chief  Secretary  sup- 
pose that  Mr.  O'Brien,  when  out  of 
prison,  will  be  more  loyal,  or  that  he 
will,  in  the  smallest  degree,  be  intimi- 
dated, by  the  punishment  he  will  have 
undergone,  from  continuing  the  course 
he  has,  in  my  opinion,  the  greatest 
justification  for  pursuing?  There  is 
not  a  man  sitting  here  among  the  Irish 
Members  who  is  at  all  likely  to  be  inti- 
midated, by  the  gross  and  barbarous 
punishment  accorded  to  Mr.  O'Brien, 
from  adopting  the  same  line  of  conduct 
as  has  been  followed  by  that  hon. 
Gentleman.  Does  the  Chief  Secretary 
suppose  that  Mr.  O'Brien's  treatment 
will  be  likely  to  impress  the  Irish  people 
generally  with  a  sense  of  fear ;  or,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  it  will  in  any  way 
tend  to  ccnciliate  them  in  their  attitude 
towards  the  present  Government  ?  If 
you  look  through  the  daily  papers — even 
the  now  much  discredited  Times  news- 
paper— you  will  find  a  record  presented 
day  by  day  of  the  enthusiasm  and 
devotion  of  the  Irish  people,  who 
have  been  worked  up  almost  to  fever 
heat  by  reason  of  the  gross  treatment 
dealt  out  to  the  champions  of  their 
cause ;  and  I  say,  unhesitatingly,  that 
there  can  be  no  surer  way  of  continuing 
and  intensifying  the  existing  agitation 
than  the  course  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment are  at  present  pursuing.  I  may 
also  say  that,  even  on  the  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  there  are  a  large  num- 
ber of  the  Government  followers  who 
disapprove  of  their  policy  in  this  respect, 
and  from  whom,  in  private  converse, 
one  learns  that  they  believe  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  now  committing  a  great  taoti- 
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oal  error.  We,  who  have  nothing  to  do 
with  their  tactical  error,  say  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  he  is  carrying  out  a  course  of  policy 
which  is  entirely  obsolete  and  out  of  har- 
mony and  sympathy  with  the  dictates  of 
modern  statesmanship.  I  freely  admit 
that  there  may  have  been  exaggerations 
on  our  side  and  also  indiscretions,  and 
I  further  freely  admit  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  the  best  use 
of  them  he  could.  When,  however,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  alludes  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T. 
Healy)  as  having  used  somewhat  indis- 
creet language  towards  a  magistrate 
before  whom  he  appeared  as  counsel  for 
Mr.  O'Brien,  I  ask  him,  as  an  English 
lawyer,  can  he  bring  himself  to  conceive 
a  case  in  which  an  English  magistrate 
would  be  found  arguing  and  recriminat- 
ing with  a  counsel  as  to  whether  he 
ought  to  call  a  man  a  colonel  or  not  ? 
The  absurdity  and  idiocy  and  indecency 
of  the  proceeding  go  far  to  justify, 
or,  at  any  rate,  to  excuse  the  retort 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford. 
With  regard  to  what  has  been  said 
with  reference  to  the  action  of  County 
Court  Judges  in  Ireland,  I  may  state 
that  I  have  had  the  honour  of  conversinfz: 
with  an  English  judge,  not  at  all  in 
sympathy  with  Home  Bule,  or  what  I 
may  call  the  tactics  of  the  Irish  Party, 
and  he  told  me  that  it  was  contrary  to 
the  elementary  principles  of  justice  that 
a  man's  imprisonment  should  be  in- 
creased on  appeal.  I  say  that  the  policy 
pursued  by  the  Government  is  a  policy 
which  shocks  the  consciences  oi  the 
people.  It  is  all  very  well  to  punish 
offences,  but  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  admits  they  are 
political  offences,  and  that  the  men  of 
whom  he  speaks  are  actuated  by  the 
highest  itiotives  in  doing  what  they  have 
done 

Mr.  BALFOUE  :  I  did  not  say  so. 

Mr.  ATHEELEY  -  JONES  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  he 
believed  they  acted  from  conscientious 
motives;  and,  if  conscientious  motives 
are  not  the  highest  motives,  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  understand  what  else  they  can 
be. 

Mr.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think  I 
ever  committed  myself  to  any  expres- 
sion of  opinion  as  to  conscientious 
motives.  I  spoke  of  political  mo- 
tives. 

Mr,  Atherley 'Jones 


Mr.  ATHEELEY- JONES :  At  any 
rate,  I  would  ask,  is  it  not  a  gross  out- 
rage on  the  common  sense  of  the  House 
to  suggest  that  Mr.  O'Brien  and  other 
Irish  Members  are  not  actuated  by  con- 
scientious motives;  and,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  conceives  that  they 
have  been  actuated  by  conscientious 
motives,  I  would  recommend  him  to 
read  what  has  been  written  by  his  pre- 
decessors in  England — men  holding  a 
similar  office  to  that  which  he  now  fills 
with  regard  to  Ireland.  Let  him  read 
what  was  written  by  the  Marquess  of 
Normanby,  and  by  other  men  holding 
a  similar  post,  who,  in  giving  direc- 
tions to  the  Justices  having  the  adminis- 
tration of  prisons,  insisted  that  the 
greatest  tenderness  and  consideration 
should  be  exercised  towards  all  politi- 
cal prisoners.  We  do  not  quarrel  with 
the  fact  that  punishment  is  awarded  for 
political  offences;  but  we  do  quarrel 
with  the  unnecessary  degradation  that 
is  inflicted  on  political  prisoners  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  We  say  that, 
in  our  opinion,  it  is  intolerable  that  a 
man  like  Mr.  O'Brien  should  be  ruth- 
lessly assaulted  by  prison  warders, 
and  compelled  to  submit  to  the  injury 
and  humiliation  to  which  he  was  sub- 
jected ;  and,  in  conclusion,  I  warn  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  course  he 
is  pursuing  is  one  that  can  only  end 
in  absolute  and  complete  disaster  to 
the  Government.  I  give  him  this  warn- 
ing, coming,  as  I  now  do,  from  addressing 
a  public  meeting,  and  bearing  in  mind 
the  sympathetic  English  cheers  raised 
by  the  people  there  assembled  when  I 
told  them  how  Mr.  O'Brien  has  been 
treated — cheers  that  were  a  monition  to 
me  that  the  time  will  arrive,  be  it  soon  or 
late,  which  will  undoubtedly  bring  forth 
this  result,  that  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government  will  be  ejected  from  office 
by  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
people. 
*SiR  G.  TEEVELYAN:  Sir,  those 
who  have  been  present  during  the  early 
hours  of  the  debate  may  in  some  re- 
spects consider  themselves  remarkably 
fortunate,  because  they  have  been  able 
to  see  the  Irish  difficulty  in  a  nut-shell. 
Any  one  who  witnessed  the  duel  between 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dil* 
Ion)  must  have  had  a  very  shrewd  idea 
of  the  difficulties  of  Ireland.    On  ono 
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side  of  the  House  we  haye  had  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Armagh  g^vin^  vent  to  a 
series  of  propositions  incredioly  insult- 
ing to  the  gpreat  majority  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen.  He  said  that,  if  their  chosen 
Hepresentatives  got  into  gaol,  he  should 
never  let  them  out,  and  that  he  would 
not  line  the  ditches  of  Ireland  because 
he  would  keep  them  to  throw  his  politi- 
cal opponents  into.  He  also  said  that 
the  great  advantage  of  the  Crimes  Act 
was  that  it  was  permanent.  It  is  sig- 
nificant to  observe  that  that  sentiment 
did  not  elicit  a  single  cheer  from  the 
crowded  benches  round  him,  although 
his  friends  are  only  too  ready  to  laugh 
and  cheer  when  they  see  an  oppor- 
tunity. I  think  that  what  would 
throw  the  greatest  light  on  the  diffi- 
culties of  Ireland  is  the  nature  of 
the  hon.  Member's  jeers  and  sneers  at 
Mr.  O'Brien.  I  saw,  when  looking  up 
to  the  Gallery,  Lord  Spencer  watching 
the  proceedings  with  some  interest.  I 
could  not  but  wonder  what  Lord  Spencer 
would  have  thought,  when  he  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  destinies  of  Ireland,  if 
he  had  heard  one  of  his  leading  sup- 
porters talking  in  the  same  tone  of 
levity  of  the  su£fering8  which  had  been 
inflicted  upon  one  of  the  Representatives 
of  the  country  he  had  to  govern.  When 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  sat 
down,  the  crowded  benches  on  the  op- 
posite side  at  once  emptied,  and  only 
one  Party  remained  to  hear  an  Irish 
Member  who  was  second  scarcely  to  any 
of  his  colleagues  in  eloquence,  and  cer- 
tainly second  to  no  Irish  or  English 
Member  in  his  power  of  crowding  im- 
portant facts  into  the  compass  of  a 
speech.  Hon.  Members  opposite  refuse 
the  Eepresentatives  of  Ireland  any 
other  place  in  which  they  may  express 
their  views  about  the  government  of 
their  own  country ;  and,  when  they  rise 
to  express  those  views  here,  they  will 
not  stay  to  hear  them.  We  have  been 
told  by  the  greatest  of  American 
statesmen  that  the  government  we 
should  aim  at  is  the  government 
of  the  people  by  the  people  and 
for  the  people ;  but  the  present  is  the 
government  of  the  majority  through 
the  minority  for  the  minority.  I  wish, 
however,  to  refer  to  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  last  night— a  speech 
made  at  a  great  crisis  in  the  history  of 
the  nation  he  has  to  govern.  That 
speech  put  before  the  House  the  full 


views,  I  presume,  and  the  full  policy  of 
the  Gt)vernment,  and  showed  Ireland 
what  she  has  to  expect  in  the  present 
and  what  hope  she  has  for  the  future. 
I  congratulate  the  House  on  having  got 
rid  of  the  line  of  argument  which  many 
of  us  have  had  to  pursue  during  the  last 
two  years.  There  is  an  end  from  the 
moutii  of  the  Chief  Secretary  of  defend- 
ing his  policy  by  quoting  similar,  or 
nearly  similar,  actions  of  former  Gt)vern- 
ments ;  and  with  twenty-five  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  prison,  or  recently  come  out  of 
prison,  or  on  their  way  to  prison,  not  as 
first-class  misdemeanants,  but  as  com- 
mon criminals,  I  think  these  references 
to  any  former  Government  might  well 
be  a  thing  of  the  past.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  was  not  devoid  of 
personalities,  and  what  it  wanted  in  tu 
quoquet  he  made  up  in  charges  of  inac- 
curacy. With  what  grace  did  those 
charges  come  from  a  Minister  who 
had  just  had  the  dressing  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  received 
from  the  Member  for  East  Mayo !  The 
Chief  Secretary  began  his  speech  with  a 
well-known  rhetorical  device.  He 
said — 

"  Tou  put  up  your  Leader  on  Irish  quefitions 
to  state  the  indictment  ag^nst  the  Govern- 
ment. Then  the  Chief  Secretary,  as  the  man 
principally  implicated,  follows ;  but  you  wait 
to  make  your  charges  until  he  has  sat  down, 
and  when  he  has  no  power  of  reply." 

I  think  that  was  a  very  undeserved 
charge.  From  the  first  word  to  the  last 
the  noble  and  eloquent  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
was  packed  close  with  the  most  damn- 
ing facts,  placed  in  the  very  clearest 
light,  and  spoken  without  the  slightest 
circumlocution.  The  main  point  of  the 
Chief  Secretary's  speech  turned  on  the 
question  of  his  prisoners.  The  circum- 
stances of  the  arrests  has  varied,  but 
there  is  one  thing  common  to  all.  They 
have  always  been  carried  out  so  that 
they  might  give  as  great  a  shock  as 
possible  to  the  greatest  amount  of  senti- 
ment and  feeling.  If  a  place  could  be 
found  where  an  Irish  Member  has 
endeared  himself  to  the  community  or 
distinguished  himself  by  political  action, 
that  has  been  the  place  chosen  for  his 
arrest.  One  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Kilbride) 
had  domesticated  himself  at  Leicester, 
and  had  many  friends  there.  It  was  at 
Leicester  he  was  arrested.  The  Member 
for  South  Galway  came  to  Gtovan  and 
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made  his  mark,  and  he  was  arrested 
almost  in  sight  and  hearing  of  the  people 
with  whom  he  had  influence.  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  arrested  at  Manchester,  and 
Mr.  Carew  at  the  house  of  a  candidate 
whose  election  he  had  come  to  assist. 
The  Chief  Secretary  claimed  that  the 
Government  are  not  responsible  for 
the  circumstances  of  these  arrests.  The 
Government  are  responsible  to  the 
House  of  Commons ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment deliberately  encouraged  the  police 
in  this  sense  of  public  duty  which 
was  so  severely  commented  on  by 
the  Northern  Whig,  Not  content  in 
the  earlier  part  of  last  Session  with 
dogging  the  precincts  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  arresting  sometimes  the 
right,  sometimes  the  wrong,  Member 
at  the  door,  an  Irish  constable  at 
last  presented  a  summons  within 
the  precincts  of  the  House  itself. 
A  Committee  of  the  House  was  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  question,  and 
they  found  that  a  breach  of  privilege 
had  been  committed.  [An  hon.  Mbm- 
BER :  An  idiotic  Committee.]  No,  it 
was  not  an  idiotic  Committee ;  it  was 
an  extremely  good  Committee ;  it  had, 
I  believe,  a  majority  of  supporters 
of  the  Government  upon  it;  and  it 
presented  a  Heport  to  the  effect  that  the 
administration  had  been  lax.  But  the 
Government  used  its  majority  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  to  insist  that  that 
Beport  should  not  be  adopted,  and  by 
that  course  they  sanctioned  this  out- 
rageous conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
police,  and  as  much  as  in  them  lay 
encouraged  them  to  the  still  greater 
outbursts  of  offensiveness  in  which 
they  had  recently  been  indulging. 
In  the  case  of  the  arrest  of  Members 
of  Parliament  care  seems  to  have 
been  taken  to  give  offence  to  political 
feeling,  and  in  the  case  of  priests 
still  more  care  seems  to  have  been 
taken  to  give  offence  to  religious 
feeling.  On  this  point  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  the  nearest  approach  to 
an  admission  that  I  have  ever  heard  him 
make.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
with  regard  to  that  melancholy  and 
tragic  affair  at  G  weed  ore,  that  un- 
questionably there  had  been  an  error 
of  judgment  committed,  an  error  of 
strategy,  an  error  of  tactics.  But  that 
was  by  no  means  the  view  of  the 
Northern  Whig,  and  there  it  is  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  seriously  mis- 
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read  the  opinion  of  by  far  the  ablest  of 
his  supporters  in  Ireland.  That  journal 
stated  that,  with  a  little  delay,  the  arrest 
might  have  been  made  in  a  much  easier 
and  quieter  manner,  and  if  it  had  been 
made  in  a  quieter  manner  this  terrible 
calamity  would  not  have  occurred. 
What  does  the  Irish  Correspondent  of 
the  Times,  describing  the  state  of  Gwee- 
dore  at  this  moment,  say  ? — 

<<  Twenty  persong,  including  the  Bev.  Ja  me 
M'Fadden  and  four  women,  are  now  in  cuftody 
charged  with  the  murder  of  District  Inspector 
Martin.  The  police  are  looking  for  numbers 
of  others  believed  to  be  concerned  in  the  deed, 
and  almost  nightly  houses  are  searched  in  which 
some  are  suspected  of  being  concealed.  The 
parish  is  practically  depopulated;  very  many 
of  Father  M'Fadden's  parishioners  who  attended 
Mass  on  the  fatal  Sunday  morning  have  left  the 
district,  if  not  the  countary." 

I  was  much  struck  by  an  observa* 
tion  which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Mayo  about  the  state  in  which 
the  Government  found  Donegal,  and 
the  state  in  which  they  would  leave  it. 
When  I  was  connected  with  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  we  used  to  point  to 
Donegal  as  a  portion  of  the  country — 
not  owing  to  any  merit  of  ours,  but 
owing  to  the  character  of  the  people  and 
its  long  history — where,  though  the 
people  were  very  poor,  there  was  no 
disturbance  or  disaffection  whatever. 
In  the  course  of  my  connection  with 
Donegal  the  only  difficulty  which  I  can 
recall  is  a  trumpery  question  of  a  Pro- 
testant Board  of  Guardians  which  would 
not  appoint  a  teacher  to  the  Catholic 
children  in  the  workhouse ;  but  of  serious 
crime  there  was  none.  But  now  what 
is  the  state  of  this  gpreat  district  ?  The 
Times  says  it  is  depopulated.  That 
is  the  pacification  of  Ireland  according 
to  the  notion  of  the  Government — 
solitudinem  faciunt  pacem  appellant.  This 
is  the  state  of  things  in  Gweedore. 
From  the  ghastly  murder  itself  down 
to  the  last  drop  of  retribution  which 
will  be  eventually  exacted,  all  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  a  priest  has  been 
arrested  coming  away  from  saying  Mass. 
It  is  not  merely  a  mistake  of  strategy 
or  tactics ;  it  is  worse.  But,  strange  to 
say,  the  Government  have  not  profited 
by  that  lesson,  for  in  the  Times  I  ob- 
serve that  another  priest  on  his  way  to 
Gweedore  after  saying  Mass  was  ar- 
rested. What  are  we  to  think  of  a 
Government,  after  such  a  lesson  as  that, 
which    could  repeat   such  a   blunder? 
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When  the  Goyemmeni  have  got  those 
Oentlemen  in  prison,  what  is  their  treat- 
ment ?  Are  the  Government  respoDsible 
for  their  treatment  ?  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary says  that  the  Prisons  Board  bear 
precisely  the  same  relation  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary who  advises  him,  as  the  Prisons 
Board  in  England  bear  to  the  Home 
Secretary.  He  says  that  the  manage- 
ment of  the  prisoners  was  not  in 
the  Department  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. Well,  then,  in  whose  Department 
is  it  ?  When  Mr.  Timothy  Harrington 
was  in  prison  for  a  speech  in  1883, 
representations  were  made  in  the 
House  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
through  him  to  tho  Lord  Lieutenant; 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  mitigated 
and  humanized  the  treatment  of  Mr. 
Harrington,  and  not  only  of  Mr. 
Harrington,  but  of  all  other  Irishmen 
who  had  been  placed  in  prison  for 
speeches  and  writings.  Why  did  not 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
hold  this  theory  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary is  not  responsible  for  prisoners 
make  that  objection  when  the  case 
was  dealt  with  by  the  then  Chief 
Secretary.  Parliament  has  never,  admit- 
ted and  will  never  admit  that  there  is  not 
full  Ministerial  responsibility  for  the 
treatment  of  prisoners.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suggests  that  three  reasons 
have  been  given  why  these  prisoners 
should  not  be  dealt  with  as  ordinary 
prisoners.  The  first,  he  says,  is  that 
those  hon.  Members  were  eloquent.  It 
is  true  that  I  have  praised  Mr.  O'Brien's 
eloquence  in  the  country.  Anyone  who 
has  listened  to  Mr.  O'Brien's  speeches 
on  Ireland  in  this  House,  and  especially 
anyone  who  listened  to  or  read  the  re- 
markable speech  before  the  Special 
Commission,  in  which  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber produced  such  an  effect  on  the 
Court  that  he  entirely  altered  the  views 
which  had  up  to  that  time  been  adopted, 
will  agree  with  me  as  to  that  hon. 
Member's  eloquence ;  and  I  now  say 
thatany  one  who  heard  or  read  that 
speech  and  has  acquainted  himself  with 
the  accounts  of  Mr.  O'Brien's  treatment 
in  prison  would  be  deeply  shocked.  I 
said  that  in  the  country,  and  I  say  it 
now.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  ashamed  to  raise  a  cheer  from 
his  supporters  by  saying  that  Mr. 
O'Brien  had  attacked  me  in  for- 
mer   days.     It   is  a  very   old  story. 


Wherever  I  went  to  speak  in  the 
country  I  always  found  the  statement 
placarded  over  the  walls,  and  I  always 
received  the  same  story  in  an  anonymous 
letter  of  welcome.  I  will  tell  you  who 
started  it.  It  was  the  work  of  the 
[joyal  and  Patriotic  Association,  and 
it  was  worthy  of  the  inspiration  of 
their  secretary.  But  the  idea  that 
because  of  anything  which  a  political 
opponent  said  or  wrote  of  me  in  old 
days,  I  should  rejoice  to  see  him  in- 
sulted in  prison,  and  the  still  more  pre- 
posterous idea  that  on  account  of  that  I 
should  alter  my  views  on  the  question 
of  the  treatment  of  political  prisoners, 
or  the  still  greater  issues  between  Ire- 
land and  Great  Britain,  shows  what  sort 
of  men  they  are  who  entertain  such 
ideas.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  with  the  next  argument  that  a 
man  who  has  been  delicately  brought 
up  su£fers  more  than  other  prisoners, 
and,  finally,  he  went  on  with  our  prin- 
cipal argument  that  these  offences  were 
political  and  not  strictly  criminal  of- 
fences. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ran 
through  the  scale  of  what  he  called 
political  crime,  and  asked  whether  we 
can  stop  short  of  the  midnight  assassin 
and  the  dynamiter.  That  was  a  pretty 
exercise  of  the  intellect;  but  ii  the 
practical  conclusion  at  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  arrived  was  that  a  man 
who  had  published  the  proceedings  of  a 
proclaimed  branch  of  the  National 
League  was  as  black  a  criminal  as  the 
man  who  cut  a  throat,  all  I  can  say  is 
that  that  might  be  a  clever  mode  of 
chopping  logic,  but  it  is  quite  unworthy 
of  a  man  who  undertakes  to  govern,  and 
govern  justly,  kindly,  and  considerately, 
a  great  nation.  It  is  not  because  they 
are  eloquent  or  because  they  are  delicate 
that  we  resent  and  regret  the  treatment 
of  Irish  Members  of  Parliament,  but 
because  the  Government  has  broken 
through  the  great  and  cardinal  prin- 
ciple of  treating  political  prisoners 
differently  from  other  prisoners, 
and  therefore  they  are  obliged  to 
punish  as  common  criminals  eminent 
public  men,  and  to  inflict  on  men 
who  have  been  delicately  brought 
up  punishment  altogether  out  of 
proportion  to  their  offences.  The 
real  fact  is  that  we  have  no  feeling 
about  the  rich  and  the  poor,  or  Members 
of  Parliament  and  non-official  people. 
What  we  object  to  is  to  punish  men 
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who  commit  political  crime  as  ordinary 
criminals,  whether  they  are  rich  or  poor. 
On  the  3rd  of  May,  1867,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central  Bir- 
mingham presented  a  petition  to  this 
House  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of 
Irish  prisoners.  He  was  very  much 
interrupted  by  hon.  Members  who  sat 
opposite,  but  he  got  the  essence  of  his 
statement  out.  Tlie  petition  which  he 
read  asked  that  prisoners  suffering  as 
Fenians  or  for  a  political  offence  should 
not  be  confined  in  common  with  pri- 
soners suffering  for  offences  against  the 
ordinary  law,  and  it  also  prayed  that  in 
the  punishments  awarded  to  them  there 
might  be  none  of  a  degrading  nature,  as 
such  punishments  were  inapplicable  to 
men  whose  offence  was  free  from  dis- 
honour. Mr.  Bright  said  that  in  the 
general  spirit  of  that  petition  he  entirely 
agreed.  Now,  what  is  the  crime  which 
has  been  most  heavily  punished  recently 
under  the  Crimes  Act  ?  Mr.  E.  Harring- 
ton is  in  prison  on  hard  labour  for  six 
months.  That  is  double  the  amount  of 
punishment  inflicted  in  many  cases  by 
London  magistrates  on  persons  in  a 
confidential  position  who  have  stolen  con- 
siderable sums  of  money.  Mr.  E.  Har- 
ringu>n  received  that  severe  sentence 
because  he  published  in  a  newspaper  a 
speech  which  the  Court  pronounced  to 
be  innocent — that  is  to  say,  a  speech  in 
which  the  law  has  no  concern.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary says  that  is  a  grossly  inaccurate 
statement.  Now,  what  are  the  facts? 
Three  charges  were  preferred  against 
Mr.  Harrington — np.mely,  publishing  a 
report  of  a  meeting  of  the  Tralee 
National  League,  attending  the  same 
meeting  of  the  League,  and  in- 
citing to  the  adoption  of  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  The  prosecuting 
counsel  said  he  proposed  to  proceed 
with  each  charge  separately  and  to 
tender  evidence  on  each.  He  event- 
tually  withdrew  the  charge  of  taking 
part  in  the  meeting,  and  then  went  on 
to  the  third  charge — that  of  inciting 
persons  to  take  part  in  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. Evidence  was  taken,  and  Mr. 
Hoche  in  giving  the  decision  said  that, 
with  reference  to  the  last  charge,  they 
were  of  opinion  that,  though  Mr. 
Harrington  had  used  very  strong 
language,  the  evidence  that  had  been 
given  was  not  sufficient  to  prove 
the   offence,   and    therefore  thej    dis- 
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missed  the  charge :  but  with  regard  to 
the  charge  of  publishing  the  report  of 
the  meeting,  that  was  a  very  serious 
matter  indeed,  and  they  gave  him  six 
months'  hard  labour.  That  was  the  sort 
of  offence  for  which  Mr.  Harrington 
received  the  punishment  awarded  to  the 
vilest  criminals.  It  is  said  that  our 
sympathy  is  only  given  to  Members  of 
Parliament.  I  will  take  one  case 
to  prove  that  is  not  so.  At  Milltown 
Malbay,  Father  White,  the  parish  priest, 
having  observed  that  very  serious  evils 
occurred  from  the  pnblichouses  being 
open  at  times  of  political  excitement, 
advised  and  requested  the  publicans  to 
close  their  houses  during  a  certain  trial. 
Whether  that  advice  was  legal  or  not 
it  was  very  wise,  and  I  wish  that  the 
Legislature  had  the  same  good  sense 
as  Father  White  in  closing  public  houses 
during  a  contested  election.  The  police, 
however,  got  wind  of  it,  and  long  before^ 
for  they  were  able  to  supply  themselves 
with  plenty  of  liquor  in  their  barracks  ; 
but  when  the  day  came  they  went  round 
to  26  publichouses  and  asked  for  liquor 
at  each  for  the  express  purpose  of  pun- 
ishing and  oppressing  the  people. 
Twenty-one  publicans  were  summoned, 
for  refusing  to  sell  liquor.  There  was  no 
talk  of  conspiracy.  At  the  very  utmost 
it  was  their  obedience  to  their  pastor, 
who  deserved  their  obedience.  Those  21 
men  were  convicted  of  conspiracy,  and 
sentenced  to  hard  labour  for  a  month. 
They  were  told  that  if  they  would 
promise  never  to  do  it  again  the  sentenoe 
would  be  remitted ;  but  1 1  refused,  as 
Irishmen  under  the  ciroumstancee 
always  will  refuse,  to  give  such  a  pledge, 
and  they  were  seni  to  prison.  They 
were  not  tenderly  nurtured  people,  bat 
were  political  prisoners  as  much  as  any 
Member  of  Parliament.  Now  I  oome 
to  another  class  of  case — that  of  men 
who  are  punished  for  recommending 
tenants  to  take  part  in  the  Flan 
of  Campaign,  or  for  in  some  way  or 
other  giving  advice  with  regard  to  the 
rent.  I  will  take  one  of  the  most  marked 
of  those  cases,  that  of  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien,  who,  I  am  glad  to  see, 
has  returned  to  the  House  of 
Commons.  Mr.  O'Brien  was  tried  on  the 
27th  January,  and  was  sentenced  to  four 
months'  imprisonment  for  interfering 
in  the  question  of  rent  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant.  Anyone  would 
have  thought  that  that  punishment  was 
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enonghy  but  the  CK)Temment  did  not 
think  80.  Since  that  Mr.  O'Brien  had 
not  only  made  speeohes  about  the  pay- 
ment of  rent,  but  he  had  made  a  speeoh 
upon  a  very  much  more  serious  question ; 
he  had  said  to  the  tenants  on  a  certain 
estate  who  were  giving  17  years'  pur- 
chase for  their  farms  that  they  were 
giving  more  than  it  was  their  interest 
to  give.  The  advice  was  givQn  in 
moderate  language,  and  it  is  very  likely 
it  was  good  advice.  The  hon.  and 
grallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Oolonel  Saunderson)  has  told  us — 
he  knows  best  with  what  accuracy — 
that  in  many  cases  the  landlord's  fee 
simple  was  worth  a  great  deal  less  than 
the  tenant's  interest.  Say  it  is  five  or 
six  years  less,  these  tenants  were 
actually  giving  40  years'  purchase  for 
their  farms.  The  Government  indicted 
Mr.  P.  O'Brien  on  two  counts;  they 
charged  him  with  taking  part  in  a  con- 
spiracy to  compel  tenants  not  to  fulfil 
their  legal  obligation  to  pay  rent  to  Mr. 
John  Smithwick ;  and  they  likewise 
charged  him  with  advising  the  tenants 
not  to  deal  with  Lord  Monck  in  pur* 
chasing  the  land.  The  Government 
were  exceedingly  anxious  to  get 
convictions.  A  speech  of  very  great 
power  and  ability  was  made  at  the  trial 
by  Mr.  Leamy,  now  a  Member  of  the 
House,  on  the  extraordinary  injustice  of 
allowing  an  agent  to  use  his  influence 
to  put  pressure  on  tenants  to  induce 
them  to  purchase,  and  of  punishing  a 
Member  of  Parliament  for  simply  ad- 
vising them  not  to  pay  more  than  the 
farms  were  worth.  But  this  was 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Gt)vemment, 
and  they  did  their  very  best  to 
press  the  oharg^.  I  do  not  know 
what  the  Besident  Magistrates  thought 
about  it,  because  they  prefexred 
to  punish  Patrick  O'Brien  on  the  ground 
that  he  had  advised  tenants  not  to  pay 
rent,  the  evidence  being  that  he  had 
drunk  off  a  glass  of  water  and  had  said 
**Down  wim  Smithwick."  They  gave 
him  three  months  on  this  charge,  making 
in  all  seven  months,  or  one  month  more 
than  it  was  evidently  the  intention  of 
Parliament  that  anyone  should  receive 
for  any  one  class  of  fault.  The  fact  is 
that  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  received  a 
sentence  of  three  months  on  account  of 
a  speech  in  which  there  was  nothing 
new  except  this  advice  to  the  tenants 
not  to  buy  land  at  17  years*  purchase; 
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and  he  got  this  sentence  on  the  top  of  a 
sentence  of  four  months.  It  appears 
that  I  thought  he  had  received  the 
sentence  for  giving  this  advice  about 
Lord  Mock,  and  that  I  believe  is  the 
outside  of  any  inaccuracy  which  in  the 
very  large  number  of  speeohes  I  have 
maae  on  the  Irish  Question  during  the 
last  year,  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  author  of  the  famous  letter 
to  Mr,  Armitage,  regards  this  as 
a  serious  inaccuracy,  it  only  shows 
that  we  see  our  neighbours'  faults 
through  different  glasses  than  those 
with  which  we  look  at  our  own.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was  the 
Irish  Members  below  the  Gangway  who 
will  not  have  conciliation  in  Ireland,  and 
he  especially  charges  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien) 
with  being  responsible  for  the  present 
agitation  in  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member 
did  not  deserve  any  such  charge.  It  is 
the  House  that  is  responsible  for  the 
Plan  of  Campaign.  What  was  the 
course  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North-East  Cork?  In  1886  he  urged 
with  great  force  that  times  were  bad, 
that  a  bad  winter  was  approaching,  and 
that  the  only  way  to  preserve  tenants 
from  ruin,  and  to  remove  temptations  to 
disorder,  would  be  to  revise  rents.  The 
Government  rejected  his  advice,  a  bad 
winter  came,  and  all  the  foretold  conse- 
quences followed.  Next  year  the  Go- 
vernment acknowledged  their  fault  and 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  revising  rents.  But 
it  was  too  late,  and  arrears  of  unjust 
rents  had  been  incurred.  Then  it  was 
that  the  hon.  Member  gave  the  Govern- 
ment a  fresh  piece  of  good  advice,  for 
he  urged  them  to  introduce  an  Arrears 
Bill.  On  a  poor  and  paltry  excuse  it 
was  set  aside.  Irish  Members,  who  are 
the  representatives  not  only  of  the 
farmers,  but  also  of  the  shopkeepers  of 
Ireland,  would  not  have  the  just  debts 
to  the  shopkeepers  dealt  with  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  unjust  debts  to  the 
landlords.  Therefore  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Oork  was  entirely  free 
from  the  charge  brought  against  him  of 
having  opposed  concfliation  in  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  very 
free  with  his  epithets  with  regard  to 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway.  1 
care  very  little  about  the  epithets  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  applies  to  us 
on  thu  bench ;  but  if  anythmg  can  do 
harm,  it  is  that  the  Minister  who  is 
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abont  onr  barbarous  method  of  troatiug 
prisonOTfl.  Where  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  speech  bring  forward 
any  instance  of  that  ?  I  heard  no  at- 
tempt on  his  part  to  jostify  any  one  of 
those  propositions  vhich  have  been  pat 
before  ignorant  audiences  in  the  country. 
Bnt  the  charges  (gainst  tlie  Gorem- 
ment  have  bees  repeated  in  a  most 
violent  way,  and  Bometimes  in  offensive 
language  by  the  hon.  Uember  for  Mayo 
(Ur.  Dillon)  to-night :  and  althongh, 
of  course,  I  am  somewhat  imperfectly 
aoquaisted  with  all  the  detads  of  the 
oases  bronght  forward,  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  select  a  cert^n  number  of 
cases,  and  if  I  can  show  that  they  are 
inaccurate  they  will  serve  as  samples  of 
the  general  inaccuracy  of  the  charges. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  if  the  mi- 
croscopical examination  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Qovemment  daring  the  past 
three  or  four  months  has  oaly  produced 
the  old,  well-worn,  aud  oft-refated 
charges,  the  Government  may  congrato- 
late  themselves  that  they  have  been 
able  to  carry  oat  what  has  been  a  most 
difBoalt  policy  withont  infringing  the 
Oonstitntion  of  the  country.  I  will  not 
dwell  upon  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken  has  said  with 
regard  to  the  mode  in  which  some  of  the 
priaonere  have  been  arrested,  except  to 
remark  that  the  obvious  reason  why 
they  have  been  arrested  in  particolar 
places  was  beoauee  they  have  Sed  from 
joatice.  Warrants  were  out  against  the 
prisoners,  and  if  they  were  executed 
under  oircomstanoes  which  gave  some 
ineonvenience,  it  was  almost  entirely 
due  to  the  action  of  those  hon.  Members 
who  desired  to  evade  the  execution  of 
the  warrants.  Then,  Sir,  I  will  put  aside 
the  case  of  Father  M'Fadden,  to  which 
I  am  sorry  reference  has  been  made, 
because  it  is  under  trial.  I  am 
quite  aware  that  the  first  reference 
was  not  made  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House ;  but  I  am  sure  the  House 
generally  will  be  sorry  that  any  such 
charge  has  been  made  as  was  mode 
from  the  benchsa  below  tiie  Gangway 
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opposite — namely,  tha  charge  of  morder, 
or  judicial  murder,  agunst  the  Ch)Vttrn- 
ment.  I  would  rather  come  to  a  case 
that  has  excited  a  good  deal  of  interest 
in  the  country — I  mean  tiie  case  of  Mr. 
O'Brien.  Now,  the  charge  agunst  the 
Government  is  that  they  have  treated 
him  with  barbarity  in  prison.  There 
are  grave  charges  brought  against  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary. 
First  of  all,  he  was  charged  with  at- 
tempting to  murder  mz.  O'Briea ; 
secondly,  he  is  charged  with  allowing 
brutal  and  disgusting  assaults  to  be 
made  upon  him,  in  order  that  he  might 
afterwards  have  the  pleasure  of  aneer- 
ing  at  him ;  and,  in  the  tfurd  plaoe,  be 
is  charged  with  taking  advantage  of 
Wm,  by  attacking  him  while  ha  was  in 

Erison.  With  r^^rd  to  the  first  obaige, 
think  that  when  the  facts  are  inquired 
into  it  will  be  found  that  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Momber  for  Mayo  is  alto- 
gether without  foundation.  What  are 
the  iacts  of  the  case?  When  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  in  prison  he  was  asked  to 
take  off  his  clothes  in  order  that  hs 
might  pat  on  prison  clothes,  according 
to  prison  rules.  He  refused  to  do  so, 
and  was  warned  by  the  Governor  of  the 
conBeqaenoes  of  his  refusal.  When  ha 
still  refused  to  remove  his  clothes  the 
Govranor  ordered  a  wardei;  to  remove 
them,  at  the  same  time  telling  him 
not  to  use  more  violence  than 
was  necessary  to  accomplish  that  object. 
And  accordingly  the  clothes  were  re- 
moved, and  then,  aooording  to  the  stat*- 
ment  made  by  the  hon.  Hembev  for 
Uayo,  Mr.  O'Brien  was  dragged  from 
the  place  where  he  was  to  a  place  at 
some  distance  in  order  that  he  might  be 
weighed.  According  to  information  in 
my  possession,  the  machine  waa  brought 
dose  to  the  door  of  Ur.  O'Brien's  cell, 
and  when  Mr.  O'Brien  said  that  he 
should  object  to  being  weighed,  that 
course  was  not  persisted  in.  It  had  been 
said  that  Mr.  u'Brien's  spectacles  wen 
taken  away.  They  were,  in  order  tliat 
they  might  not  be  broken,  and  th^ 
were  afterwards  returned. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HFALY:  Who  aayi  aU 
this? 
*Ma.  STANHOPE :  When  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  makes  his  atateoiflnt 
or  aoeount  of  Mr.  O'Brien,  X  ziplj 
with  tha  statement  of  Dr.  O'FarroU,  Am 
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Pri.4(jiis  Board  Inspector,  a  more  inde- 

Sendent    authority    thaii    the    prison 
00 tor.      He    says    in    most  emphatic 
terms 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  wish,  Mr. 
Speaker 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order  to  ask 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  possession  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  But  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order,  and  to  ask  you  a  ques- 
tion. Sir.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
reads  from  a  document  which  is  not  in 
our  possession,  will  he  not  be  bound  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  That  depends 
entirely  on  the  nature  of  the  document. 

*Mb.  E.  stanhope  continued:  Dr. 
O'Farrell  has  stated  that  Mr.  O'Brien 
had  no  complaint  of  any  kind  to  make 
regarding  his  prison  treatment ;  that  he 
had  every  confidence  in  the  skill  and 
kindness  of  the  prison  doctor;  and 
that  if  the  rule  depriving  him  of  his 
clothing  had  to  be  insisted  on  he  would 
say  that  no  excessive  violence  had  been 
used.  Dr.  O'Farrell  also  stated  that 
Mr.  O'Brien  was  in  a  boarded  cell, 
heated  to  a  temperature  of  60  degrees, 
and  that  he  was  well  and  cheerful.  So 
much  I  need  say  as  to  the  treatment  of 
Mr.  O'Brien.  Then  I  gather  other  com- 
plaints made.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  complains  that  the  Ohief  Sec- 
retary attended  a  Liberal  Unionist 
banquet  in  Dublin,  and  there  spoke 
of  Mr.  O'Brien's  refusal  to  be  examined 
by  the  prison  doctor.  Well,  I  confess, 
though  I  am  quite  certain  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  had  no  desire  to  turn  this 
matter  into  ridicule,  it  is  hardly  possible 
to  talk  of  the  grotesque  manner  in 
which  Mr.  O'Brien  has  on  every  possible 
occasion  endeavoured  to  parade  himself 
before  the  publio— [**No,  no !"]— for  the 
special     benefit     of    the    people    of 


this  country,  impossible  to  make  any 
statement  in  regard  to  it  without  ex- 
citing some  ridicule.  What  my  right 
hon.  Friend  did  was  to  read  at  the 
banquet  from  the  Freeman's  Journal,  and 
that  has  been  severely  commented  upon 
to-night.  The  account  in  the  FreemwCs 
Journal  said  the  prison  doctor  wished 
Mr.  O'Brien  to  go  out  into  an  open  cor- 
ridor to  be  examined,  and  that  this  re- 
quest was  naturally  refused.  On  the 
authority  of  this  statement  the  Ohief 
Secretary  felt  entitled  to  say  that  Mr. 
O'Brien  had  refused  to  be  examined; 
and  when  he  found  that  the  facts  did  not 
justify  that  statement —that  Mr.  O'Brien 
had  not  carried  his  objections  so  far — 
he  took  the  earliest  opportunity,  in  a 
letter  to  the  newspapers,  of  expressing 

his  desire  to  qualify  his  previous  state- 
ment. Then  objections  have  been  taken 
to  the  letter  written  by  the  Ohief  Sec- 
retary to  Mr.  Armitage.  It  has  been 
described  as  a  deliberate  attack  upon  a 
man  in  prison.  But  that  letter  was  only 
written  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  had  been 
in  various  parts  of  the  country  attacking 
the  Ohief  Secretary  on  that  very  point. 
Quotations  were  made  from  the  speech 
of  Mr.  O'Brien  on  which  he  had  been 
committed,  altogether  omitting  the 
main  point  of  the  speech  for  which  he 
was  committed.  Is  it  to  be  maintained 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  was  not  right 
in  taking  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
stating  to  the  country  the  real  truth 
with  regard  to  the  charge  made  against 
him  ?  Then  with  respect  to  the  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Edward  Harrington.  It 
has  been  referred  to  this  evening  in 
terms  which  are  wholly  and  absolutely 
without  foundation.  Mr.  Harrington 
has  been  put  upon  the  lightest  and 
easiest  labour.  There  is  a  Keport  from 
the  Gbvemor  of  the  gaol  on  the  subject, 
which  states  in  the  most  distinct  terms 
that  the  prisoner's  fingers  were  not 
skinned  or  raw,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo;  that  he  was 
dressed  in  a  full  suit  of  prison  clothes ; 
and  that  he  had  flannel  shirt  and 
drawers,  and  also  an  overcoat  and  a 
blue  rug.  So  that  the  statements  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  are  ab- 
solutely without  foundation. 
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Itii  coBfidsBce,  mad  leC  ut  b«ve  it  ia  xti 
CBtzreiy.  I  voold  aik  tiie  ri^it  Ikm. 
Gf'ntipwin  vbere  ke  got  it,  aad  I  am 
batrmeb&d  that  Mr.  (yBnen  eaa  eoatim- 
diet  it  pmeticallT  OB  €T€rT point.  lap- 
peal  to  joo.  Sir,  and  ifm^wnXJuBj  NLbmit 
tiiat  it  voold  be  in  aeeoidance  aridi  pre- 
eedeat,  a  IGnistcr  baring  quoted  from  it, 
tbat  this  Official  Beport  should  belaid 
before  the  House. 

nCa.  K  9IANH0FE:  Erorbodj  can 
have  readj  aeceae  to  it.  It  has  alread j 
been  paWshed  in  the  Preaa. 

Mm.  T.  IL  HEALT :  But  I  Tentma  to 
tnbmit  that  is  not  an  ansver  to  my 
question.  There  is  a  well  defined  ^ae- 
tiee  in  regard  to  doeoments  qooted  bj  a 
Minister,  and  it  wcmid  be  in  aoeordanoe 
with  that  to  giro  ns  the  whole  of  the 
document  from  which  a  part  was  qaoted. 

Mm.  SPEAKER  :  Sneh  doeoments 
are,  as  a  general  role,  laid  before  the 
House,  that  Members  generallj  maj 
haTe  ready  aooees  to  such.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  howerer,  says  the  docu- 
ment has  been  already  published,  and  no 
doubt  he  win  state  the  date  and  say 
where. 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Every  word  I 
quoted  appeared  in  the  newspapers  of 
February  11th,  in  the  present  year. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  StiU,  that  is  not 
an  answer.  I  never  saw  the  publication ; 
never  heard  of  it.  My  point  is  this,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  lay  a 
copy  of  the  whole  of  the  document  on 
the  Table. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  Are  we  to  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  quoting  from  a 
newspaper  or  from  the  Beport  itself? 

♦Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  quoted  fit)m 
a  paper  of  February  1 1th  part  of  a  letter 
written  by  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Mr.  T.  M.  h$aly 
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raised  has  not  been  deah  with  ai  aS. 


an  official  docnisent»  the  Bcfml  of  a 
prisoaoAEiaL  Heaaysaeenaii 
appeared  in  the  Pkess^  b«t  is 


ing  that  the  House  is  ytitiad  to  ksre 
tiie  foil  docnmeBt  ? 


Mm.  SPEAKKB:  TWe  vkola  of  &e 

document  in  queadon  lefemag  to  &e 

point  in  question  ought  tobe  laid  befpie 
tiie  Honae. 

Debate  fnither  adjovraed   till   Tb- 
moROw. 

MOTIONS. 


KITCHEN  AND  RKFRESHICKKT  BOOMS 

(HousB  OF  common;^. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pn^oaedy 

**  That  a  Sdect  OommittBe  he  ^flwiBtiHi  to 
omtrol  the  mmii^cmenti  for  the  ^^ijwi  »^ 
Befreehment  Rooms,  in  the  depeitneat  of  &e 

Serjeant   at  Aims   •t*^»Hinr  this  TTniMci  ** 

{Mr.  BerUrt,) 

Mm.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longfbid,  N.) :  I 
do  not  oppoee  the  Motion.  Though  wa 
donotgather  so  much  from  theaooounts, 
I  understand  that  the  larger  part  of  ^e 
£1,000  granted  annually  by  the  Hooae 

is  devoted  by  the  Oommittee  to  serfiee. 
I  would  suggest  that  the  Report  of  tiie 
Oommittee  should  be  more  preolae  in 
details,  for  if  Members  generally  knew 
that  we  had  to  pay  so  muoh  for  attend- 
ance, I  am  sure  there  would  be  general 
dissatisfaction.  The  serrioe  for  any  part 
of  the  House  should  find  its  plaoe  in 
the  Estisaates. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  no- 
minated of— Mr.  A.  H.  Adand,  Mr. 
Agg-Gardner,  Mr.  H.  T.  Anstruther, 
Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  William  Corbet,  Mr. 
Cremer,  Mr.  Flower,  General  Golds- 
worthy,  Colonel  Hamilton,  Colonel 
Hambro,  Mr.  Herbert,  Viscount  Lewis- 
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ham,  Mr.  MaijoribankB,  Oolonel  Mal- 
oolm,  and  Mr.  Shell. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quomm.— 
{Mr.  ffarbirt) 

DEAOOlfS  (OHXTBGH   OF  BITOLAHD)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sydney  GMge,  Bill  to 
amend  the  law  relating  to  Deacons  of  the  Charoh 
of  England,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Sydney  Gedge,  Vitcoont  Folkestone,  Sir  John 
Kennaway,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Samuel 
Hoare,  and  Mr.  Bfac  Junes. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 

PAKLIAMSNTART    FRAK0HI8S     (SXTSNSION 

TO  women)  (no.  2.)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Walter  M<Laren.  Bill  to 
extend  the  Parliamentary  Franchise  to  Women, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Walter 
M'Laren,  Mr.  Woodall,  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir 
Albert  Rollit.  Mr.  Howorth,  Mr.  Arthur 
Williams,  Captain  Edwards- Heathcote,  and  Mr. 
Evans. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  130.] 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Jaekion.) 

Q  UE8TI0N. 


THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION— THE 
CASE  OF  MR.  PIGOTT. 

Mb.  FOEREST  FULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.) :  I  desire  to  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  he  can  now  explain 
the  delay  which  is  alleged  to  have  taken 
place  on  the  part  of  the  police  in  dealing 
with  the  warrant  for  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
E.  Pigott?  I  understand  that  the 
warrant  was  issued  early  in  the  day  by 
the  Special  Oommission. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  Yes, 
Mr.  Speaker ;  I  am  able  to  state  that 
there  was  no  delay  whatever  on  the 
part  of  the  police.  Since  I  was  ques- 
tioned on  the  subject  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy),  I  have  received  information 
that  the  Bench  warrant  issued  this 
morning  by  the  Oommission  Oourt  was 

VOL.  COCXXXm.   [thibd  sebibs.] 


not  brought  to  Scotland  Yard  till  a 
quarter  past  6  by  a  person  in  the  em- 
ployment of  Messrs.  Lewis  and  Lewis. 
It  was  not,  therefore,  until  that  hour 
that  the  police  could  possibly  take  any 
steps  for  the  arrest  of  lir.  Pigott.  Im- 
mediately the  warrant  was  received, 
every  step  that  was  possible  was  taken 
by  telegraphing  to  the  ports  and  by 
employing  persons  to  watch  at  all  rail- 
way stations. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
As  this  question  has  been  raised, 
evidently  by  arrangement,  I  beg  leave 
to  remind  the  House  that  my  first  ques- 
tion was  whether  any  kind  of  sur- 
veillance had  existed  with  regard  to  the 
TirM%  witnesses,  and  undoubtedly  it 
had;  and  my  question  to  the  GK>vem- 
ment  was  why,  that  being  so,  the  police 
let  Mr.  Pigott  slip  out  of  their  fingers  ? 
Now,  an  illusory  question  is  put  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  with  regard  to 
the  execution  of  the  warrant.  That  point 
was  not  raised  at  all  by  me.  If  the 
(Government  are  now  taking  the  point 
that  the  warrant  was  not  brought  to 
Scotland  Yard  till  6  o'clock,  I  respect- 
fully submit  to  them,  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  that  as  hundreds  of  officials 
were  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Oourt 
they  must  have  known  at  12  o'clock,  or 
at  1  o'clock  at  the  latest,  that  the 
warrant  was  issued,  and  it  was  their 
duty  to  see  that  the  closure,  with  which 
we  are  familiar  in  this  House,  was  put 
upon  the  ports  of  the  kingdom.  But 
that  was  not  my  complaint  or  allegation 
at  all.  My  complaint  is,  that  you  had 
delegated  two  sergeants  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Oonstabulary  to  look  after  Pigott 
— Sergeants  Fawcett  and  Gallagher-^ 
and  that  precious  consignment  having 
been  committed  to  their  keeping,  and 
they  having  got  him,  why  did  they  not 
keep  him  ?  Therefore,  the  point  of  my 
observation  remains — namely,  that  the 
Irish  Government,  having  paid  two 
police  sergeants  to  watch  Mr.  Pigott, 
when  the  critical  hour  of  6  o'clock  (at 
which  the  Oontinental  train  leaves 
Ohwing   Oross)    arrived,    those    two 
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neglect  no  precautioos  that  may  seem 
neceesarj. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  aak,  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Hooston,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  good 
enough  to  bear  in  mind  the  state- 
ment made  before  the  Special  Com- 
mission that  certain  letters  of  Hoostony 
said  to  hare  been  destroyed,  are  in 
the  possession  of  Pigott  ? 

Ma.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary,  with 
reference  to  the  Questions  I  pat  to  the 
right  hon.  G^entleman  yesterday,  if  he 
has  had  any  oppoitonity  of  learning 
whether  the  persons  whom  Pigott,  on 
his  examination  before  the  Oonmussion, 
swore  were  with  him  for  his  protection 
were  constables;  and,  if  so,  whether 
they  were  constables  of  the  Metropolitan 
Potiee,  and  whether  he  has  any  infor- 
mation as  to  what  other  force  tiiey  be- 
long to ;  also,  if  they  were  constables, 
whether  it  was  their  duty  to  report  when 
Hgott  disappeared,  and  whether  they, 
in  fact,  made  any  report,  and,  if  so,  to 
whom?      

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  Mr.  Pigott  was 
neither  watched  nor  protected  by  any 
eonstables  whatever  belonging  to  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force.  I  cannot 
give  tiie  hon.  Member  information  as 
to  any  other  persons  whose  names 
hare  been  mentioned  in  the  course  of 
these  proceedings.  If  Mr.  Pigott  has 
been  under  police  sapeirision  by  con- 
stablss  of  tne  Metropolitan  Potioe,  of 
oourse  it  would  be  their  duty  to  make  a 
Beport. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  :  Is  it  within  the 
knowiedge  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  would  be  possible  for  constables 
of  any  other  force  to  be  protecting  Mr. 
Pigott  within  the  Metropolitan  Police 
District? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  should  say, 
certainly,  no.  The  constables  of  any 
other  force  whatever  hare  no  juris- 
diction to  act  as  constables  within  the 
Metropolitan  District. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  [CWran,  E.):  Owing 
to  the  fMct  that  Dr.  Magoire  may  hare 
got  poison  administered  to  him,  might 
it  not  be  well  to  hold  a  po8t>mortem 
examination  ? 

No  snswer  was  returned,  the  Home 
Secretary  having  temporarily  left  the 
House. 

Mr.  J.  £.  ELLIS  CNottingham, 
Bushcliffe} :    I  wish.  In   the  absence  of 

Mr.  Mmttkevi 


the  Home  Secretary,  to  ask  the  Solicitor 
G^eneral  for  Ireland  wheth^  he  is  not 
aware  that  two  members  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary,  in  the  oourse  of  yesterday, 
swore,  in  the  Conmussion  (>>urt,  that 
they  were  protecting  this  person  ^gott ; 
and  whether  they  have  made  any 
fieport? 

The  SOLICITOB-GENSRAL  for 
IRELAND  ;Mr.  MArDKar,  University 
of  Dublin} :  That  is  a  Question  which 
obviously  requires  consideration,  and  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  give 
notice  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Are  the  GK>vemment  not  aware  that 
these  two  men  have  been  over  here  for 
the  last  fortnight  ?  How  oomee  it  thst 
members  of  the  Royal  Iiiah  Oonstaba- 
lary  can  be  absent  from  their  stations 
in  Ireland  without  the  QovemmeDt 
knowing  it  ?  I  would  ask  further,  if  it 
is  the  fact  that  these  officers  are  not 
under  the  control  of  Her  Majest3r*8  Go- 
vernment, why  they  are  in  London ;  and 
how  it  is  that  the  GovemmeQi  hava  been 
able,  on  previous  occasions,  with  regsrd 
to  Members  of  this  House,  to  aospend 
the  action  of  warrants  iasned  to  men- 
bers  of  the  Royal  Irish  Oonstalmlaiy, 
unless  they  can  contitd  the  adiott  of 
these  men  whilst  tiiey  are  in  LoBdoa  ? 

Mr.  MADDEN:  I  have  no  speoal 
knowledge  of  the  matters  of  £aci  whidi 
are  the  foimdati<m  of  the  Qaestion  of  tiie 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  but  if  lie  pnti 
the  Question  on  the  paper  I  will  maks 
inquiries. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  May  I  aak  the 
Under  Secretary  whether  it  is  poasibls 
for  constables  of  the  Irish  Constmbelaiy 
to  do  duty  in  London  without  tte  know- 
ledge of  the  Home  Office,  vkea  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that 
they  have  no  jnrisdictioii  ? 

The  under  SECREIABY  cr 
STATE  TOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT .Mr.  STTART-WomxT,  Shef- 
field, Hallam^ :  I  cannot  add  anytkiag 
to  the  answers  which  my  ngkt  koa. 
Friend  gave.  I  think  fintlier  aotiBS 
should  be  given. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT:  May  I  ask 
whether  a  letter  has  been 
Court  this  morning  firom  Pigott, 
from  an  hotel  in  Paris ;  and 
in  riew  of  that  fact,  the  fiommniff  aie 
now  in  ccnnmunioation  widi  the  maAan- 
ties  in  Paris  with  rrgmrd  te  ttis 
man  ? 
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Mr.STUART-WORTLET:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  said  that  every  step  has 
been  taken  that  can  be  taken  in  the 
matter. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  warrants  which  have  been  issued 
will  enable  the  arrest  of  Pigott  to  be 
made  in  Paris  ? 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.) :  Is 
it  not  the  fact  that  members  of  the  Irish 
Constabulary  do  duty  in  London,  Liver- 
pool, and  other  large  centres  in  Eng- 
land ;  and,  if  so,  by  what  authority  do 
they  act  ? 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  either  of  the 
warrants  issued  enable  Pigott  to  be 
arrested  in  Paris ;  and,  if  so,  will  the 
Government  telegraph  to  the  British 
Ambassador  at  Paris  or  any  other 
authority  ? 

Mr.  STUART. WORTLEY  :    I  con 
reive  that  the  arrest  of  a  person  in  Paris 
would   be    a    matter    of    extradition. 
Of  course,  no  steps  will  be  omitted  that 
may  seem  advisable. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  In  view  of  the 
importance  of  the  matter,  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  any  steps  will  be 
taken  to  keep  a  watch  on  Houston,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic 
Union,  to  prevent  him  from  leaving  the 
country,  and  to  secure  his  presence 
during  the  sittings  of  the  Commission  ? 
I  hear  that  he  was  not  in  Court  to-day. 
I  do  not  for  a  moment  contemplate  the 
evasion  of  justice,  but  I  wish  to  know 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  secure 
his  presence  during  the  sittings  of  the 
Commission  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  consider 
most  carefully  anything  that  the  law 
permits  me  to  do.  I  may  state  that  I 
have  received  some  further  information 
which  supplements  an  answer  I  have 
already  given.  There  has  been  handed 
by  Mr.  Soames  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police  this  morning  a  letter  received 
from  Pigott  in  Paris. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  As  I  stated. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  date  of  the 
postmark  is  too  obscure  for  me  to  be 
able  to  state  it  to  the  House.  There  is 
a  French  postmark  upon  it  showing  that 
it  came  from  Paris,  and  the  Metropolitan 
Police  are  now  taking  steps,  through 
the  Foreign  Office,  to  procure  the  extra- 
dition of  Pigott,  not,  of  course,  upon 
the  Bench  warrant,  on  which  he  could 
not  be  extradited,  but  upon  the  perjury 
warrant. 


Mr.  BRADLAUOH:  May  I  repeat 
to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Ques- 
tion I  put  to  the  Under  Secretary  in  his 
absence?  In  answer  to  me  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  no  constables 
except  those  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
can  exercise  jurisdiction  in  the  Metro- 
politan Police  area.  It  is  clear,  if  the 
reports  are  correct  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Royal  Commission,  that  two 
members  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary at  least  have  been  discharging  the 
duty  of  protecting  Richard  Pigott.  I 
will  ask  whether  it  is  possible  that  that 
can  happen  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  Home  Office  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Perfectly  possi- 
ble. It  has  happened  apparently  in 
this  case. 

Dr.  COMMINS  :  I  put  a  Question  to 
the  Under  Secretary,  but  received  no 
answer.  I  want  to  know  whether  it  is 
not  a  notorious  fact  that  constables  be- 
longing to  the  Irish  police  have  acted 
as  such  in  London  and  Liverpool  ?  As 
the  hon.  Gentleman  says,  they  have  no 
authority  to  act  as  police  here,  I  want 
to  know  under  what  authority  they  have 
acted? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  stated  with 
perfect  accuracy  that  no  Irish  constable 
can  act  as  such  within  the  Metropolitan 
Police  area.  There  are,  however,  cer- 
tain Statutes  in  existence  under  which 
Irish  constables  are  directed  to  execute 
warrants  here. 

Dr.  COMMINS:  It  is  a  notorious 
fact  within  my  own  knowledge  that  they 
do  act. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Theriehthon. 
Gentleman  did  not  answer  the  Question 
I  put  to  him.  My  Question  is  this.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  reply  to  a 
previous  Question,  stated  that  no  Irish 
constable  has  jurisdiction  to  act  within 
the  Metropolitan  Police  area.  But,  at 
least,  two  constables  have  sworn — if  the 
reports  be  correct — that  they  have  been 
acting  for  the  protection  of  Pigott  within 
the  Metropolitan  Police  District,  such 
constables  having  their  services  paid 
for  by  a  Vote  of  this  House.  My  Ques- 
tion is.  Can  constables  who  are  in  the 
service  of  the  State  do  any  kind  of  duty 
within  the  Metropolitan  Police  District 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  Home 
Office? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  can  only  say 
it  is  not  within  my  knowledge  that  anv 
constables  have  so  acted ;   and  I  thinlr 
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it  is  clear  that  no  Irish  constable  can 
act  as  a  constable  within  the  Metro- 
politan Police  District.  It  may  happen 
that  an  Irish  constable  may  volunteer, 
or  be  hired,  to  do  the  duty  of  a 
constable. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  am  afraid 
that  I  have  failed  to  make  my  Question 
clear.  If  it  is  the  case  of  a  constable 
paid  by  a  Vote  of  this  House  to  do  duty 
in  Ireland,  bow  can  he  be  present 
within  the  Metropolitan  Police  District 
for  any  time  without  the  knowledge  of 
the  Home  Office? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  It  is  perfectly 
possible. 

Dr.  OOMMINS  :  There  have  been 
for  years,  both  in  Liverpool  and  London, 
constables  attached  to  the  Detective 
Department  who  belong  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  and  I  want  to  know 
under  what  authority  they  act  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  They  do  not  act 
as  constables,  and  have  no  authority  to 
act  as  constables  within  the  Metro- 
politan Police  District. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  Home  Sec- 
retary has  misapprehended  my  Ques- 
tion in  regard  to  Irish  constables.  I 
do  not  question  for  a  moment  that 
British  law  does  not  allow  the  cap- 
ture of  persons,  but  the  British  law  does 
allow  the  shadowing,  watching,  and  sur- 
veillance of  persons,  by  Irish  police 
officers.  We  have  experienced  that 
ourselves ;  and  I  wish  to  ask  whether 
the  same  law  which  has  been  meted  out 
to  Members  of  this  House  in  the  shadow- 
ing of  their  persons,  the  watching  of  their 
houses,  and  the  keeping  of  a  constant 
eye  upon  their  habits,  will  now  be  put 
in  operation  in  regard  to  this  suspicious 
person,  Houston  ?  I  say  nothing  against 
Houston,  but  I  merely  wish  to  ask 
whether,  in  view  of  the  serious  statements 
which  have  been  made  in  regard  to  him, 
and  the  cloud  of  suspicion  which  circles 
around  him  just  now,  steps  will  be 
taken — one  of  the  witnesses  having  al- 
ready evaded  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court — to  prevent  Houston  from  ab- 
stracting himself  from  the  jurisdiction 
of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  misled  if  he  suggests 
that  hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way have  been  what  is  called  '*  sha- 
dowed." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  have  constantly 
been  shadowed. 

Mr,  IfaUhrnvs 


Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  assumptii 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  GFentleman  tfa 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  a 
shadowed  is  absolutely  unfounded. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Not  only  ha 
measures  been  taken  to  watch  me  hei 
but  when  I  go  abroad. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  cannot  say  wl 
can  be  done  or  what  ought  to  be  do 
in  regard  to  Houston.  I  can  only  rep< 
that  no  precautions  that  may  se( 
necessary  shall  be  neglected. 

ORDERS    OF   THE    DAY. 

ADDRESS  IN  ANSVfTER  TO  HE£ 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  QRAOIOUS  SPEBC 

ADJOXTRNSD    DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjotm 
Debate    on    Amendment    proposed 
Question  [21st  February]. — [I^m  pa 
41.] 

And  which  Amendment 


In  paragraph  8,  line  4,  to  leave  out  all  i 
words  after  the  word  '*  Country ,"  to  the  i 
of  the  paragraph,  in  order  to  insert  i 
words, — **  But  we  humbly  represent  to  Ti 
Majesty  that  the  present  system  of  ■^■i«i 
tration  in  Ireland  is  harsh,  oppxesnTe^  i 
unjust,  that  it  violates  the  rights  and  alifloi 
the  affections  of  Your  Majesty's  Irish  salrjei 
and  is  viewed  with  reprobation  and  av«n 
by  the  people  of  Great  Britain: 

**  And  we  humbly  represent  to  Yoiir  J 
jesty  that  such  measures  of  conoiliatioa  riio 
be  adopted  as  may  bring  about  the  oobU 
meut  of  the  Irish  people,  and  estahliahai 
union  between  Great  Britain  and  Trelsiid,* 
(Mr.  John  Morley,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '^Thatl 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  p 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  CHANNINQ  (Northampb 
shire,  East) :  In  venturing  to  make 
few  remarks  in  support  of  the  Amei 
ment,  I  should  like  to  preface  whtf 
intend  to  say  with  one  or  two  brief  oo 
ments  on  the  speech  of  the  right  b 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War. 
think  that  that  speech  was  infelioito 
in  its  choice  of  language,  and  that  t 
trap  which  the  right  hon.  Q^nilem 
prepared  for  his  opponents  soooeedad 
catching  his  own  friends.  What  i 
we  to  say  to  those  who  do  not  sorai 
without  inquiry  to  accept  at  the  hm 
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of  the  basest  of  mankind  inatrnmeDts 
that  are  intended  to  aooomplish  the  de- 
struction of  their  political  opponcnta  ?  I 
think  the  House  has  neverhad  a  fairer  ex- 
ample of  the  effect  of  looking  at  the  mote 
in  our  neighbour's  eye,  and  forgetting 
the  might;  beam  in  our  own,  than  has 
been  afforded  on  this  occasion.  I  was 
astonnded  to  hear  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentlsman  that  became 
there  is  some  agreement  with  him 
on  this  side  of  the  House  there 
has  been  some  improvement  in  the 
condition  of  Ireland,  that,  therefore, 
we  ought  to  agree  to  the  passage  in  the 
Address  which  ascribes  the  improvement 
to  the  salutary  effect  of  the  coercive  mea- 
sures of  the  Qoverume&t.  Z  cannot  help 
regretting  the  ungenerous  and  pointleea 
sneers  which  the  right  hon.  Oeatleman 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  (Sir  O.  Trevel- 
vaa).  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
latelj  of  courage  and  oonsistenoy.  The 
r^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Uember  for 
West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Ohamberlain) 
has  abandoned  the  noble  Lord  the 
Uember  for  Paddington  (Lord  R. 
Churchill),  his  former  partner  in  the 
National  Party,  and  has  become  a  ser- 
vile worshipper  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 
We  on  this  side  of  the  House,  aad  all 
right-minded  and  thoaghtfol  men  in  the 
country,  have  regarded  the  course  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  with  admiration,  and  his 
courage  and  consisteno;  in  standing 
true  to  his  Unionist  principles  ana 
refusing  to  be  draggea  down  to  the 
quagmire  of  coermon,  and  for  declining 
to  tread  the  slippery  path  which  has 
led  this  Government  into  the  mo- 
rasses of  Pigottism  and  Crime.  We 
heard  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
at  the  beginmng  of  this  debate.  I  do 
not  know  what  hon  Members  on  the 
opposite  aide  of  the  House  think  of  that 
apesch,  but  we  on  this  side  think  that 
it  was  a  singularly  ineffective  re- 
ply to  the  splendid  and  courageons 
challenge  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley).  Upon 
two  points  I  was  gratified  by  the  speech 
of  tbeChief  Secretary.  He  seems  to  have 
had  a  lesson  in  curbing  his  tongue,  and 
consequently  his  speeoh  was  £»  from 
those  errors  of  taste,  those  insults  and 
petty  sarcasms,  which  disfigured  his 
previous  utteranoes,  and  w&oh  have 
tended   to    alienate   Engliahmen    and 
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Irishmen.  It  also  was  a  speech  that 
meant  no  surrender,  and  implied 
that  they  were  going  to  fight  out  this 
question  to  the  bitter  end.  The  Oppo- 
sition look  with  confidence  to  the  result 
of  the  controversy.  The  administration 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shows  his 
utter  incapacity  to  look  things  in  the 
face  and  read  Uie  hearts  of  men.  The 
late  Lord  Derby,  when  in  this  House  as 
Mr.  Stanley,  was  a  strong  supporter  of 
C!oercion  ia  Ireland;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  look  through  all 
the  speeches  made  by  Mr.  Stanley,  he 
will  not  find  a  single  sneer  at  his 
political  opponents,  or  upon  men  in  his 
power  who  were  unable  to  answer  him. 
I  shall  not  regret  to  see  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  retain  Office  for  a  little 
longer,  because  I  know  that  every  day 
he  is  in  Office  adds  to  the  strength  of 
our  cause  in  regard  to  Ireland.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  the  treat- 
ment of  political  offenders  in  Ireland. 
Now,  there  are  certain  prison  regula- 
tions in  force  which  are  an  admirabls  re- 
sult of  the  best  temper  of  the  best  period 
of  the  Ooneervative  Party,  and  they 
represent  the  spirit,  not  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  but  of  the  Tory  Party 
in  1687.  The  prison  miss  which  were 
passed  then  were  framed  with  the  ob- 
ject of  protecting  prisoners  from  every 
form  of  hardship.  The  28th  of  these 
rules  says — 

A  convicted  criminil  prisoiier  Bhall  b«  pro- 
Tided  with  a  complete  prinn  drsBi,  ana  b« 
required  to  trtoi  it." 

There  is  no  word  in  it  about  forcing  him 
to  wear  it.  It  is  simply  an  order  from 
the  Prisons  Board  saying,  "You,  Kr. 
O'Brien,  or  whoever  it  may  be,  are  re- 
quired to  wear  this  dress."  Turning  to 
Rule  58,  I  find  there  that— 

The  QovsmorihsllhaT*)  power  to  hesrcom- 
plaintt  mpecting  aov  of  the  offencea  following 
—that  ii  to  uy,  diaobedienoe  of  the  regnl&tioni 
by  any  pri»oner," 

and  so  on.  No  one  pretends  that  Mr. 
O'Brien,  or  any  of  the  prisoners,  offered 
violence  to  the  Governor  of  the  gaol,  or 
anv  of  the  officials.  They  have  simply 
rehised  to  comply  with  this  regulation. 
I  do  not  dispute  Uiat  that  is  an  offence 
under  the  Prison  Ilegulatioas,  and 
that  it  is  punishable  by  close  confine- 
ment on  bread  and  water ;  but  I  wish  to 
know  from  the  Bolidtor  General  for  Ire- 
land or  the  Chief  Secretary  where  he 
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finds  authority  for  using  this  physical 
violence?  If  there  is  such  authoriiy, 
what  is  the  meaning  of  the  rule  and 
regulation  which  prescribe  a  specific 
punishment  for  disobedience  in  regard 
to  a  particular  rule  ?  There  is  another 
point  upon  which  I  wish  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Qovernment.  We  have  been 
left  for  a  long  time  in  a  state  of  ob- 
scurity as  to  me  exact  powers  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  over  the  rrisons  Board 
and  QoTemors  of  gaols  in  Ireland. 
The  Chief  Secretary,  at  any  rate,  had 
it  in  his  power  when  he  knew  that  Mr. 
O'Brien  had  been  arrested  at  Man- 
chester to  send  to  the  authorities  at 
Clonmel  Prison  copies  of  the  medical 
reports  as  to  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  par- 
ticulars of  his  previous  imprisonment. 
As  soon  as  the  imprisonment  was  an- 
nounced, Mr.  O'Brien  had  to  submit  to 
what  the  Chief  Secretary  calls  "  the 
ordinary  process."  The  House  knows 
well  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
have  exempted  the  Tory  Party  from 
whatever  consequences  may  attach  to 
the  prestige  and  popularity  which  the 
Home  Hule  Party  may  have  gained  in 
consequence  of  the  treatment  of  the  hon. 
Member.  In  his  speech  at  Manchester, 
Mr.  O'Brien  said — 

**  I  came  here  in  the  first  place,  and  princi- 
pally, because  I  was  anxious,  before  disappear- 
ing, as  no  doubt  I  shall  do  for  a  considerable 
time,  from  the  public  scene.  I  was  anxious  to 
meet  Mr.  Balfour's  own  constituents  here  in 
Manchester,  to  ask  them  yery  respectfully,  but 
very  solemnly,  to-  night  wheUier  they  are  proud 
of  his  work  in  Ireland  P  " 

Again,  this  hon.  Gentleman  also  said — 

"How  do  I  come  here  to-night?  Why, 
simply  by  walking  awa^r  after  giving  fair  and 
public  warning  that  I  intended  to  walk  away 
out  of  a  Court  House  in  and  around  which  there 
were  over  200  armed  policemen  with  no  other 
business  except  to  guard  me.  Probably  the 
stupidity  ana  utter  incompetency  of  Mr. 
Balfour's  agents  are  quite  sufficient  to  account 
for  it,  without  imputing  to  them  any  treachery 
to  their  masters." 

WeU,  what  was  the  meaning  of  tha* 
speedi  of  Mr.  O'Brien's?  It  was 
a  mighiy  appeal  to  the  people  of  Man- 
chester and  Salford  to  be  true  to  the 
principles  of  the  past,  and  to  reject  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  policy. 
That  was  the  sting  of  Mr.  O'Brien's 
ofifence,  and  this  was  rendered  all  the 
worse  by  the  fact  that  his  presence  in 
Manchester  at  all  showed  that  Coercion 
was  a  miserable  sham,  and  that  men, 
said  to  be  conspirator?,  could  walk  from 
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one  end  of  Ireland  to  another,  through 
hundreds  of  armed  men  whose  duty  it 
was  to  secure  them.  Although  we  were 
yesterday  challenged  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson)  not  to  say  anything  about 
Mr.  MandeviUe,  I  will  venture  to 
say  something  about  that  gentle- 
man. I  think  it  clear  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  all  the  powers  of  the 
<<  Castle  "  might,  had  they  mitigated  his 
treatment  at  a  critical  period  of  hia  £U- 
ness,  have  prevented  that  wrecking  of 
his  constitution  which  resulted  in  his 
death.  But  they  would  not  do  so.  The 
Chief  Secretary  sent  Dr.  Barr  to  get  the 
prison  officials  up  to  concert  pitch,  in 
order  that  they  might  carry  out  this 
policy  of  humiliation,  degradiation,  and 
physical  torment  to  prisoners.  The 
most  offensive  and  degrading  speech  I 
can  remember  being  uttered  by  a  publio 
man  in  this  country  was  that  in  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  referred  in  mocking 
tones  to  Mr.  Mandeville  after  his  death, 
and  tried  to  insinuate  that  it  was  due  to 
other  than  the  real  causes,  casting  a  slur 
on  Mr.  Mandeville's  good  name  which 
tended  to  injure  it  after  his  death.  It  is 
a  fortunate  thing  that  such  deeds  and 
words  do  not  often  characterize  English 
statesmen.  In  one  of  the  old  debates 
when  Daniel  0' Council  was  speaking  of 
the  wronffs  of  Ireland,  and  was  met  by 
the  mocking  laughter  which  is  too 
common  among  hon.  Members  opposite 
below  the  Gangway,  he  made  this 
passionate  protest: — 

<<  Tes  ;  though  I  am  a  mere  Irishman,  the 
iron  of  despotLsm  has  not  so  entered  into  my 
soul  that  I  do  not  bitterly  hate  alayery  and 
dearly  love  liberty  ;  " 

and  when  they  mocked  at  his  words,  he 
said — 

''The  mocking  laughter  of  Englishmen  is 
the  most  powerful  argument  for  Repeal,  for  it 
proves  a  perfect  absence  of  knowleidge  in  re- 
spect to  Ireland,  and  a  complete  incapaoity  to 
legislate  for  that  country.'* 

The  Chief  Secretary  might  have  learned 
something  more  of  Ireland  had  he  gone 
back  to  0' Conn  ell,  or  remembered  the 
saying  of  Lord  Beaconsfield — 

"The  blood-and-iron  method  of  governing 
Ireland  would  fail.  It  failed  under  Cromwdl. 
The  Irish  are  susceptible  to  kindness,  and  fall 
of  sentiment  -  inconsiderate  of  the  means 
necessarv  to  gain  the  desired  ends,  but  easily 
governed  if  dealt  with  in  the  right  way.  That 
way    was   by   recognizing    that    imagioatioa 
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played  quite  aa  important  a  part  in  the  goyem- 
ment  of  nations  as  reason.*' 

Let  hon.  Members  on  the  opposite 
side  look  in  their  Hamardi  for  1 833  and 
1836,  and  read  the  speeches  of  Lord 
Grey  and  Lord  Althorp,  followed  up 
by  that  of  O'Gonnell.  lliose  were  the 
old  days  when  the  old  savage  spin't 
of  Irishmen,  straggling  against  terrible 
wrong  and  oppression,  expressed  itself  in 
a  savage  way.  At  that  time  there  were 
9,000  crimes,  as  against  500  when  the 
miserable  Coercion  Bill  was  introduced ; 
and  now,  when  we  hear  of  a  few  slight 
outrages  in  Lreland,  we  know  that  they 
are  the  lingering  symptoms  of  the  old 
disease  wEioh  is  steadily  dying  out 
under  the  influence  of  tib.e  beneficent 
reforms  that  have  been  effected.  The 
Chief  Secretary  may  immure  Mr. 
O'Brien  in  gaol,  but  he  cannot  silence 
him.  Before  he  was  sent  to  prison  the 
first  time,  he  said,  speaking  of  the  Irish 
Members  generally,  '*  We  are  the  storm- 
bells  on  a  dangerous  coast " ;  and  this 
is  the  function  they  have  had  to  per- 
form. They  have  told  us  of  the  evils 
existing  in  some  of  the  dark  and  out 
of  the  way  comers  of  Ireland,  and 
of  the  miserable  plots  of  desperate 
assassins  in  America.  They  have  been 
the  warning  beacon  of  what  may  come 
to  pass  if  we  are  not  advised  in  time. 
And  again,  this  year,  when  he  was  sent 
to  prison,  Mr.  O'Brien  left  rinzing  in 
the  ears  of  Irishmen  and  Englishmen 
the  words — '*  We  can  see  our  way  to 
keep  Ireland  crimeless  and  uncon- 
quered."  There  is  a  simple  test  of  what 
the  National  League  is,  and  of  what  it 
has  done.  I  ask  hon.  Members 
opposite  do  they  approve  of  the  Land 
Laws  passed  for  Ireland  and  of  the  reduc- 
tions of  rent  that  have  been  effected  in 
Ireland  ?  Have  these  been  just  or  unjust; 
fair  or  unfair  ?  Say  one  thing  or  the  other. 
Either  deny  their  justice,  or  acknow- 
ledge that  they  are  due  to  the  wisdom, 
sagacity,  andpatriotic  efforts  of  our  great 
Leader  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Qladstone),  and  also  Uie  efforts 
of  the  Land  League.  These  great 
reforms  would  never  have  been  carried 
but  for  the  light  thrown  on  the  state 
of  Ireland  by  the  efforts  of  the  Land 
League  and  National  League,  while,  with 
regard  to  the  revision  of  rents  under 
the  Act  of  1 887,  that  was  due  solely  to  the 
efforts  of  the  Irish  Party.  I  ask  the 
Tory  Party  whether  this  saving  of  rents 
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to  the  extent  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  pounds  to  the  poor  Irish  tenants  is 
just  or  unjust  ?  If  just,  why  not  give 
the  credit  to  those  who  fought  for  and 
obtained  it  ?  We  know  what  was  said 
by  thatsimple  and  straightforward  soldier 
who  was  sent  away  £rom  Ireland  for 
speaking  the  truth — Sir  Redvers  Buller 
— that  when  the  National  League  was 
established,  and  the  people  got  their 
land,  and  took  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands,  there  was  no  longer  one  law  for 
the  poor  and  another  for  the  rich.  If 
there  be,  as  we  are  told,  improvement 
in  the  condition  of  the  Irish  people,  is  it 
not  fair  and  honest  and  reasonable  to 
give  the  palm  to  those  who  have  fouffht 
Sie  battle  for  them  ?  We  are  told  that 
these  men  are  mere  conspirators,  and 
have  no  following ;  but  the  Ohief  Sec- 
retary himself,  in  a  lucid  interval  during 
his  latest  speech,  recognized  the  fact  that 
these  men  had  the  ear  of  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  people,  and  that  they  had 
the  real  power  to  work  a  reform  in  Ire- 
land.   He  said — 


**  What  we  or  any  Government  could  do  for 
Ireland  would  be  but  a  small  part  of  that  which 
they  could  succeed  in  effecting  for  themselves.'* 

The  Prime  Minister,  in  another  place, 
said  they  were  confident  of  the  future, 
because,  by  their  reforms,  they  were 
stealing  away  the  hearts  of  the  people 
from  their  natural  leaders.  In  conclu- 
sion, I  would  say  that  if  that  is  the  real 
and  sincere,  as  well  as  the  avowed,  view 
of  the  Conservative  Ministry,  and  if 
they  are  confident  their  policy  will  bear 
inspection  in  Ireland  or  in  England,  then 
let  them  face  us  at  the  polls  by  referring 
this  great  question  of  whether  they  have 
been  false  to  their  pledges  and  promises 
made  at  the  last  General  Election.  We, 
at  all  events,  have  no  fear  of  the  result. 
We  know  well  what  it  will  be. 
We  know  that  you,  the  Oonservative 
Party,  have  betrayed  your  trust,  and 
that  the  people  of  England,  when  you 
have  the  courage  to  challenge  them, 
will  record  their  opinion  in  lavour  of 
the  principle  embodied  by  this  Amend- 
ment. 

♦MR.MARK  OLDBOYD  (Dewsbury): 
Sir,  I  claim  that  indulgent  forbearance 
which  it  is  the  time-honoured  custom  of 
the  House  to  extend  to  Members  who 
pass  through  the  trying  ordeal  of  rising 
tor  the  first  time  to  address  it.  I  shoula 
not  have  intervened,  but  during  the  de- 
bate I  have  been  thoroughly  impressed 
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with  the  fact  that  the  Amendment  so 
acouratelj  expresses  mj  own  views  on 
the  great  question  which  now  divides 
opinion  on  the  respective  sides  of  this 
House — ^viewB  that  I  have  expressed  to 
the  constituency  which  recently  sent  me 
here  by  an  overwhelming  majority 
— that  I  have  been  constrained  not 
to  give  a  silent  vote  upon  it. 
Last  night  the  Secretary  for  War, 
when  challenged  on  this  side  of  the 
House  as  to  the  accuracy  of  what  he 
was  stating,  explained  his  inaccuracy  by 
saying  he  could  not  be  expected  to  know 
the  details  as  weU  as  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  I  have  not  the  ex- 
perience nor  the  knowledge  of  the  right 
hon  Gentleman,  but  am  in  the  position 
described  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Morley), 
when  he  said,  in  recounting  his  earlier 
experiences  of  the  House,  he  was  pos- 
sessed of  that  natural  simplicity  of  soul 
which  novices  here  are  supposed  to 
have,  and  listened  to  the  debates  with  a 
view  of  ascertaining  the  facts  of  the 
case  under  discussion,  so  that  his  mind 
might  be  enlightened  and  his  judgment 
corrected.  I  shall,  in  dealing  with  this 
subject, confine  myself  more  especially  to 
one  point — namely, the  alleged  cruel  and 
vindictive  treatment  of  political  prisoners 
in  Ireland.  The  public  opinion  of  this 
country  has  endorsed  by  multitudinous 
resolutions  the  opinion  that  the  treat- 
ment of  political  prisoners  in  Ireland  is 
cruel  and  vindictive.  The  public  opinion 
of  the  country  is  not  arrived  at,  nor  is  it 
formed  any  academical  niceties,  or  by 
legal  subtleties,  or  by  the  artifices  of 
captious  logic,  but  rather  by  hard  and 
obdurate  facts.     I  claim  a  special  ex- 

Eerience  in  connection  with  this  matter, 
ecause  I  have  recently  come  from  the  in- 
fluence of  those  "ignorant  assemblages" 
to  which  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
referred  last  night.  1  submit  that  the 
national  sentiment  of  the  country  is  ex- 
pressed in  the  proposition  that  political 
prisoners  ought  not,  in  fairness  and  in 
reason,  to  be  treated  as  common  felons. 
The  age  is  too  far  advanced  for  that ;  and 
the  introduction  of  a  treatment  of  that 
kind  would  seem  to  mark  a  process  of 
retrogression  to  the  days  of  the  Tudors 
and  Stuarts.  There  is  also  a  general 
impression  throughout  the  country  that 
the  administration  of  Irish  prisons  within 
recent  months  has  been  more  cruel  and 
more  relentless  than  has  been  the  prac- 
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tice  of  recent  Gt>vemment8 ;  that  this 
change  has  been  brought  about  by  the  ex- 
traordinary severity  of  Hasident  Magis- 
trates and  the  Governors  of  geu>ls — men 
who  know  on  which  side  their  bread  is 
buttered,  who  have  taken  their  cue, 
if  not  from  the  expressed,  at  all 
events  from  the  implied,  approval 
of  their  conduct  by  the  Ohief  Secretary. 
Sir,  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
cannot  evade  the  responsibility  which, 
as  Minister  of  the  Orown,  he  holds  to- 
wards  the  House  and  the  country  in  this 
matter.  My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Morley)  quoted  from  the  Prisons  Act, 
and  the  quotation  was  sufficient  to  show 
that  not  only  prisons,  but  every  prisoner, 
is  subject  to  the  regulations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Upon  casting 
my  eye  over  the  phalanx  of  notabilities 
who  sit  on  the  opposite  benches,  I  have 
failed  to  discover  any  Minister  other 
than  the  Ohief  Secretary  who  is  respon- 
sible to  this  House  or  to  the  country  for 
the  administration  of  Irish  prisons. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  cannot  shield 
himself,  as  he  has  attempted  to  do  again 
and  again,  behind  the  Prisons  Board.  If, 
as  was  demonstrated  in  the  course  of 
this  debate,  the  present  management  of 
these  prisons  is  more  severe  than  it  was 
formerly,  we  want  to  know  on  what  au- 
thority the  increased  severity  was  first 
instituted?  The  right  hon.  G«n* 
tleman  has  made  admissions,  and  one 
was  with  regard  to  his  action  as 
affecting  the  priests  who  came  within 
his  jurisdiction  as  criminals.  He  made 
the  admission  that  **  he  almost  strained 
the  law  "  in  favour  of  those  ^^ntlemen. 
I  should  like  an  answer  to  this  question 
^on  what  principle  is  the  person  of  a 
priest  to  be  considered  more  sacred  than 
the  person  of  an  hon.  Member  of 
this  House  ?  Because  a  man  is  a  minis- 
ter of  religion  is  no  reason  why  he 
should  be  shown  greater  ^ntleness 
than  an  hon.  Member  of  this  House, 
who  is  a  representative  of  the  people 
and  a  custodian  of  their  liberiiea. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  admit 
the  persons  of  hon.  Members  are  en- 
titled to  equal  treatment  with  the  per- 
sons of  priests,  I  venture  to  ask  why 
does  he  accord  unequal  treatment  to 
hon.  Members,  by  relieving  the  priests 
of  the  indignity  of  wearing  prison  nrb 
— an  indignity  which  he  iimicts  on  non. 
Members.  An  hon.  Member,  on  Men* 
day  night,  observed  that  Irish  Members 
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were  loud  in  tlie  protestations  of  their 
desire  to  serve  their  country,  hut  that 
whenever  they  came  into  the  dutches  of 
the  law  they  began  to  whine  and 
whimper.  But  I  submit  that  the 
Members  of  this  House  who  are 
now  suffering  imprisonment  are  not  pro- 
testinflp  against  it,  but  against  the  in- 
dignities to  which  they  have  been  sub- 
jected— the  cutting  of  the  hair  and 
moustache,  the  insistence  upon  their 
wearing  prison  garb,  the  dragging  of 
hon.  Members  in  prison  garb  through 
their  constituencies.  These  are  matters 
inconsistent  with  propriety  and  decency 
and  honour.  Speaking  at  a  memorable 
banquet  on  the  2nd  February,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Balfour)  spoke  of 
Mr.  O'Brien's  eccentricities,  and,  on 
Friday  last,  he  was  reported  to  have  re- 
ferred to  these  eccentricities  as  a  mania. 
But  these  eccentricities  and  this  mania 
are  what  the  people  of  this  country 
respect.  We  are  told  that  the  prison 
discipline  in  Ireland  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  is  not  vindictive. 
If  the  hon.  Oentleman  is  not  amenable 
to  that  accusation,  perhaps  he  is  amen- 
able to  another,  that  of  absolute  in- 
difference. I  should  like  to  know 
what  the  treatment  of  prisoners  in  Ire- 
land would  be  if  he  were  to  assume 
the  attitude  of  vindictiveness  ?  I 
will  not  attempt  to  paint  the  picture. 
Let  us  hope  that  that  frame  of 
mind  will  not  seiice  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  I  fail  to  see  that  he 
could  show  any  greater  cruelty  than  he 
displays  now,  unless  he  introduces  a 
Bill  recommendins^  the  restoration  and 
rehabilitation  of  tne  racks  and  thumb- 
screws which  adorn  the  Tower  of  London. 
It  is  an  admitted  principle  that  we  must 
je  of  a  tree  oy  the  fruit  it  bears, 
'hat  is  the  effect  of  this  mild  adminis- 
tration in  Ireland  and  in  this  House  ? 
I  have  always  regarded  the  position  of  a 
Member  of  Parliament  as  an  honourable 
one ;  but,  according  to  the  theory  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman,  admission  to 
this  House  involves  association  with 
criminals.  It  is  an  indignity  upon  this 
House  that  its  Members  —  political 
prisoners  though  they  be — should  be 
ranked  among  ordinary  felons.  The 
usages  of  this  House  are  already 
beiug  moderated  to  meet  the  emereenoy, 
and  instead  of  referring  to  imprisoned 
Members  by  the  oonttituenoies  they  re- 
present, their  own  names  may  be  used. 
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I  was  remarkably  struck  on  Friday  night 
by  a  fact  to  which.  I  will  call  your  atten- 
tion. On  Friday  last  there  was  imposed 
upon  the  Speaker  the  duty  of  making  an 
announcement  that  Mr.  Oarew  had  been 
arrested,  and  within  five  minutes  of 
that  announcement,  on  the  Motion  of 
the  Government,  Mr.  Carew  was  ad- 
mitted to  a  Committee  on  the  Standing 
Orders  of  this  House.  What  is  the 
effect  of  this  mild  administration  upon 
the  prisoners  themselves?  Does  the 
Government  suppose  for  a  moment  that 
these  men  will  be  inspired  by  fear,  or 
that  they  will  be  filled  with  respect  for 
the  administration  under  which  they 
suffer  ?  What  will  be  the  effect  upon 
the  Irish  public  ?  Will  it  inspire  them  with 
respect  and  obedience  to  the  law  which 
imprisons  and  degrades  with  indignities 
the  leaders  of  their  public  opinion, 
men  highly  respected,  if  not  idolized  ? 
This  nuld  administration  fulfils  the 
prophecy  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  on  the  occasion  of  the 
third  reading  of  the  Orimes  Act,  when 
he  said  that  the  new  coercion  would 
have  to  be  of  a  more  drastic  and  a  more 
searching  character  than  had  ever  dis- 
graced Uie  annals  of  this  House.  In 
another  place  reference  has  been  made 
to  the  dramatic  skill  with  which  the 
Nationalist  Party  represent  their  suffer- 
ings. I  do  not  wish  to  indulge  in  a 
dramatic  representation,  but  I  do  say 
that  the  spontaneity  and  simultaneity 
with  which  public  opinion  has  been  ex- 
pressed in  this  country  within  recent 
weeks  on  this  very  question  of  prison 
discipline  in  Ireland  amounts  to  some- 
thing which  must  be  ominous — tragically 
ominous  —  to  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  now  occupy  the  Govern- 
ment benches.  By  common  consent 
it  has  been  declared  again  and  again,  at 
these  gatherings  of  **  ignorant  persons," 
that  the  discipline  in  Irish  prisons  is 
unworthy  of  civilized  government,  and 
the  determined  call,  again  and  again 
repeated,  tbat  there  should  be  an  appeal 
to  the  country,  is  proof  of  the  heartfelt 
determination  of  the  country  to  wash 
its  hands  of  this  disgraceful  stigma, 
and  remove  from  itself  the  indignity  of 
a  Government  which  sullies  its  fair 
name.  I  will  not  enter  now  into  any 
discussion  of  the  justice  of  the  sentences 
which  have  been  recently  recorded.  I 
will  only  say  this — that  with  regard  to 
the  sentenoe  upon  Mr.  Finuoane,  from 
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the  11  rat  it  haa  been  my  couviction  that 
it  was  an  outrage  upon  oommon 
senae.  With  reapeot  to  the  sentence 
upon  Mr.  Harrington,  I  regard  it  as 
neither  less  nor  more  than  a  cari- 
cature of  legal  proceedings.  I  regard 
the  sentence  upon  Mr.  O'Brien  as 
one  huge  political  blunder.  I  am  also 
bound  to  point  out  that  the  course  of 
this  debate  has  not  served,  in  the  least, 
to  mitinte  the  impressions  and  opinions 
which  I  had  formed  before  the  debate 
opened.  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  one 
distinct  feature  of  this  debate  which  has 
impressed  itself  upon  me.  There  has 
been  carping  criticism  about  words  and 
details^  but  a  lamentable  absence  of  dis- 
cussion of  the  broad  principles  which 
are  inrolTed  in  this  question.  The 
high-minded  and  eloquent  sneech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  «Mr.  Marlev), 
in  proposing  his  Amendment*  was  fol- 
lowed bj  a  speech  from  the  Chief  Secre- 
taxT  which  was  merely  a  replv  in  de- 
tail and  did  not  touch  upon  the  piin- 
ciplee  inTolTsd,  And  we  were  regaled 
last  niriit  with  a  speech  from  the  hon. 
and  gulant  Member  'Colonel  Saunder- 
siMi^ — a  speech  which  has  been  chanc- 
teriied  br  an  hon.  Member  on  this  side 
of  the  ^ouse  as  an  exhibitioQ  of 
buftx>nerT  and  brafgadvxio.  What 
stmck  me  in  the  spee»  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  was  the  acnouncemflnt 
cwf  a  chance  in  his  ttrmsegr.  On  fonnar 
c«c««SHtts  he  has  alwmrs  said  that  he  and 
hi»  fmfids  w>9nld  Kne  the  ditches :  now 
thete  is  10  be  a  change  in  the  rfywM^ 
fey  k»  «■  an  if  a  aw  to  ixc^j  the  dxttlieiL 
Thai  las^MT  rndscasw^  hapfclr*  that  the 
asacade  of  ^e  hoa.  awi  gallant  M< 
>9r  saj  be  chjksgi^  wh«&  tbe  daj 
CCCM9  iha:  ihie  Insh  p«N>p^  wiH  be 
akveried  tb.>»  r^ts  whSch  ther  LaTe 
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of  Ireland  to  the  people  of  Ireland, 
with  such  safeguards  for  Imperial 
interests  as  this  House  in  its  wisdom 
may  think  necessary. 
♦Viscount  WOLMEB  (Hants) :  With 
the  permission  of  the  House  I  Ten- 
ture  to  congratulate  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  made  his  maiden 
speech,  and  I  trust  he  will  allow  me^ 
although  not  of  much  longer  standing 
as  a  Member  than  himseU^  to  gire  him 
a  hint  that  the  next  time  he  enaeaTOua 
to  impress  Her  Majesty's  GoTamment 
with  tiie  terrors  that  await  them  he  will 
not  use  such  long  words  aa  ''apos' 
taneity  "  and  "  simultaneity."  I  would 
suggest  one  word  which,  ^thoogh  also 
beginning  with  "  s,"  is  shorter,  and 
would  explain  the  meaning  mnch 
more  clearly — ' '  Sehnadhont "  The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Oldroyd)  and  the 
hon.  Member  who  oommeaeed  tiie 
debate  to-day  have  both,  in  aeootdaaee 
with  the  word  that  has  gone  Idrlli,  made 
their  chief  point  of  what  ia  eallad  tiie 
treatment  of  political  priacnera.  I  do 
not  misrepieeent  them,  or  the  Kitiea 
they  represent*  when  I  say  lihat  ^a 
battle  now  waged  all  over  tihe 
is  on  that  Hna.  We 
challenge  we  are  petfec<lj 
to  fight  them  OA  that  gromd.  We  Amj 
the  cmeltT — we  dcnr  the 
The  right  hon.  Ivesdei 


hen  he  said  ^at 
placed   {oHtkal 
with  dTBaoil 
Chief 
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pose  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  did 
break  the  laws  under  such  circumstances, 
and    was    punished    for  it,   he  would 
entirely  forfeit  the    sympathy    of   his 
friends  here  should   he  endeavour  to 
gain     separate     treatment      on      the 
ground  of  being  a  political  prisoner. 
The     hon.     Member    (Mr.     Oldroyd) 
made  a  remark  with  which  I  entirely 
agree,  that  in  a  multitude  of  disputes 
general  principles  are  lost  sight  of.     I 
could  not  help  remembering  as  he  spoke 
the    words    which  accidentally  dropped 
from  the  right  hon.    Qentleman    (Sir 
W.  Harcourt)  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
the  Crimes  Act,  two  years  ago— namely, 
that  every  act  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment   would    be    viewed    through    a 
magnifying  glass.     He  did  not   mean 
to  use  those  words,  because   he    cor- 
rected himself  and  said  he  meant  micro- 
scope, but  they  exactly  represent  what 
has   taken    place;    for   the  Party   led 
by    the    right    hon.    Qentleman    (Mr. 
Gladstone)    have   left  aside  the  great 
issues,  and  fastened  on  a  mass  of  oetail 
which  they  have  magnified.     But  what 
is  the    question  ?      Is    Ireland   to    be 
governed    by  Her    Majesty's  Govern- 
ment or  by  the  National  League  ?    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman   (Mr.  Gladstone) 
and  his  followers  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  had  better  be  governed 
by  the  National  League.     Are  we  g^ing 
to  hand  over  the  government  of  Ireland 
to  the  Party  represented  by  the  National 
League  ?     We    are    not,    and    that  is 
really    the    point    for    which   we    are 
tightinff.    But  another  point  has  been 
touched  upon  by  the  terms  of  the  Amend- 
ment.    It  presents  for  Her  Majesty's 
approval  a  new  policy    for  Ireland — 
conciliation,  by    which,    no   doubt,    is 
meant  the    establishment    of   what    is 
commonly  called  Home  Rule.     It  must 
be  confessed  that  the  word  '^  concilia- 
tion "  was  very  aptly    chosen    by    the 
right    hon.   Gentleman  (Mr.    Morley).' 
If  he  had  used  a  more  definite  term,  it 
might  have  failed  to  secure  the  support 
of  any  other  of  his  Party  than  himself, 
for    it    is    characteristic  of  that  Party 
that  no  two  Members  of  it    mean  the 
same  thing  by  Home  Rule,  and  they 
have  no  actual  scheme  of  Home  Rule 
[*'0h!"]   Hon.  Members  cry  •«  Oh  r  I 
suppose  they  have  in    mind    the   Bill 
presented  to  the  House  in  1886,  but  we 
have  been  informed  a  good  many  times 
that  that  Bill  has  been  abandoned,  and  J 


surely  I  am  guilty  of  no  misrepre- 
sentation when  I  say  no  scheme 
has  been  evolved  from  the  great 
crowd  of  ideas  which  flood  the  minds 
of  Gentlemen  of  that  Party.  If 
the  word  ''justice"  had  been  chosen, 
it  would  have  more  correctly  described 
the  g^and  yearnings  and  vain  ima- 
ginings of  the  Party  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone).  Under 
that  term  ''justice,"  almost  any  scheme 
of  sentiment  as  distinguished  from  reason 
could  be  embraced.  If  there  is  one 
thing  to  which  that  Party  is  committed, 
it  is  the  retention  of  Irish  Members  in 
this  Parliament;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated,  and  he  has  never 
withdrawn  the  statement,  that  it  passes 
the  wit    of  man  to  devise  a  scheme — 

tMr.  WiNTERBOTiLiM  :  No.] — the  hon. 
[ember  will  no  doubt  refer  me  to  the 
speech  where  he  has  withdrawn  that 
statement ;  but  the  light  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  said — "  I  defy  the 
wit  of  man  to  invent  a  scheme  by  which 
Imperial  and  local  affairs  can  be 
separated  in  this  Parliament."  Has  he 
ever  withdrawn  that,  or  pointed  out  how 
they  can  be  separated  ?  Surely  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  go  down  to  his  con- 
stituents and  suggest  that  the  Irish 
Members  are  to  manage  their  own 
affairs  and  ours  also  ?  If  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  are  to  be  kept  in  this 
Parliament  at  all,.  Imperial  and  local 
affairs  must  be  separated.  It  is 
playing  with  the  common  sense  of  the 
people  of  this  country  to  ask  them  to 
hand  over  the  Government  to  a  Party 
which  cannot  define  the  remedies  which 
they  are  to  propose.  I  entirely  ag^ee 
with  one  sentence  which  fell  from  the 
lips  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  North- 
ampton. The  hon.  Member  said  that 
he  and  his  Friends  had  nailed  their 
colours  to  the  mast,  and  would  accept 
no  compromise  whatever.  I  remember 
some  foolish  persons  belonging  to  my 
own  Party  thought  that  the  result  of 
the  last  General  Section  had  decided  the 
question  of  Home  Rule  once  and  for  all, 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  said  that  that  was  only  the 
beginning  of  the  struggle.  So,  too,  if 
the  day  should  eome — and  I  do  not 
believe  it  will — when  the  supporters  of 
Home  Rule  have  an  orerwhelming 
muority,  that  would  be  far  from  the 
end  of  the  struffgle.  They  have  a 
large  Party   in  tiie  country,   and  so 


jor 


lOOMMONSj 


Answeir  to  Jat 


$r 


^08 


have  tlie  Unionists,  and  if  a  measure  of 
Home  Eule  were  brought  forward  a 
great  deal  of  critioism  would  be  applied 
to  it.  The  struggle  before  us  is  long ;  I 
regret  the  bitterness  caused  by  it ;  but 
if  hon.  Members  think  there  is  any 
faltering  on  the  part  of  those  with  whom 
I  act,  or  that  a  chance  victory  would 
land  them  at  their  goal,  they  are  greatly 
mistaken.  The  history  of  this  question 
shows  that  if  one  Party  is  determined  so 
is  the  other. 

8iB  JOSEPH  W.  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  Castle) :  Everybody  will  admit 
that,  even  in  the  most  favourable 
circumstances,  the  Qovernment  of 
Ireland  is  encompassed  with  great 
difficulties.  I  am  told  by  hon.  Friends 
who  sit  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
that  if  we  who  sit  on  these  benches  above 
the  Qangway  were  to  take  away  our 
adherence  from  those  hon.  Members 
who  sit  below  the  Gangway  the  reign 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  be  a  very 
satisfactory  one ;  that  law  and  order 
would  be  restored ;  and  that  contentment 
and  happiness  would  gradually  dawn 
upon  Ireland.  In  my  view,  such  an 
argument  is  one  which  it  is  impossible 
to  hold,  because  we  may  be  perfectly 
certain  that  discontent  and  disloyalty 
would  still  prevail  in  Ireland  unless  the 
source  of  that  discontent  and  disloyalty 
should  have  been  takem  away.  Whilst 
I  believe  that  a  great  deal  of  discontent 
in  Ireland  arises  from  agrarian  sources, 
there  can  be  no  question  that  what  is 
called  the  Home  Hule  movement  not 
only  pervades  the  agricultural  but 
largely  also  the  urban  population  in 
Ireland,  for  you  will  find  it  quite  as 
strong  in  the  large  towns  of  Ireland  as 
it  is  among  the  rural  populations. 
Sir,  it  was  my  duty  and  my  pleasure 
about  two  years  ago  to  second  a  Resolu- 
tion moved  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Banbury  Division  of 
Oxfordshire,  in  which  we  opposed 
what  is  commonly  called  the  Coercion 
Bill,  and  in  that  Hesolution  we  showed 
that  such  a  Bill  would  not  tend 
to  the  pacification  of  Ireland, 
or  loyalty  of  Ireland,  or  good 
government  in  Ireland;  for  loyalty, 
good  government,  and  pacification 
could  only  be  brought  about  by  other 
means.  We  divided  the  House  upon 
that  question,  and  I  want  hon.  Gents* 
opposite  to  recollect  that  three-sevenths 


of  the  House  of  Commons  voted  against 
the  second  reading  of  the  Coercion  Bill. 
We  were  beaten  by  the  large  minority 
which  the  Government  possessed,  but 
still  there  is  the  fact  that  that  Bill  only 
became  an  Act  of  Parliament  by  tha 
will  of  the  majority,  and  by  nothing 
like  an  unanimous  vote,  and  it  standis 
on  the  Statute  Book  to  this  day  with 
that  fact  tainting  its  very  birth.  The 
Motion  I  have  the  honour  to  support 
to-day  is  one  which  speaks  very  much 
in  the  same  language ;  it  condemns  the 
present  mode  of  governing  Ireland,  and 
it  points  to  a  better  way  of  doing  it. 
My  noble  Friend,  who  has  just  delivered 
a  speech  weU  worthy  of  his  name,  says 
that  none  of  us  are  agreed  upon  what 
Home  Hule  means.  I  am  not  one 
who  altogether  approved  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian ;  I  thought  it  embraoed 
far  too  much  the  question  of  dealing 
with  the  land  of  Ireland  in  a  way  which 
I  have  always  protested  against,  but 
with  the  main  principles  he  laid  down 
I  still  concur,  and  I  take  it  that  thoae 
principles  are,  that  we  should  give  the 
Irish  people  the  management  of  their 
local  affairs,  that  we  should  not  inter- 
fere with  Imperial  integrity,  and  that 
in  anything  that  is  done  as  regards 
Ireland,  we  must  take  care  to  protect 
the  minority,  to  whichever  Party  it  may 
belong.  These,  I  understand,  are  the 
general  principles  laid  down  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  they  are  the  pnn* 
ciples  to  which  we  still  adhere.  Now, 
Sir,  every  hon.  Member  in  this  House 
will  agree  that  the  present  position 
of  Ireland  in  lamentable.  Four- 
fifths  of  the  people  are  dinnatinfied 
with  the  manner  in  which  they  are  ruled; 
disloyalty  abounds,  the  law-breaker  is 
honoured,  the  law  is  administered 
against  the  will  of  the  majority,  and  the 
majority  only  submit  to  the  law  bv  force. 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  gone  as  deeplj  into 
this  question  as  any  Member  oan  do, 
and  in  my  travels  through  Ireland  I 
have  everywhere  been  struck  by  the 
general  appearance  of  dilapidation  and 
the  universal  discontent  which  preTaUs. 
There  is  no  contentment  among  the 
tradespeople ;  there  is  a  general  feeUng 
that  things  are  wrong  and  that  some 
great  effort  on  the  part  of  the  law- 
makers is  needed  to  make  them  right. 
I  have  looked  into  the  Betums.  Theie 
is  no  real  value  in  the  statistios  of  im* 
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groYoment  on  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
as  80  much  relied,  which  are  mainly 
concerned  with  the  Saving  Banks  de- 
posits. While  pauperism  has  steadily 
diminished  in  England  and  Scotland,  it 
has  enormously  increased  in  Ireland. 
In  I860  the  number  of  Irish  paupers 
indoors  and  out  was  41,454;  in  1878, 
85,530  ;  and  in  1888,  113,947.  The  cost 
in  1860  was  £530,000;  in  1875, 
£943,000;  and  in  1886,  £1,087,000. 
Then,  Sir,  the  population  in  Ireland  has 
decreased  by  nearly  half  a  million.  In 
1878  it  was  5,282,246  ;  in  1888  it  was 
4,790,614.  In  Scotland,  a  smaller 
country,  the  population  has  risen  from 
3,628,268  in  1878  to  4,034,156  in  1888  ; 
an  increase  of  405,888.  A  great 
deal  has  been  said  about  the 
Savings  Banks  in  Ireland.  It  is  true 
that  the  deposits  in  Government  Savings 
Banks  have  gone  up  £92,600  since  1883, 
while  in  the  Trustee  Savings  Banks  they 
have  diminished  £52,000  in  the  same 
period.  But  then,  on  the  other  hand, 
more  than  a  million  sterling  has  gone 
from  the  pockets  of  the  landlords  into 
those  of  the  tenants.  The  investments 
in  Irish  Bail  ways  have  risen  from 
£35,444,000  in  1883  to  £36,457,000  in 
1 887.  But  the  Eeturn  laid  on  the  Table 
by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  shows  a 
decrease  in  cash  balances  and  deposits 
in  Joint  Stock  Banks  in  Ireland  since 
June,  1883,  of  £1,415,000.  The  Govern- 
ment and  Indian  Stocks  held  in  Ireland 
in  1871  amounted  to  £36,927,000;  in 
1883  to  £31,532,000,  and  in  1888  to 
£28,856,000,  or  a  decrease  of  8,000,000 
since  1871,  and  of  over  two  and  a  half 
millions  since  1883.  To  sum  it  up,  we 
have  a  decrease  since  1883  in  cash  de- 
posits of  £1,400,000,  a  falling  off  in 
Government  and  Indian  Stocks  in 
Ireland  of  £2,700,000,  and  in  Trustee 
Savings  Banks  of  £52,000.  As  against 
this  you  have  an  increase  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  of  £926,000,  and 
of  investments  in  railways  of  £  1,000,000 
sterling.  Does  that  show  that  your 
plan  of  governing  has  made  Ireland 
thrive?  Look  at  the  Income  Tax  Be- 
turns.  Between  1883-87  the  Keturns  of 
Assessments  for  the  United  Kingdom 
had  gone  up  £16,.'^61,904 ;  in  Ireland 
they  had  gone  down  £33,685.  The 
country  is  governed  by  a  large  number 
of  police.  In  1878  you  had  12,000  men ; 
now  you  have  14,000,  although  the 
population   has   decreased   by  half  a 


million.  The  cost  of  the  police  has  risen 
from  £1,200,000  to  £1,600,000.  The 
cost  of  prisons  in  Ireland  has  risen  from 
£40,000  to  £134,700,  yet  people  have 
been  running  out  of  the  country. 
In  1878  the  emigrants  numbered  29,492, 
last  year  there  were  78,900.  Then  the 
evictions  and  notices  of  evictions  are 
increasing  steadily.  In  1886,  3,771 
families  were  evicted  ;  in  1887  the  evic- 
tions under  the  old  Act  and  the  notices 
issued  under  the  new  affected  6,382 
families;  in  the  first  three  quarters  of 
1888,  9,035  notices  were  issued  under 
the  new  process  and  819  under  the  old 
Act ;  these  will  probably  affect  50,000 
people.  In  these  sad  figures  you  have 
the  picture  of  a  country  steadily  getting 
worse  on  your  hands,  unlike  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales,  and  unlike  every 
colony  in  which  you  are  interested. 
Well,  now,  I  have  asked  myself.  Is  the 
manner  in  which  you  are  governing  Ire- 
land government  by  a  Constitutional 
country,  or  is  it  government  by  auto- 
cracy ?  It  seems  to  me  to  be  a  Govern- 
ment by  autocracy,  and  in  a  manner 
utterly  at  variance  with  everything  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  of  Rights  and  in 
Magna  Charta.  We  have  in  Ireland 
26,700  soldiers  and  14,000  policemen — 
an  armed  force  of  40,000,  simply  to 
govern  4,800,000  people — or  one  armed 
man  for  every  117  of  the  total  popula- 
tion— man,  woman,  and  child.  I  shall 
be  told  that  the  soldiers  must  be  kept 
somewhere,  and,  therefore,  it  does  not 
much  matter.  But  the  test  is  whether, 
in  case  of  a  great  war,  these  soldiers 
could  safely  be  removed.  Every  man 
knows  that  they  could  not,  and  it  is 
equally  evident  that  the  work  these  men 
have  to  do  is  in  the  highest  degree  dis- 
tasteful to  them.  Can  it  be  imagined 
that  the  Scots  Greys,  with  their  magni- 
ficent record,  and  with  the  name  of 
Waterloo  on  their  colours,  found  it 
pleasant  work  to  escort  the  parish  priest 
to  gaol?  In  the  proclaimed  districts 
there  is  no  freedom  of  public  meeting  or 
of  the  Press.  One  of  the  speakers  last 
night  used  the  metaphor  of  a  gaseous 
mine  into  which  it  would  be  unsafe  to 
take  a  lighted  candle.  To  that  I  reply 
that  if  me  mine  were  cleared  of  gas, 
there  would  be  no  danger  in  lighted 
candles,  and  I  sav  it  is  the  policy  of  the 
Government  which,  to  continue  the 
metaphor,  makes  Ireland  a  gaseous,  and 
therefore  dangerous,  mine.     It  is  im- 
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possible  to  call  that  a  Oonstitational 
U^ovemment  under  which  one-quarter  of 
the  chosen  Bepresentatiyes  of  the  people 
either  are,  or  have  been,  in  gaol  for 
crimes  which  would  have  been  no  crimes 
except  for  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed 
a  couple  of  years  ag^.  The  forces  arising 
against  the  Qovernment  are  great,  and 
they  are  so  great  that  they  will  ulti- 
mately prevail.  Behind  the  Qt)yemment 
sit  many  Members  who  have  pledged 
themselves  to  vote  against  coercion,  and 
a  system  cannot  last  which  is  opposed  by 
a  powerful  minority  in  the  House,  and 
against  which  more  than  one-half  of  the 
intelligent  people  of  Great  Britain  have 
earnestly  protested.  At  Manchester  Mr. 
O'Brien  was  actually  allowed  to  occupy 
the  bed  in  which  the  Heir  next  but  one 
to  the  Throne  had  previously  slept  at 
the  Town  Hall,  and  the  next  day  the 
hon.  Member  was  held  down  in  gaol  by 
four  warders,  the  Gbvemor  looking  on, 
while  his  hair  was  cut  off.  ^ese 
things  are  not,  and  never  can  be, 
consistent  with  good  government. 
If  the  laws  are  to  be  respected  they 
must  be  respectable.  Our  laws  are  out 
of  harmony  with  the  best  feelings  of 
this  country;  they  are  no  longer  respected 
and  obeyed,  and  the  man  who  breaks 
them  is  not  looked  on  as  a  criminal. 
Tou  have  85  out  of  the  103  Members 
elected  by  popular  constituences  in  Ire- 
land; even  in  Ulster  the  majority  of 
the  elected  Members  is  against  you, 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  are  composed 
of  men  opposed  to  you,  nearly  every 
Corporation  and  Mayor  is  against  you, 
and,  singular  to  say,  the  Lord  Mayors 
of  London,  Dublin,  and  York,  aU  of 
them  are  opposed  to  your  plan.  Now, 
Sir,  while  I  protest  against  the  law,  I 
protest  more  strongly  still  against  the 
manner  in  which  it  is  carried  oat.  It 
is  all  very  well  to  raise  technical  ob- 
jections as  to  whether  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  has  this  power  or  that.  If  he  has 
not  the  power  to  treat  these  men  with 
decency,  he  ought  to  ask  the  House  for 
that  power,  and  he  could  get  it  in  36 
hours. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Mid 
Lothian) :  But  he  has  the  power. 

Sir  J.  W.  PEASE  :  Yes  I  beUeve  he 
has  the  power,  and  indeed  it  has  been 
proved  tnat  he  has;  but  he  does  not 
exercise  it.  Priests  are  allowed  to 
wear  their  own  dress  in  gaol,  and  why 
not    Irish    Members    of    Parliament? 

ISir  Jonfh  W.  t9U$ 


There  is  no  prison  regulation  to  com- 
pel men  to  have  their  hair  and  their 
beards  cut.  These  are  wanton  insults, 
and  they  aggravate  the  state  of  things 
in  Ireland  and  the  state  of  public  feel- 
ing in  England.  But  what  is  the  course 
of  action  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
He  defends  his  policy.  He  defended  it 
at  ;his  Balshazar  feast  in  Dublin.  I 
caU  it  by  that  name,  for  if  ever  the  hand- 
writing, "  Thou  art  weighed  in  the 
balance  and  found  wanting,"  appeared, 
it  was  written  on  this  occasion  by  an 
indignant  country  on  the  wall  of  the 
banquetting-room  that  night.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  surrounded 
by  friends.  I  looked  through  the  list 
the  other  day  and  found  mere  were 
13  or  14  Crown  Prosecutors,  five 
or  six  Dublin  Castle  Offioiak,  and 
10  or  12  defeated  Unionist  or 
Tory  Candidates.  These  were  the 
men  who  laughed  at  the  sufferings  of 
Mr.  William  O'Brien.  Why  did  Mr. 
O'Brien  refuse  to  put  on  the  prison 
clothes?  For  the  very  reason  that  I 
would  have  declined.  I  should  not  have 
felt  myself  to  be  a  criminal,  and  we 
have  no  right  to  treat  him  as  a  criminal. 
Having  got  his  political  adversaries 
under  his  feet,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  done,  it  is  perfectly  dear 
that  those  under  him  have  learnt  the 
lesson  and  taken  up  his  cue  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  to  act.  The 
powers  possessed  by  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
seem  to  have  been  exeroLsed  with  irritat- 
ing recklessness.  Two  Members  of  this 
House  have  been  arrested  during  elec- 
tions which  they  were  attending,  a  third 
was  arrested  immediately  after  a  large 
meeting  at  Manchester,  and  two  prieets 
have  been  arrested  just  as  they  were 
leaving  Divine  Service.  The  law  seems 
to  be  constantly  begetting  fresh  breaches 
of  the  peace.  Let  us  take  the  case  of 
Mrs.  Moroney  at  Miltown  Malbay,  whose 
tenants  have  for  years  been  paying 
£100  a  year  rent  when  they  ought  not, 
according  to  the  reductions  made  by  the 
Land  Commissioners,  to  have  paid  more 
than  £45  a  year.  This  is  the  way  in 
which  crime  is  got  up  in  Ireland.  A 
landlady  exacts  £100  for  every  £45 
that  she  ought  to  receive ;  that  leads  to 
boycottine ;  and  that  in  turn  to  respect- 
able people  being  sent  to  gaol  with  naid 
labour.  In  1887  you  proclaimed  the 
National  League  in  Miltown  Malbay; 
it  was  rife  enough  then,  but  after  that. 
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every  penon  in  the  place  joined  it.  Oar- 
ownero  were  next  prosecuted  for  refus- 
ing to  drive  the  police  to  a  place  where 
a  proclaimed  meetiug  was  to  be  held ; 
three  blacksmiths  were  prosecuted  for 
refusing  to  shoe  Mrs.  Moroney's  horses, 
other  people  were  prosecuted  for  refus- 
ing to  supply  her  with  goods,  and  the 
publicans  who  closed  their  houses  on 
the  advice  of  the  parish  priest  were  also 

Prosecuted,  and  eleven  went  to  gaol, 
'heir  only  offence  was  that  they  refused 
to  supply  liquor  to  the  police,  who  had 
already  a  good  store  of  it  at  their  own 
barracks.  That  is  the  way  in  which 
crime  is  got  up  in  Ireland.  A  landlady 
exacts  £100  when  she  is  only  en- 
titled to  £45,  the  tenants  object  to 
pay,  then  comes  boycotting,  and  then 
prosecutions  under  the  Act.  Tour 
object  in  passing  the  Grimes  Bill 
was  not  to  suppress  ordinary  crime,  but 
to  suppress  crimes  made  by  the  Crimes 
Act — to  suppress  the  League,  boy- 
cotting, intimidation,  and  the  Plan  of 
CampaigD.  Have  you  succeeded  at  all 
in  putting  down  the  League?  Not  a 
bit  of  it.  The  League  has  at  this 
moment  1,800  branches,  and  of  the  al* 
leged  suppressed  branches  I  see  from 
30  to  50  reported  each  week.  How 
have  the  funds  come  into  the  League 
since  you  began  your  persecution  ?  La 
the  first  fortnight  of  February,  1885, 
its  receipts  amounted  to  £242,  and  these 
have  yearly  increased  till  in  the  first 
fortnight  of  February,  1889,  they 
reached  the  sum  of  £676.  In  to-day's 
Daily  Newe  1  see  that  the  last  fortnight's 
contributions,  partly  from  America  and 
partly  from  tlie  Colonies,  amount  to 
£2,553.  Now  as  to  intimidation.  Very 
few  persons  have  been  able  or  even  in- 
clined to  take  farms  from  which  tenants 
have  been  evicted  ;  and  while  I  do  not 
say  a  word  in  favour  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  I  know  that  it  was  one  of 
those  things  which  have  been  forced  on 
the  people  of  Ireland.  There  have  been 
under  it  more  than  100  combinations, 
and  of  these  only  four  have  been  in 
any  way  interfered  with  by  the  action  of 
Dublin  Castle.  There  are  still  40 
estates  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
and  in  all  the  rest  of  the  100  cases  terms 
have  been  arranged  satisfactorily  to  the 
landlords  and  tenants.  While  there 
have  been  cases  of  injury  on  some  of 
these  estates,  as  a  general  nile  it  can  be 
safely    s^d    that     ^ere    hi^    been 


hardly  any  agrarian  crime  on  them. 
As  for  law  and  order,  it  seems  as  if  they 
are  only  to  be  observed  so  long  as  it 
suits  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  has  de- 
olarea  that  a  Home  Rule  Parliament 
will  not  be  obeyed  by  Ulster.  Speaking 
at  Portadown  on  the  19th  inst.,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  said — 

"As  to  a  Home  Rule  Parliament,  nothing 
under  heaven  will  make  us  recognize  this  Par- 
liament or  ohey  its  laws  so  long  as  we  have 
right  arms  to  strike  with.  In  a  fortnight  we 
oould  put  50,000  men  in  the  field  under  arms." 

If  there  is  a  Dublin  Parliament  it  wil 
be  one  authorized  by  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, and  its  laws  will  take  their  tone 
from  those  of  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
No  one  has  asked  for  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment which  should  not  be  subservient 
to  the  English  Parliament.  No  Parlia- 
ment can  exist  in  Ireland  which  is 
inconsistent  with  the  integrity  of  the 
Empire  and  the  proper  protection  of 
minorities.  And  when  these  pledges 
have  been  given  by  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House  it  is  impossible 
for  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  North  Armagh  to  urge  that 
law  and  order  should  be  observed 
now,  and  at  the  same  time  de* 
dare  that  they  will  not  be  observed 
under  a  Dublin  Parliament.  The  fact 
is  that  the  Qt>vernment  have  to  deal  with 
a  gigantic  strike  against  high  rents  in 
Ireland,  for  reasons  which  would  have 
justified  the  strike  of  any  body  of  Eng- 
lish operatives.  Bents  in  Ireland  have 
been  high  and  in  many  cases  oppressive. 
We  have  only  to  look  at  the  Blue  Book 
to  see  that  some  rents  have  been  pulled 
down  60  and  80  per  cent.  How  have 
you  dealt  with  this  state  of  things  ?  Tou 
have  dealt  with  it  just  as  our  ancestors 
tried  to  deal  with  the  strikes  of  opera  • 
tives  in  England.  You  have  passed  re- 
pressive laws.  Some  hon.  Members 
remember  how  we  petitioned  in  this 
House  for  a  Royal  Commission  to  be 
sent  to  Sheffield  to  inquire  into  the 
things  being  done  there.  That  Commis- 
sion reported  and  the  result  was  the  re- 
peal of  some  of  the  labour  laws  and  the 
legalization  of  trade  unions,  which  has 
had  the  effect  of  bnnging  all  their  duings 
to  the  surface.  Instead  of  having  work- 
men who  were  to  be  distrusted,  em- 
ployers now  have  workmen  with  whom 
they  can  sympathize  ai^d  vrho  sjmpa- 
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thize  with  them.     If  the  same  plan  were 
adopted  in  Ireland,  and  if  the  complaints 
of  the  tenants  were  treated  as  those  of 
reasoning  and  thinking  men,  the  same 
results    would    occur.     There     is    no 
general  disposition  in  Ireland  to  with- 
hold rents  justly  due.  Another  difficulty 
of  the  Government  lies  in  the  fact  that 
there  is  no  general  conBdence  in  their 
mode  of  conducting  business.      Four- 
fifths  of  the  people  of  Ireland  and  half 
the  people  of  England  and    Scotland 
honestly  believe  that  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates are  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Irish  Government ;  and  they  also  believe 
with  very  good  reason,  that  in  the  gaols 
special    provision    is    made    for    the 
Irish    Members    of     Parliament,    the 
political    foes     of     the    Government. 
This  is  shown  in   the   way   in   which 
right    hon.     Gentlemen    opposite    fol- 
lowed up  the  charges   made    against 
Members  of  the  Irish  Party.    The  Irish 
Members  asked  to  be  tried  before  their 
Peers ;  but  instead  of  that  three  Judges 
were  appointed.     I  have  nothing  to  say 
against  those  Judges  as  honest  and  up- 
right men,  but  it  is  an  unfortunate  cir- 
cumstance that  all  three  should  be  of  the 
same  political  creed.     Every  facility  had 
been  offered  by  Her  Majesty^s  Govern- 
ment to  bring  home  the  charges  of  com- 
plicity in    horrible   crime   against  the 
Irish  Members.     The  Eesident  Magis- 
trates and  all  the  force  of  the  Irish 
police  have  been  pressed  into  the  service 
of  proving  that  these  men  had  com- 
plicity   with    crime.     You    have    done 
almost    worse    than  that.     Tou  have 
even  opened  the  cell  doors  of    every 
Fenian  and  dynamitard  in  prison  to  get 
evidence   against  the    Irish   Members. 
These   are    the    sort    of    things    that 
exasperate  public  opinion  and  make  the 
government  of   Ireland   more  difficult 
than  it  ought  to  be.     There  is  hardly  a 
peasant  in  Ireland  who  believes  that 
he   would   get  justice.     There   is    the 
case  of  murder   at   Kinsale  by  emer- 
gency men  who   were   engaged  in  an 
illegal    raid    on    cattle.     The    accused 
persons  were  brought  before  Lord  Cour- 
town,   President  of  the  Land  Defence 
Association  of  Ireland,  and  nothing  was 
done.     Two  men  were  brought  before 
the  Grand  Jury.     Of  that  jury  I  am 
told  that  22  out  of  23  were  landlords  or 
agents.    No  true  bill   was  found.     At 
the  Coroner's  inquest  five  or  six  wit- 
nesses swore  that  the  two  men  charged 

Sir  J.  P$a99 


had  been  parties  to  the  murder.  It  is 
clear  that  these  men  were  equally  emlty 
with  the  men  who  were  hung  at  Man- 
chester some  time  ago,  because  murder 
was  done  while  they  were  eng^aged  in 
an  illegal  act.  This  unfortunate  posi- 
tion of  affairs  is  owing  in  a  great  de- 
gree to  the  Land  Question.  The 
Bessborough  Commission  in  1845  stated 
that  freedom  of  contract  did  not  exist, 
and  the  Land  Act  of  1881  showed  that 
it  did  not  exist.  Mr.  Trench,  before 
the  Cowper  Commission,  said  that  the 
landlords  were  not  their  own  masters, 
that  mortgages  were  held  at  4  and  A^ 
per  cent,  over  half  the  land  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  Samuel  Murray  Hussey  said — 

**  The  way  the  mortgages  are  preasiiig  their 
claims,  and  the  GoTemment  their  claims  with 
most  merciless  severity,  the  landlords  will  Boon 
be  mined.  You  have  the  tenants  in  distress 
and  arrears,  and  half  the  landlords  on  the 
verge  of  ruin.'* 

What    are   the    remedies    proposed? 
The    hon.    Member    for     Cork    (Mr. 
Parnell)  brought   in    a    Bill  to    allow 
the  leaseholders  to   come  into  Court. 
That  Bill  was  rejected,  but  the  Gt>yem- 
ment    granted    the    concession    in  the 
following  year.     You  lost  a  year  in 
dealing  with  these  people.       But  you 
have  not  attempted  to  repeal  that  law 
which  I  consider  one  of  the  greatest 
hardships  of  the  Irish  tenant — me  law 
as  laid  down  in  the  case  of  ''  Adams  t. 
Dunseath."     In  that  case  the  tenants' 
own  improvements  were  held,  for  the 
purposes  of  rent,  to  be  practically  the 
landlords'  improvements.    No  attempt 
has    been    made    to    remedy  suoh    an 
utterly  immoral    and  wrong    state    of 
things  as  that.    Then  the  Government 
had  obtained  £10,000,000  with  which  to 
buy  land,  but  the  report  as  to  the  hands 
into  which  the  bulk  of  that  money  is 
going  is  contrary  to  the  accepted  view 
of  the  probable  recipients  when  it  was 
granted.     But  it  is  said  that  the  Land 
Court  is  open.    Tes,  but  the  Land  Oourt 
is  not  open  to  the  tenant  in  arrears  who 
may  be  evicted.      The  Cowper  Oom- 
mission    advised   the    Government    to 
revise  the  judicial  rents  every  five  years, 
but  they  have  not  acted  on  that  advice. 
Indeed,  from  first  to  last,  the  Oorem- 
ment  have  opposed  that  view.     In  1886, 
Lord  Salisbury  declared  :  **  We  do  not 
think    it  would   be  honest  in   the  first 
place,  and  we  think  it  would  be  exceed- 
ingly inexpedient ;  "    and  yet,  in  the 
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following  year,  something  was  done  in 
the  direction  indicated.  Now,  so  far  as 
I  can  learn,  there  has  been  no  general 
reduction  in  the  statistics  of  agrarian 
crime.  In  the  quarter  ending  December, 
1 886,  there  were  only  80  cases  of  agrarian 
crime,  putting  aside  threatening  letters, 
but  in  March,  June,  and  September  of 
last  year  there  were  98,98,  ana  108  cases, 
some  of  them  of  a  graver  character  than 
those  which  occurred  in  1886.  The  condi- 
tion of  the  country  ought  to  have  been 
better  now,  because  not  only  have  the 
Irish  people  obtained  the  sympathy  of 
the  English  and  Scottish  people,  but  the 
times  as  a  whole  are  better.  The  truth 
is  that  the  policy  of  the  Government  is 
at  fault.  There  are  only  two  roads  open 
to  the  Government.  You  must  eitner 
cease  to  govern  Ireland  by  constitutional 
means — by  turning  the  Irish  Members 
out  of  Parliament,  and  governing  the 
country  by  the  force  of  the  40,000  armed 
men  at  present  there — or  else  you  must 
resort  to  constitutional  methods  of  go- 
vernment. You  must  act  boldly  with 
regard  to  legislation  in  Ireland,  with  re- 
gard to  the  land,  the  arrears,  and  the 
charges  on  land.  I  believe  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  will  have  to  deal  with  the  mortga- 
gees of  Ireland,  because  if  the  State 
lays  down  what  rent  is  to  be  paid  it 
ought  to  take  upon  itself  to  say  what 
charges  the  land  can  bear  with  that  rent 
upon  it.  The  Irish  Hepresentatives  must 
be  retained  in  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
In  this  nlace  you  will  have  in  the  future 
to  guard  all  Imperial  interests  and  the 
integrity  of  the  Empire.  In  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  we  shall  have  to  do 
that  which  has  always  been  the  doctrine 
of  those  who  have  advocated  Home 
Bui  e— to  take  great  care  of  the  minori- 
ties of  Ireland,  whether  Protestant  or 
Catholic,  landlords  or  tenants.  But  the 
unity  of  the  Empire,  which  is  now  greatly 
in  jeopardy,  the  very  safety  of  the  Em- 

Eire,  depends  upon  bringing  about  a 
etter  state  of  feeling  in  Ireland.  I  be- 
lieve we  shall  have  to  train  the  Irish 
people  to  manage  their  own  affairs,  and 
shall  have  to  place  upon  their  shoulders 
the  responsibility  of  maintaining  law 
and  order,  before  there  will  be  anything 
like  a  state  of  perfect  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.  If  tne  Irish  people  fail  in 
that  task,  the  English  people  can  be 
no  worse  off  than  they  are  to-day. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  they  succeed  we 
shall   have   solved    a   great  problem; 
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we  shall  possess  that  which  we  have 
not  possessed  during  the  whole  of  this 
century — a  United  Kingdom  of  Ghreat 
Britain  and  Ireland. 

♦The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mb.  Madden,  Dublin 
University) :  Mr.  Speaker,  as  I  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  J.  Pease),  it  occurred  to  me  to  ask 
the  question  whether,  judj^ng  from  the 
evident  sincerity  with  which  he  spoke, 
his  speech  would  not  have  been  delivered 
in  the  opposite  direction  if  his  informa- 
tion had  been  correct  on  the  various 
matters  which  appeared  to  influence 
his  judgment.  The  hon.  Member 
called  attention  to  several  points  which 
have  been  discussed  over  and  over  again 
connected  with  the  unfortunate  affair 
which  ended  in  the  death  of  Kinsella. 
The  hon.  Member  is  under  the  impre- 
sion  that  the  grand  juir  threw  out  the 
Bills.  [Sir  J.  Pease  :  I  said  so.]  The 
grand  j  ury  did  not  do  so.  Bills  were  found 
against  several  prisoners,  which  went 
before  a  pettv  jury.  The  case  was  after- 
wards tried  before  a  jury  at  the  Assizes. 
It  is  true  that  the  g^and  jury  ignored 
the  Bill  against  Freeman,  but  it  is  also 
true  that  the  learned  Judge  stated  at 
the  trial  that  it  had  been  admitted  by 
every  one  that  there  was  no  evidence 
that  he  committed  the  murder. 

Sib  J.  PEASE:  I  would  not  use 
Freeman's  name,  because  I  would  not 
desire  to  drag  it  again  before  the  House. 
But  Freeman  was  the  man  against  whom 
the  coroner's  verdict  was  brought.  The 
grand  jury  threw  out  the  biU  against 
Freeman.  I  alluded  to  the  case  in  order 
to  show  how  little  confidence  the  people 
have  in  the  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland. 

♦Mb.  madden  :  Quite  so.  One  of  the 
reasons  why  the  hon.  Gentlemen  sup- 
ports the  attack  on  the  administration 
of  the  law  in  Ireland  is  that  the  grand 
jury  ignored,  and,  according  to  the 
Judge,  properly  ignored,  the  bill  against 
Freeman.  But  the  Crown  put  the  other 
men  on  their  trial,  and  they  were  tried 
before  a  jury.  A  charge  of  jury- 
packing  has  been  made,  but  not  a  single 
man  called  upon  that  jury  was  ehid- 
lenged.  There  was  an  instruction  given 
which  might  have  resulted  in  the  exclu- 
sion of  jurors — namely,  that  no  land- 
lord or  Umd  agent  should  be  on  the  jury ; 
but  what  I  understand  hon.  Members  to 
refer  to  as  jmy-paoking  is  a  process 
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acoamiiliahed  by  the  ezchisioii  of  jmon 
when  they  come  np  to  be  sworn.  The 
aocoracj  of  the  hon.  Baronef  b  informa- 
tion may  be  inferred  from  hie  statement 
that  the  decision  in  the  case  of 
Adams  v.  Donseath  has  depriTed 
the  tenant  of  property  in  his  improTe- 
ments.  He  has  farther  stated  that 
the  Land  Coort  is  not  open  to  the 
tenant  nnder  arrears.  I  can  inform  him 
that  the  Court  is  open  to  every  tenant 
under  arrears  to  hare  a  fair  rent  fixed. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  in  the 
parts  of  Ireland  where  the  Land  Leagne 
has  been  proclaimed  it  is  illegal  to  advise 
tenants  as  to  the  rents  they  are  to  pay, 
and  that  there  is  no  liber^  of  speech. 
If  the  hon.  Member  were  in  the  habit 
of  reading  the  reports  of  meetings  held 
in  those  parts  of  the  country,  and  the 
newspapers  which  circulate  there,  he 
would  see  that  there  exists  very  consi- 
derable liberty,  if  not  licence,  both  of 
speech  and  writing.  I  think  I  have 
some  idea  as  to  what  the  hon.  Member 
had  in  his  mind  when  he  said  the  advisers 
of  tenants  were  not  at  liberty  to  give  ad- 
vice to  tenants  who  were  about  to  buy 
their  holdings.  He  must  have  had  in 
hie  mind  the  case  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of 
Ohisgow  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  mentioned 
in  a  Tetter — viz.,  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Monaghan  (Mr.  P. 
O'Brien),  who,  it  is  alleged,  was  im- 
prisoned by  a  Bench  of  Magistrates 
because  he  advised  the  people  not  to 
buy  at  a  certain  number  of  years'  pur- 
chase. Now,  that  statement  is  absolutely 
and  totally  incorrect.  I  have  examined 
the  facts  of  that  case.  I  have  in  my 
hand  the  conviction  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  offence.  The  hon.  Member  for 
North  Monaghan  was  convicted  on  one 
charge,  and  on  one  only — namely,  that 
of  advocating  the  Flan  of  Campaign  on 
the  estate  of  lilr.  Smithwick.  There  was 
not  a  conviction  on  the  charge  of  ad- 
vising the  tenants  on  another  estate — 
that  of  Lord  Monek;  that  charge  was 
not  pressed.  The  conviction  was  for  ad- 
vocating the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  other  charge 
as  to  advising  the  tenants  on  Lord 
Monck's  estate  not  to  purchase. 

Mr.    L£AMY:    Because  they  said» 

hanng  convicted  him  on  the  firsts  they 

would  not  go  into  the  second. 

«Mr.  MADDEN:  I  am  instrueted  that 

the  case  was  not  presented  by  the  Ctwwq 

Mr.  iMdm 


and  was  not  entertained  by  tii0  magi- 
strates, and  that  there  was  no  coniictkm 
on  it.  It  has  also  been  stated  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  sentenced  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
The  real  sentence  was  three  montfas' 
imprisonment  without  hard  laboar.  So 
much  for  the  accuracy  of  the  facts  as 
present  in  the  mind  of  the  hoa.  Gentle- 
man who  asks  the  House  to  mdoflt  tiie 
amendment.  Now,  looking  back  to  the 
course  of  this  debate,  I  snboiit  that, 
although  there  has  been  a  great  deal  of 
detailed  criticism,  there  has  resHy  as 
yet  been  no  attempt  to  deal  with  the 
broad  issues  raised  by  the  amendmoit. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  detailed 
criticism  of  certain  sensatiooal  incideotB 
which  have  occurred,  and  which,  I  will 
add,  have  been  created  in  the  course  of 
prosecutions ;  but  there  has  been  no 
attempt  on  the  other  side  to  go  to  the 
root  of  the  matter,  to  eritieiae  tii0  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  proeectttions 
were  instituted,  in  order  to  show  that 
they  were  unnecessary  or  harsh  under 
the  circumstances,  and  there  has  been 
no  attempt  to  prove  that  in  any  paitiea- 
lar  case  was  an  unrighteoos  or  unjust 
decision  come  to.  I  have  always  ad- 
mitted that  where  the  Gk>venimeot  have 
been  compelled  to  ask  for  additioiial 
powers  it  is  the  right  of  the  Hooae  to 
require  a  strict  account  of  how  they 
were  used,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Gk)vemment  to  be  prepared  to  give 
such  an  account.  A  great  portion,  how- 
ever, of  the  speeches  which  have  been 
delivered  from  the  other  side  have  dealt 
with  a  totally  different  question  from 
that  of  the  administration  of  the  law : 
they  have  suggested  an  alterati<m  and  a 
radical  change  of  the  law  as  regards  the 
treatment  of  a  certain  class  of  prisoners. 
Now,  no  such  principle  has  ever  been 
adopted  in  the  English  law  as  that  any 
person,  be  he  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
a  priest,  or  a  peasant,  who  has  been  oon- 
victed  of  an  ordinary  offence,  evm  allow- 
ing, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the 
offence  was  committed  for  the  purpoae  of 
producing  a  political  effect,  to  get  an  ad- 
vantage for  a  political  party,  or  even  to 
benefit  some  particular  class  of  the  com- 
munity— no  such  principle  has  ever  been 
admitted  under  British  law  that  his  tUimt 
or  position  should  be  different  firom 
that  of  the  man  who  committed  pre* 
cisely  the  same  offence  under  different 
oiroumstances  and  from  different  motives. 
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What  I  want  the  House  to  notice  is  that 
all  such  discussion  as  that  to  which  I 
refer  is  absolutely  irrelevant  to  a  motion 
which  arraigns  the  present  Qoyernment 
for  their  administration  of  the  existing 
law.  What  are  the  issues  raised  by 
the  Address  and  by  the  Amend- 
ment ?  The  paragraph  of  the  Address 
which  it  is  sought  by  the  Amendment 
to  expunge  is  diat  in  which  we  assure 
Her  Majesty  that  we  learn  with  satis- 
faction that  the  Statutes  recently  passed 
for  the  restoration  of  order  ana  con- 
fidence in  Ireland  have  been  already 
attended  with  salutary  results.  The 
House  is  asked  to  negative  that  state- 
ment. Has  there  not  been  a  salutary 
result  effected  in  the  direction  of  re- 
storing order  and  confidence  in  Ireland  ? 
[**No."]  An  hon.  Member  says  that 
no  progress  has  been  made  in  that 
direction.  The  hon.  Member  who 
challenges  that  statement  differs  from 
ail  the  other  speakers  on  the  opposite 
side,  because  tbey  have  all  admitted 
the  improvement,  and  the  only  ques- 
tion is  as  to  the  cause  to  which 
that  improvement  is  attributable.  It 
is  a  fact  that  cannot  be  denied  that 
agrarian  crime  in  Ireland  is  now  lower 
than  it  has  been  since  the  present 
agitation  began  in  1879.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  since  June,  1887,  under  the 
working  of  the  Grimes  Act  agrarian 
crimes  have  diminished  to  an  enormous 
extent.  For  the  quarter  ending  June 
30th,  1887,  they  were  229,  and  for  the 
quarter  ending  December  31st,  1888, 
the  total  number  was  133.  But  more 
remarkable  still  are  the  figures  con- 
nected with  boycotting.  The  total 
number  of  persons  wholly  boycotted  has 
diminished  from  866  in  1887  to  56; 
and  the  total  number  partially  boy- 
cotted has  fallen  from  4,035  to  656. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Are  these  the 
same  figures  as  were  given  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  Stan- 
hope) last  night  ? 

♦Mr.  MADDEN:  The  figures  are 
brought  up  to  the  3l8t  of  December, 
1888,  and  are  taken  from  the  Official 
Return.  I  am  not  aware  what  figures 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  quoted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT:  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  read  out  a  wholly 
different  set  of  figures. 

*Mr.  madden  :  These  figures  are 
absolutely  correct  as  regards  the  period 


to  which  they  relate.  Let  the  House  for 
a  moment  realize  what  that  means.  If 
the  Government  have  nothing  else  to 
show  to  the  country  as  the  result  of 
their  administration  of  the  Act,  the 
removal  of  human  suffering  and  miseiy 
which  these  figures  indicate  would,  I 
think,  justify  this  House  in  passing  the 
Act, of  1887,  and  entitled  the  Govern- 
ment which  administers  it  to  the 
gratitude  of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  last  has  called 
attention  to  several  figures  relating  to 
the  state  of  Ireland,  but  his  comparison 
was,  for  the  most  part,  between  Ireland 
as  it  is  now  and  its  condition  at  a  period 
antecedent  to  the  present  agitation, 
which  commenced  in  1879.  If  the  state 
of  Ireland  now  were  compared  with  its 
condition  three  or  four  years  ago,  the 
most  remarkable  results  will  be  found 
to  have  been  achieved.  It  is  admitted 
that  the  country  is  more  prosperous, 
that  the  general  relations  of  different 
classes  of  society  with  each  other  have 
improved,  that  legal  obligations  are  met 
with  greater  regularity,  and  that  in  par- 
ticular the  relations  of  landlords  and 
tenants  are  much  more  friendly  than 
they  were  before  the  present  administra- 
tion of  the  law  commenced.  Public  con- 
fidence has  been  largely  restored,  and 
public  credit  has  made  a  distinct  ad- 
vance. By  public  credit,  I  do  not  mean 
national  credit,  but  the  degree  of  con- 
fidence which  leads  men  to  invest  their 
money  in  great  public  undertakings. 
One  of  the  most  crucial  tests  of 
returning  enterprize  is  afforded  by 
the  success  of  public  undertakings 
which  have  been  started.  There  have 
been  a  number  of  schemes  started 
under  the  Tramways  Acts.  Out  of  18 
schemes  which  have  been  set  on  foot  only 
three  or  four  in  1885  had  attained  a  cer- 
tain degree  of  prosperity.  In  that  respect 
there  has  been  a  most  marked  change. 
On  one  of  these  railways  5  per  cent,  de- 
bentures are  now  selling  at  £13  15i.  or 
a  considerable  premium.  West  Glare 
4  per  cent,  debentures  were  practically 
unsaleable  in  1885.  Now  they  are  sell- 
ing at  95,  or  only  5  per  cent,  discount. 
The  Hen  Valley  Eailway  in  1885 
is  not  an  undertaking  under  those  Acts, 
but  it  is  similarly  circumstanced.  It 
owed  a  large  sum  to  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  endeavoured  in  1885  to  raise  money 
to  pay  it  off,  but  was  then  unable  to  issue 
debenture  stock  even  at  5  per  cent.  They 
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have  now  succeeded  in  bringing  out 
£20,000  at  par,  bearing  only  4  per  cent, 
and  have  forwarded  to  tne  Boardof  Works 
a  cheque  for  that  amount.  These  facts 
will  be  admitted  to  be  most  crucial  tests 
of  returning  prosperity.  Another  sig- 
nificant circumstance  pointing  to  a  better 
state  of  things  is  anorded  by  the  di- 
minution of  prosecutions  under  the 
Crimes  Act  itself.  We  all  look*  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  the  peculiar 
forms  of  crime  against  which  the  Crimes 
Act  is  directed  will  have  disappeared. 
At  all  events,  Irishmen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  hail  with  satisfaction  a 
decrease  in  the  number  of  prosecutions 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  which  unfor- 
tunately we  are  still  obliged  to  institute. 
It  may  be  asked  what  is  to  be  said  of 
the  fact  that  prosecutions  have  been  in- 
stituted against  several  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  that  proceedings 
have  been  taken  against  Boman 
Catholic  priests  and  others  who  enjoy 
an  exceptional  share  of  the  confidence  of 
a  section  of  the  public.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  its  attention  has  been 
unduly  drawn  to  accidental  incidents 
which  do  not  so  to  the  root  of  the  matter, 
and  I  would  direct  its  attention  to 
the  exact  evil  with  which  these 
prosecutions  are  grappling.  The  pre- 
sent Government  is  engaged  in  a 
struggle^  against  an  organized  system 
of  intimidation.  A  particular  phase  of 
that  struggle,  which  is  no  new  struggle 
unf  ortunatelv,  may  be  traced,  I  think,  to 
a  statement  the  Lord  Lieutenant  made  in 
the  course  of  the  last  autumn.  In  that 
statement  his  Excellency  called  atten- 
tion to  the  number  of  evicted  farms 
taken  by  persons  in  the  open  market. 
After  that  statement  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  DiUon)  boasted  that 
there  were  5,000  evicted  farms  in  Ire- 
land. The  year  had  been  fairly  pros- 
perous, and  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
statement  was  perfectly  true.  As  has 
been  admitted  by  speaker  after  speaker, 
a  great  engine  used  by  hon.  Oentlemen 
opposite  would  have  been  lost  if  the 
improved  state  of  things  had  been 
allowed  to  continue.  The  fairest  way  of 
dealing  with  what  ensued  is  by  reacUng 
the  words  of  the  principal  leader  of  the 
agitation.  A  letter  written  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  and  dated  the  25th  of  August 
last  year,  has  been  made  public.  In  it 
the  hon.  Member  said— r 


Mr,M(Hi4m 


«  My  dear  Sheehan, — It  will  be  most  neces- 
sary to  show  Balfour  that  his  troubles  in  Ire- 
land are  only  beginning.  We  are  organizing  a 
series  of  great  demonstrations  through  Ireluid 
for  the  latter  end  of  September  and  beginning 
of  October.  Tou  ought  to  arrange  a  series  of 
meetings  from  parish  to  parish  in  your  division 
to  address  your  constituents,  announcing  them 
publicly.  I  will,  if  possible,  attend  some  one 
of  them  myself.  Don't  mention  my  name  pub- 
licly as  suggesting  the  meetings.  You  cannot 
announce  too  many  of  them,  but  one  will  do 
to  begin  any  Sunday  after  next." 

Now,  that  was  in  August  last.  The 
same  Qentleman  on  another  occasion — 
I  am  reading  from  the  Freeman' n  Journal 
of  January  10,  1889— said — 

**  A  good  many  people  were  rather  amazed — 
you  in  Kildare  have  the  reputation  of  being 
rather  a  fat  and  sleepy  people ;  bat  these  people 
forget  that.'* 

Further  on  the  hon.  Qentleman  said — 

"The  besetting  misfortune  of  Irish  history  has 
been  that  while  one  district  was  fighting  another 
was  asleep,  whereas  if  the  whole  32  counties  of 
Ireland  had  been  got  to  strike  together  we 
would  haye  been  spared  many  a  miserable 
century  of  bondage  and  of  degradation  in  Ire- 
land. What  is  the  lesson  that  has  been  taught 
to  us  by  the  struggle  of  the  last  few  years  in 
Ireland  ?  Why,  Mr.  Balfour  has  only  had  a 
mere  handful  of  men  in  a  few  comers  of 
Ireland  to  deal  with,  and  yet  they  had  becm 
more  than  a  match  for  all  the  power  of  his 
gaols  and  of  his  armies.*' 

The  series  of  meetings  whibh  followed 
the  letter  of  August  was  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  converting  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  law  of  a  handful  of  men 
into  the  opposition  of  the  country 
generally.  1  must  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  manner  in  which 
that  object  was  attempted  to  be  effected. 
One  of  the  most  typical  cases  is  that  of 
two  Catholic  priests,  Fathers  Farrelly 
and  Olarke.  In  that  case  a  landlord 
named  O'Connor  had  evicted  a  tenant. 
A  meeting  was  called  near  the  evicted 
farm  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  boy- 
cotting O'Connor.  It  was  for  speeches 
delivered  at  that  meeting  that  these 
two  gentlemen  were  prosecuted  and 
sentenced  to  five  weeks  imprisonment. 
A  case  was  stated.  It  came  before  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ireland,  and  I  will 
proceed  to  read  from  the  judgment  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron,  who  then  characterized 
the  advice  given  to  the  people  by  the 
priests,  and  which  is  in  substance  iden- 
tical with  that  which  was  given  on  other 
occasions  with  regard  to  land-grabbers. 
ThQ  Lord  Chief  Baron  clearly  laid 
down  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  and  said 
that  it  ^as  c}ef^  from   the  speech  of 
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the  defendant  that  he  used  language 
that  came  within  the  definition  of  the 
Judge.  The  defendant  told  his  hearers 
to  make  the  place  unwholesome  for 
land-grabbers,  for  so  long  as  they  re- 
mained they  would  reign  and  rule  over 
the  people.  It  is  idle  to  argue,  as  it 
has  been  argued,  that  the  words  were 
simply  an  expression  of  disapproval  of 
land-grabbing.  The  words  in  which  the 
learned  Judge  referred  to  the  speech 
indicated  the  gravity  with  which  he  re- 
garded it.  The  reverend  gentleman,  he 
said,  told  the  people  to  make  the  place 
hot  for  land-grabbers,  for  so  long  as  they 
remained  they  would  reifim  and  rule  over 
them;  he  was  a  Koman  GathoUc  dergy- 
man  addressing  the  people,  not  alone  in 
regard  to  the  law  of  the  land  but  the 
law  of  Ood ;  he  was  speaking  of  moral 
law,  and  his  words  had  the  more  effect 
inculcating  the  duty  of  the  people ;  he 
told  them  to  boycott  O'CJonnor ;  to 
carry  out  the  object  of  making  the  place 
too  hot  for  land-grabbers,  and  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  evidence  was 
overwhelming. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  was  the 
charge? 

«Mb.  MADDEN:  There  were  two 
charges  —  conspiracy  and  inciting  to 
conspiracy.  [**  Boycotting  !  *']  Hon. 
Members  may  or  may  not  be  aware 
that  conspiracy  to  boycott  is  an  in- 
dictable offence  under  the  Common 
Law  independently  of  the  Act  of 
1887,  and  has  been  so  decided.  In- 
citement to  a  conspira^  to  intimi- 
date is  an  indictable  offence  by  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  in  no  single  one  of 
the  prosecutions  to  which  I  am  directing 
attention  are  they  other  than  offences 
indictable  at  Common  Law.  Not  one 
of  them  can  be  said  to  be  a  new  offence 
created  by  the  Crimes  Act. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  read  the  charge, 
or  kindly  say  under  what  term  of  Eng- 
lish law  there  is  such  an  offence  as 
inciting  to  conspiracy  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN  :  The  law  on  the 
subject  is  very  simple.  [''  But  the 
charge  ! "]  I  have  not  the  charge 
here;  but  I  have  what  is  more  im- 
portajit,  the  jud^ent  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  which  states  the  sub- 
stance of  this  charge.  The  law  on  the 
subject  is  very  simplci  and  has  been 
laid  down  authoritatively;  there  must 
be  evidence  of  incitement  to  enter  into 


a  conspiracy ;  it  must  be  established  that 
the  object  was  to  induce  persons  not  to 
deal  with  another  in  the  way  of  trade 
or  business,  and  by  the  exercise  of  in- 
fluence to  a^ect  the  freedom  and  action 
of  the  person  against  whom  it  is  exer- 
cised. That  is  the  substance  of  the 
charge  as  stated  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron.  But  the  point  of  my  observa- 
tion is,  that  this  is  a  typical  case.  I 
cannot  bring  forward  every  case  — 
time  would  not  permit  of  it,  and  there 
is  the  farther  objection  that  a  number 
of  the  cases  are  under  appeal,  but  this 
case  is  a  typical  one  of  a  class  in  respect  to 
which  our  action  is  arraigned — namely, 
cases  in  which  we  find  it  necessary  to 
proceed  aj^ainst  clergymen  of  the  Homan 
Catholic  Church  and  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment for  their  action  in  regard  to  intimi- 
dation. My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  alluded  to  the  Kenmare 
estate  and  to  the  outrages  that  followed 
the  introduction  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign there.  He  was  asked  to  describe 
the  nature  of  the  outra^,  but  he  had 
not  the  list  then  before  lum.  I  have  now 
the  particulars,  and  I  can  say  that  they 
included  a  threatening  letter,  killing 
and  mutilating  of  cattle,  cattle  stealing, 
moonlighting,  injury  to  property,  and 
an  incendiary  fire.  Now,  I  pass  on  to  the 
meeting  held  at  Ballyneale.  It  was 
held  in  the  neighbourhood  of  an  estate 
upon  which  a  man  named  Duggan  was 
boycotted  for  taking  a  farm  from  which 
another  man  was  evicted.  He  was  boy- 
cotted and  under  police  protection  when 
the  meeting  was  held. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :   Where  is  the 
evidence  of  that  ? 

"^Mb.  madden  :  I  state  it  as  a  matter 
of  fact.  In  speeches  made  on  the  occasion 
references  were  made  to  this  property, 
and  it  is  important  to  remember  what  is 
likely  to  be  the  effect  in  such  a  district 
of  exhortations  to  the  people  to  deal 
with  land-grabbers  as  tney  knew  how. 
It  is  said  you  may  do  in  England  what 
you  may  not  do  in  Ireland,  and  possibly 
you  might  hold  meetings  in  Middlesex 
and  Kent,  and  harmlessly  use  language 
that  in  Ireland  would  incite  to  outrage 
and  crime  in  counties  where  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  in  operation,  and  still 
more  in  the  neighbourhood  of  estates 
where  tenants  have  been  evicted,  and 
where  the  persons  who  have  taken  the 
farms  have  to  be  placed  under  police 
protection.  The  same  observation  Q.^^\i»^ 
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have  now  succeeded  in  bringing  out 
£20,000  at  par,  bearing  only  4  per  cent, 
and  have  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Works 
a  cheque  for  that  amount.  These  facts 
will  be  admitted  to  be  most  crucial  tests 
of  returning  prosperity.  Another  sig- 
nificant circumstance  pointing  to  a  better 
state  of  things  is  worded  by  the  di- 
minution of  prosecutions  under  the 
Crimes  Act  itself.  We  all  look*  for- 
ward to  the  time  when  the  peculiar 
forms  of  crime  against  which  the  Crimes 
Act  is  directed  will  have  disappeared. 
At  all  events,  Irishmen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  hail  with  satisfaction  a 
decrease  in  the  number  of  prosecutions 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  which  unfor- 
tunately we  are  still  obliged  to  institute. 
It  may  be  asked  what  is  to  be  said  of 
the  fact  that  prosecutions  have  been  in- 
stituted against  several  Members  of 
Parliament,  and  that  proceedings 
have  been  taken  against  Eoman 
Catholic  priests  and  others  who  enjoy 
an  exceptional  share  of  the  confidence  of 
a  section  of  the  public.  I  would  remind 
the  House  that  its  attention  has  been 
unduly  drawn  to  accidental  incidents 
which  do  not  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter, 
and  I  would  direct  its  attention  to 
the  exact  evil  with  which  these 
prosecutions  are  grappling.  The  pre- 
sent Government  is  engaged  in  a 
struggle  against  an  organized  system 
of  intimidation.  A  particular  phase  of 
that  struggle,  which  is  no  new  struggle 
unfortunately,  may  be  traced,  I  think,  to 
a  statement  the  Lord  Lieutenant  made  in 
the  course  of  the  last  autumn.  In  that 
statement  his  Excellency  called  atten- 
tion to  the  number  of  evicted  farms 
taken  by  persons  in  the  open  market. 
After  tiiat  statement  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  boasted  that 
there  were  5,000  evicted  farms  in  Ire- 
land. The  year  had  been  fairly  pros- 
perous, and  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
statement  was  perfectly  true.  As  has 
been  admitted  by  speaker  after  speaker, 
a  great  engine  used  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  have  been  lost  if  the 
improved  state  of  thingps  had  been 
allowed  to  continue.  The  fairest  way  of 
dealing  with  what  ensued  is  by  reading 
the  words  of  the  principal  leader  of  the 
agitation.  A  letter  written  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  and  dated  the  25th  of  August 
last  year,  has  been  made  public.  In  it 
the  hon.  Member  said— 

Mr.  Aladdin 


<'  My  dear  Sheehan, — It  will  be  most  neoaa- 
saiy  to  show  Balfour  that  his  troables  in  Ire- 
land are  only  beginning.  We  are  organizing  a 
series  of  great  demonstrations  through  Ireland 
for  the  latter  end  of  September  and  beginning 
of  October.  You  ought  to  arrange  a  series  of 
meetings  from  parish  to  parish  in  your  division 
to  address  your  constituents,  announcing  thera 
publicly.  I  will,  if  possible,  attend  some  one 
of  them  myself.  Don't  mention  my  name  pub- 
licly as  suggesting  the  meetings.  You  cannot 
announce  too  many  of  them,  out  one  will  do 
to  begin  any  Sunday  after  next.*' 

Now,  that  was  in  August   last.     The 

same  Gentleman  on  another  occasion — 

I  am  reading  from  the  Freeman^ s  Journal 

of  January  10,  1889— said — 

"  A  good  many  people  were  rather  amazed— 
you  in  Kildare  have  the  reputation  of  being 
rather  a  fat  and  sleepy  people ;  but  these  people 
forget  that.'* 

Further  on  the  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

**  The  besetting  misfortune  of  Irish  history  has 
been  that  while  one  district  was  fighting  another 
was  asleep,  whereas  if  the  whole  32  ooonties  of 
Ireland  had  been  got  to  strike  together  we 
would  have  been  spared  many  a  miserable 
century  of  bondage  and  of  degradation  in  Ire- 
land. What  is  the  lesson  that  has  been  taught 
to  us  by  the  struggle  of  the  last  few  years  in 
Ireland  ?  Why,  Mr.  Balfour  has  only  had  a 
mere  handful  of  men  in  a  few  comen  <rf 
Ireland  to  deal  with,  and  yet  they  had  been 
more  than  a  match  for  all  the  power  of  his 
gaols  and  of  his  armies." 

The  series  of  meetings  whibh  f oUowed 
the  letter  of  August  was  organized  for 
the  purpose  of  converting  the  opposi- 
tion to  the  law  of  a  handful  of  men 
into  the  opposition  of  t)ie  ooontry 
generally.  I  must  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  manner  in  which 
that  object  was  attempted  to  be  effected. 
One  of  the  most  typical  cases  is  that  of 
two  Catholic  priests,  Fathers  Farrelly 
and  Clarke.  In  that  case  a  landlord 
named  O'Connor  had  evicted  a  tenant 
A  meeting  was  called  near  the  evicted 
farm  for  the  avowed  purpose  of  boy- 
cotting O'Connor.  It  was  for  speeches 
delivered  at  that  meeting  that  theae 
two  gentlemen  were  prosecuted  and 
sentenced  to  five  weeks  imprisonment. 
A  case  was  stated.  It  came  before  the 
Court  of  Exchequer  in  Ireland,  and  I  will 
proceed  to  read  from  the  judgment  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Baron,  who  then  characterized 
the  advice  given  to  the  people  by  the 
priests,  and  which  is  in  substance  iden- 
tical with  that  which  was  given  on  other 
occasions  with  reeard  to  land-grabbera. 
The  Lord  Chief  Baron  dearly  laid 
down  the  meaning  of  the  Act,  aad  liil 
that  it  was  clear  from   the  speech  <4 
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the  defendant  that  he  used  language 
that  came  within  the  definition  of  the 
Judge.  The  defendant  told  his  hearers 
to  make  the  place  unwholesome  for 
land-grabbers,  for  so  long  as  they  re- 
mained they  would  reign  and  rule  over 
the  people.  It  is  idle  to  argue,  as  it 
has  been  argued,  that  the  words  were 
simply  an  expression  of  disapproval  of 
land-grabbing.  The  words  in  which  the 
learned  Judge  referred  to  the  speech 
indicated  the  gravity  with  which  he  re- 
garded it.  The  reverend  gentleman,  he 
said,  told  the  people  to  make  the  place 
hot  for  land-grabbers,  for  so  long  as  they 
remained  they  would  reisni  and  rule  over 
them ;  he  was  a  Homan  GathoUc  clergy- 
man addressing  the  people,  not  alone  in 
regard  to  the  law  of  the  land  but  the 
law  of  Ood ;  he  was  speaking  of  moral 
law,  and  his  words  had  the  more  effect 
inculcating  the  duty  of  the  people ;  he 
told  them  to  boycott  O'CJonnor ;  to 
carry  out  the  object  of  making  the  place 
too  hot  for  land-grabbers,  and  he  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  evidence  was 
overwhelming. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  was  the 
charge? 

*Me.  MADDEN:  There  were  two 
charges  —  conspiracy  and  inciting  to 
conspiracy.  \_**  Boycotting  ! "]  Hon. 
Members  may  or  may  not  be  aware 
that  conspiracy  to  boycott  is  an  in- 
dictable offence  under  the  Common 
Law  independently  of  the  Act  of 
1887,  and  has  been  so  decided.  In- 
citement to  a  conspiracy  to  intimi- 
date is  an  indictable  offence  by  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  in  no  single  one  of 
the  prosecutions  to  which  I  am  directing 
attention  are  they  other  than  offences 
indictable  at  Common  Law.  Not  one 
of  them  can  be  said  to  be  a  new  offence 
created  by  the  Crimes  Act. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  read  the  charge, 
or  kindly  say  under  what  term  of  Eng- 
lish law  there  is  such  an  offence  as 
inciting  to  conspiracy  ? 

«Mb.  madden  :  The  law  on  the 
subject  is  very  simple.  ['*  But  the 
charge  ! "]  I  have  not  the  charge 
here ;  but  I  have  what  is  more  im- 
portant, the  jud^ent  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  which  states  the  sub- 
stance of  this  charge.  The  law  on  the 
subject  is  vexr  mmplBf  and  has  been 
laid  down  authoritatively;  there  must 
be  evidence  of  incitement  to  enter  into 


a  conspiracy;  it  must  be  established  that 
the  object  was  to  induce  persons  not  to 
deal  with  another  in  the  way  of  trade 
or  business,  and  by  the  exercise  of  in- 
fluence to  affect  the  freedom  and  action 
of  the  person  against  whom  it  is  exer- 
cised. That  is  the  substance  of  the 
charge  as  stated  by  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron.  But  the  point  of  my  observa- 
tion is,  that  this  is  a  typical  case.  I 
cannot  bring  forward  every  case  — 
time  would  not  permit  of  it,  and  there 
is  the  farther  objection  that  a  number 
of  the  cases  are  under  appeal,  but  this 
case  is  a  typical  one  of  a  class  in  respect  to 
which  our  action  is  arraigned — namely, 
cases  in  which  we  find  it  necessary  to 
proceed  against  clergymen  of  the  Koman 
Catholic  Church  and  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment for  their  action  in  regard  to  intimi- 
dation. My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  has  alluded  to  the  Kenmare 
estate  and  to  the  outrages  that  followed 
the  introduction  of  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign there.  He  was  asked  to  describe 
the  nature  of  the  outrages,  but  he  had 
not  the  list  then  before  lum.  I  have  now 
the  particulars,  and  I  can  say  that  they 
included  a  threatening  letter,  killing 
and  mutilating  of  cattle,  cattle  stealing, 
moonlighting,  injury  to  property,  and 
an  incendiary  fire.  Now,  I  pass  on  to  the 
meeting  held  at  Ballyneale.  It  was 
held  in  the  neighbourhood  of  an  estate 
upon  which  a  man  named  Duggan  was 
boycotted  for  taking  a  farm  from  which 
another  man  was  evicted.  He  was  boy- 
cotted and  under  police  protection  when 
the  meeting  was  held. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :   Where  is  the 
evidence  of  that  ? 

"^Mb.  madden  :  I  state  it  as  a  matter 
of  fact.  In  speeches  made  on  the  occasion 
references  were  made  to  this  property, 
and  it  is  important  to  remember  what  is 
likely  to  be  the  effect  in  such  a  district 
of  exhortations  to  the  people  to  deal 
with  land-grabbers  as  tney  knew  how. 
It  is  said  you  may  do  in  England  what 
you  may  not  do  in  Ireland,  and  possibly 
you  might  hold  meetings  in  Middlesex 
and  Kent,  and  harmlessly  use  language 
that  in  Ireland  would  incite  to  outrage 
and  crime  in  counties  where  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  is  in  operation,  and  still 
mor^  in  the  neighbourhood  of  estates 
where  tenants  have  been  evicted,  and 
where  the  persons  who  have  taken  the 
flarms  have  to  be  placed  under  police 
protection.  The  same  observation  applies 
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to  the  Oastle  Connell   meeting,  which 
was  held  in  the  neighbourhood  of  the 
evicted  farm,  which  had  been  taken  by  a 
man  named  Quilty,  who  was  denounced 
by  name  at  the  meeting,  and,  as  a  result, 
Quilty  was   driven    from   the  farm.     I 
think  it  is  important  that  the  attention 
of  the  House  should  be  directed  to  the 
more  serious  prosecution,  for  if  those 
who  are  responsible   for  the   adminis- 
tration of  the  law  contented  themselves 
with  dealing  with  the  cases  mentioned 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  the  important 
cases  would  not  be  mentioned  at  all.     I 
will    now    call    the    attention    of    the 
House  for  a  moment  to  the  class  of 
cases  that  have  been  adduced  on  the 
other  side  as  grounds  of  the  indictment 
against    Her  Majesty's  Government — 
small  and  trivial  cases.     It  is  a  remark- 
able fact  that   the  right  hon.   Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle,  who 
moved  the  Amendment  to  the  Address, 
supported   his  indictment  of   the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Crimes  Act  by  referring  to 
cases   under  the    ordinary  law   where 
persons  were  bound  over  to  good  be- 
naviour.     Two  young  men  were  charged 
with  obstructing  a  constable  at  Ennis. 
The  offence,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  consisted  of  laughing  at  a  police- 
man. This  he  said  the  defendants  denied, 
and  the  magistrate  sentenced  one  to  three 
months'  imprisonment  in  default  of  bail 
for  good  behaviour.     In  the  first  place, 
this  was  not  a  prosecution  under  the 
Crimes  Act  at  all, but  under  a  Statute  that 
prevails  both  in  England  and  Ireland. 
The  defendants  deliberately  insulted  the 
constable,  called  him  ''a  low  scoundrel, 
the  meanest  man  in  Ennis,"  and  said  ''we 
will  soon  kick  you   out  of  the  town." 
This  is  one  of  the  cases  made  the  foun- 
dation  for  a  grave  indictment  of  the 
Government  for  their  administration  of 
the  Crimes  Act !     The  proceedings  were 
under  the  ordinary  law,  one  of  the  ac- 
cused gave  bail  for  good  behaviour,  the 
other  was  imprisoned  in  default  of  giv- 
ing bail.     Tnen  another  case  brought 
forward  was  one  arising  out  of  a  charge 
of  riot  and  unlawful  assembly,  and  two 
men  were  found  guilty  and  imprisoned 
for  a  month.     The  offence  was  one  of 
the  incidents  of  the  Plan  of  Campaign, 
the  accused  formed  part  of  a  disorderly 
crowd  engaged  in   hooting    the  agent 
of    Lord    Kenmare.     The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  quoted   from  a  newspaper 
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article,  but  the  newspaper  extract  from 
which  he  read  contained  only  the  evi- 
dence for  the  defence.  It  is  upon  the 
prosecution  of  **  corner  boys  "  and 
roughs  such  as  might  be  found  in  any 
town  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man founds  his  case.  These  cases 
have  really  nothing  to  do  with  the 
charge  against  the  Government,  and 
is  it  fair  or  right  to  bring  them 
forward  and  found  upon  them  a 
serious  charge  against  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockton  (Sir  Horace 
Davey),  of  whom  I  wish  to  speak  with 
the  respect  I  have  for  his  professional 
position,  commenced  his  speech  by  saying, 
"  I  am  not  going  to  make  charges  against 
the  Government  except  upon  evidence  I 
have  sifted  and  found  satisfactory ;  "  but 
what  did  he  do?  He  proceeded  to 
found  a  charge  against  the  GoTem- 
ment  upon  a  newspaper  extract,  the 
date  of  which  he  was  unable  to  fix,  and 
as  to  which  his  notion  of  the  locality  was 
vague.  However,  I  have  been  able  to 
identify  the  case.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  commented  severely  on  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  under  which, 
he  said,  one  man  was  convicted 
for  conspiracy  and  for  unlawful  as- 
sembly. He  argued  that  one  man 
cannot  make  a  conspiracy,  or  an  unlaw- 
ful assembly.  I  do  not  quarrel  with 
his  law.  But  on  examination  I  find 
that  the  man  was  proceeded  against,  not 
for  conspiracy  or  unlawful  assembly, 
but  for  intimidation.  What  was  done 
by  the  representative  of  the  Grown  was 
this,  out  of  a  number  of  cases  of  in- 
timidation one  man  was  selected  as 
having  been  guilty  of  the  most  in- 
timidatory  language,  and  he  only  was 
prosecuted.  This  was  the  entire 
foundation  for  this  charge  against  the 
administration  of  the  law,  a  charge 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  he  would  only  bring  on  sifted  and 
satisfactory  evidence. 

Me.  SHAW  -  LEFEVRE  :  Were 
there  not  fourteen  yoimg  men  actually 
charged  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN  :  Yes.  Fourteen  were 
charged  with  intimidation,  but  the 
prosecutor,  on  examining  the  evi- 
dence, found  that  by  far  the  greater 
part  of  the  intimidation  was  from 
one  man.  and  decided  to  proceed 
against  this  one  only.  This,  I  think, 
indicates  discretion  and  forbearance  on 
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the  part  of  the  proseontion.    Instead  of 
proceeding;    against    l3    comparatively 
innocent  men,  they  proceeded  against 
the  one  against  whom  the  charges  were 
more  grave,  and  he  was  convicted.  I  call 
attention  to  this  as  showing  the  reckless- 
ness of  the  charges  made  by  hon.  and 
learned    Gentlemen     whose     position 
should  afford  some  security  against  such 
attacks,  and  who  disclaim  any  intention 
of  making  a  charge  except  on  clear  and 
satisfactory     evidence.      Some     other 
matters  have  been  mentioned  in  debate 
to  which  I  ought  to  call  attention.     I 
have  to  mention  a    matter   to   which 
attention  was  called  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle. 
He  asked,  how  does  it  occur  that  Mr. 
O'Brien,  who  delivered  a  speech  on  the 
last  day  of  September  was  not  prose- 
cuted in  respect  to  that  speech  until  the 
month    of   January.      The   answer    is 
this ;  in  November,  last  year,  a  pledge 
was  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  ^e 
Leader  of  the  House,  that  no  Member 
should  be  proceeded  against  until  the 
expiration  of  the  discussion  on  tbe  Esti- 
mates.     Now,   it    will    be  within  the 
recollection  of  hon.  Members — the  pain- 
ful recollection,  perhaps — that  our  dis- 
cussions did  not  terminate  ui^til  Christ- 
mas Eve,  leaving  but  a  short  period  of 
time  before  the  re-assembling  of  Parlia- 
ment.   That  leaves  a  great  portion  of 
the  time  accounted  for.   Then  Christmas 
intervened,  and  then  a  prosecution  was 
instituted  in  January.     So  the  lapse  of 
time  from  the  giving  of  the  pledge  is 
accounted   for.     Surely  hon.  Members 
would    not   suggest    that   the    pledge 
given  should  have  been  violated  ?    If  it 
were  observed,  the   prosecution    could 
not  have  been  instituted  at  an  earlier 
time.     Two  or  three  statements  were 
made     by     the     hon.     Member      for 
Mayo,  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  that 
ought  to  be  dealt  with.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber read  a  statement  in  reference  to  the 
treatment  of  persons  imprisoned  for  com- 
plicity in  re&rence  to  the  Belfast  insur- 
ance frauds.    I  am  in  a  position  to  say, 
on  the  authority  of  the  Governor  of  the 
prison,  that  the  statement  is  entirely 
without  foundation. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  When  was  the  state- 
ment submitted  by  the  Governor  ? 
*Mr.   MADDEN:  This  question  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  point  which  I 
am  nuSang.    I  say  the  cfovemor  states 


that  the  statement  made  is  without 
foundation  in  fact.  Then  the  hon. 
Member  referred  to  the  exceptional 
treatment  of  another  prisoner,  a  Mr. 
White,  who  was  described  as  a  mag^is- 
trate.  I  have  to  state  that  this  man 
never  was  a  magristrate  at  all.  Why  was 
he  described  as  a  magistrate  ?  Was  it  to 
insinuate  that,  on  account  of  his  position, 
he  was  exempted  from  ordinary  prison 
discipline?  This  is  the  gravamen  of  your 
charge;  but  if  you  want  to  establish 
that  differences  in  treatment  are  made, 
you  must  prove  it  by  other  instances 
than  this. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  mav  be  allowed  to 
say  in  passing  that  I  stated  this  gen- 
tleman was  a  Magistrate,  not  laying  par- 
ticular  stress  upon  it,  but  to   indicate 
his  position  as    one  of    the    landlord 
class. 
«Mr.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 
usually  weighs  his  words.  nowever,now 
I  that  it  appears  that  the  person  in  ques- 
tion  was  not  a   magis^ate,  the   hon. 
Member    attaches    no    particular    im- 
portance to   the  statement.     He  never 
was  a  magistrate,  and,  further,  I  may 
say  he  was  under  infirmary  treatment 
suffering  from  a  serious  and  dangerous 
disease.     Such  is  the  case  brought  be- 
fore the  House  to   suggest  there  lias 
been  in  certain  cases  a  variation  from 
the  ordinary  prison  discipline.   I  am  not 
going  into   all  the    matters  of   detail 
which  have  been  referred  to.   Time  will 
not  allow  of  it ;  but  before  I  pass  from 
this  subject  I  would  venture  to  remind 
the  House  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  always  said  that 
he  was  ready  to  consider  as  an  important 
and  interesting  question  what  changes, 
if  any,  should  be  made  in  England  and 
Ireland  alike  in  the  treatment  of  differ- 
ent classes  of  prisoners,  but  that  mean- 
while the  existing  law  must  be  fairly 
enforced    by    the    Government.      The 
position  of  prisoners  undertheActof  1877 
is  regulated  by  Statute.    It  is  suggested 
that  the  Act  places  a  dispensing  power 
in  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Home 
Secretary,  enabling  him  to  say  that  this 
man  shaJl  be  treated  under  one  set  of 
ndes  with  leniency,  while  another  shall  be 
treated  with  the  utmost  vigour  of  disci- 
pline. There  is  no  such  position  occupied 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  Ireland,  or  tlie  Home  Seoretary 
in  England.  It  is  easy  to  contradict,  but 
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I  challenge  aapport  of  the  contradic- 
tion by  argument.  The  Priaons  Board 
can  nnder  a  section  of  that  Act 
make  rales  subject  to  the  sanction  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council,  and 
theae  rales  are  binding  on  the  Execu- 
tiTe,  when  made  with  the  sanction  of  the 
Priry  Council*  as  fully  as  if  they 
had  been  contained  in  the  Act  of 
1877.  It  is  not  in  the  power  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  or  the  Home  Secretary 
here  arbitrarily  to  depart  from  the  rules 
■o  made.  The  rules  may  be  right  or 
wrong,  but  until  they  are  altered  there 
is  no  power  to  depart  from  them.  Eaiiier 
in  this  discussion  attention  was  called  to 
the  force  and  violence  alleged  to  have 
been  used  in  enforcing  these  rules, 
and  it  has  been  said  if  a  prisoner  refuses 
to  wear  the  prison  clothes  he  should  be 
punished  according  to  the  nJes.  Now, 
there  are  certain  rules  that  cannot  be 
■o  enfiorced.  For  instance,  if  a  prisoner 
refioues  to  enter  his  oeU,  is  it  contended 
that  he  shall  be  deprived  of  his  or- 
dinary allowance  of  food  so  long 
as  he  refuses?  There  are  certain 
continuous  acts  of  non-performance 
against  which  you  cannot  enforce 
the  rules  by  a  continuous  deprivation  of 
food.  If  you  did  you  might  kill  the 
priaoner  in  enforcing  the  rule.  It  is  plain 
there  are  some  rules  compliance  with 
whidi  can  only  be  effectnaUy  enforced  by 
some  exercise  of  fotoe.  The  Amend- 
ment of  the  ri^it  hon.  Grentleman 
axraigns  the  admbustration  of  the  law 
in  Irdand,  becanse  he  says  it  deprives 
Irishmen  ol  their  rights.  That  isa  very 
strong  statement,  and  I  presume  it  be- 
longs to  that  class  ol  statements  as  those 
in  which  we  are  told  that  the  Crimes  Act 
created  new  crimes.  The  right  hon. 
Grentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  TjOthian 
in  a  letter  published  on  February  30, 
said  the  Tories  and  Dtsaentient  liberals 
thought  fit,  under  the  pretence  of 
legT^ating  against  crime,  to  pass  a 
law  having  practically  no  concesn 
with  crime  except  that  it  makes 
Ji^^Km^iw  liable  to  pottishment  for 
acts  of  exclusire  dealing,  which  same 
exclusive  dealing  is  pracds^jd  by  Tories 
in  England,  «>  thas  w:^^  a  crime  in  In^> 
land  which  was  not  ;i  cri=i«»  in  England. 
Further,  he  said  thas  Mr.  v>*Brten  was 
nroeecuted  for  thnMi^^tdng  to  d^^  what 
Frixnrose  Dunes  did  in  England.  Xv^w» 
the  statement  of  the  ri^ht  h^^tt.  G^tili^* 


man  is  that  we  passed  a  law  making  a 
new  crime — making  that  a  cxime  which 
is  not  a  crime  in  England.  He  i^^ies 
that  statement  to  the  proaeeutioa  in 
question. 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  No;  I  apply  it 
to  the  speech  of  counseL 
«Ma.  MADDEN:  Does  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  admit  that  all  these  proaeca- 
tions  for  conspiracy  are  fu*  ofliBnces 
which  would  be  crimes  in  fiigland? 
No,  he  does  not  admit  that ;  that  ia  the 
exact  point  i^n  which  we  difEar.  Witik 
one  solitary  exception,  the  principal 
cases  under  the  Grimes  Act  to  whidi 
I  have  referred  are  pioaecntioMS 
for  conspiracy.  Is  the  right  hdi. 
Gendeman  aware  that  under  the  sectioa 
under  which  in  certain  rlswses  of  cases 
jurisdiction  is  given  to  "Rewdent  Miagia- 
trates  to  deal  with  cases  of  cmnspiiai^, 
the  classes  of  conspiracy  are  defiiiad  as 
those  punishable  by  ordfaazj  Isw? 
Let  any  hon.  Member  get  up  ad  sliov 
that  under  this  section  of  ^e  Act  pn>> 
ceedings  can  be  taken  againal  aaj  par* 
sons  for  a  conspiracy  that  was  not  m- 
dieUble  by  Common  Law  before  &a  Act 
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when  Lore  Spencer  wm  in  Ireland  to  issae  theie 
notices  and  to  make  these  speeches  was  a 
punishable  offence,  and  what  was  more  it  was 
an  offence  which  was  punished  and  punished 
very  effectually.  But  hardly  was  Lord  Spencer 
out  of  office,  which  in  his  case  meant  power, 
for  I  see  no  distinction,  than  a  meeting  near 
some  evicted  farms  was  held  for  the  purpose  of 
intimidation,  a  meeting  which  Loid  Spencer 
had  forbidden  to  be  held,  was  held " 


It  must  be  satisfactory  to  the  right 
hon.  G-entleman  to  know  that-  he 
has  now  no  reason  to  apprehend 
the  dereliction  of  duty  that  he  then 
oondenmed.  I  have  now  to  refer 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Harrington.  It  has 
been  stated  that  the  Oourt  expressed  an 
opinion  that  Mr.  Harrington's  speech 
was  of  an  innocent  character.  Now, 
Mr.  Harrington  was  convicted  of  the 
offence  of  publishing  that  speech  as 
made  at  a  meeting  of  the  National 
League  ¥riththe  purpose  of  promotingthe 
objects  of  that  Association.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  called  attention  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  meeting 
was  held,  and  what  I  wish  to  point  out 
is  that  it  is  incorrect  to  say  the  Court 
pronounced  an  opinion  directly  or  in- 
directly upon  the  innocent  nature  of  the 
speech.  What  they  did  say  was  that 
there  was  no  proof  of  writing  to  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  other  than  me  pub- 
lication in  the  newspaper  that  the  meet- 
ing was  held  and  the  speech*knade  there. 

Mb.  B.  T.  KEID:  Was  there  any 
evidence  of  the  speech  having  been 
delivered  ? 

«Mb.  MADDEN:  There  was  the 
evidence  of  the  speech  afforded  by  its 
having  been  publisned  in  the  defendant's 
newspaper.  Mr.  Harrington  however 
was  not  convicted  on  a  charge  of  deliver- 
ing the  speech.  Of  course  to  support 
such  a  charge  there  should  have  been 
evidence  beyond  the  publication,  but  I 
am  meeting  the  distinct  statement  that 
the  hon.  Member  is  suffering  imprison- 
ment for  a  speech  the  Court  declared 
innocent.  That  is  not  a  fact.  The 
guilt  or  innocence  of  the  speech 
was  never  adjudicated  upon.  Of 
course  the  report  of  the  meeting  and 
the  danger  of  reporting  such  a  pro- 
ceeding under  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  case  were  before  the  Magistrate. 
Then  it  is  said  thia  was  a  vindictive 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Magis^ 
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trate,  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  accept 
that  statement.  I  would  call  attention 
to  two  circumstances  that  should  be 
borne  in  mind.  The  Magistrates  being 
of  opiaion  that  it  was  a  dangerous 
thing  under  the  circumstances  to  have 
these  notices  of  National  League  meet- 
ings published  in  the  paper,  offered 
not  to  punish  if  Mr.  Harrington  would 
give  an  undertaking  not  to  repeat  the 
offence.  That  may  have  been  wise 
or  foolish,  but  at  least  it  does  not  indi- 
cate the  existence  of  any  vindictive 
feeling.  In  the  next  place  I  want  to 
point  out  that  an  appeal  could  have 
been  taken  from  the  sentence  to  the 
County  Court  Judge,  and  these  County 
Court  Judges  are  as  independent 
of  the  Government  as  any  Judge  in 
England.  In  all  my  25  years'  ex- 
perience of  and  acquaintance  with  the 
traditions  of  the  Bar  I  never  heard  of  a 
County  Court  Judge  being  promoted  by 
the  Ministry.  [CHm  of  "O'Ha^an."] 
Lord  O'Hagan  resigned  his  chairman- 
ship, entered  Parliament,  and  became  a 
distinguished  Member  of  the  Legis- 
lature. 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  John  O'Hagan, 
not  Thomas. 

*  Mb.  MADDEN:  Mr.  John  O'Hagan 
was  not  a  County  Court  Judge,  he  had 
retired. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT:  He  was  pro- 
moted. 

*^Mb.  BiADDEN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  misinformed,  Mr. 
John  O'Hagan  was  not  a  County  Court 
Judge  when  he  was  made  a  Judge  of  the 
High  Court,  he  had  retired,  from  that 
position,  and  was  simply  a  practising 
Member  of  the  Bar,  not  only  technically 
and  legally,  but  absolutely  as  a  matter 
of  fact.  The  County  Court  Judges  are 
independent  of  the  Gx)vernment,  and 
there  is  no  gpround  for  suggesting  that 
services  were  rewarded  by  the  pro- 
motion of  a  County  Court  Judge  to 
the  Bench.  Then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
made  a  serious  charge  against  a 
Magistrate  for  refusing  to  state  a  case  on 
a  point  of  lawthat  the  Court  of  Exchequer 
decided  ought  to  be  argued.  I  only 
refer  to  it  to  show  how  he  is  mis- 
taken. 
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have  been  reversed  on  appeal.     What 
ground  is  there  for  the  statement  that 
the  administration  of  the  law  has  de- 
prived people  of  their  riehts  ?    What 
rights  have  been  assailed?    Do    hon. 
Members  claim  the  right  to   carry  on 
their  agrarian  policy  by  means  of  orime 
I by  what  in  England  would  be  re- 
Ma.  T.  M.  HEALY :  On  this  point  I  do  girded  as  criminal  conspiracy  ?    Doen 
not   hesitate   to   assert   the    hon.    and  ^i^ig  heoome  a  sacred  right  when  done  in 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Was  not  a  case 
applied  for  and  granted  after  it  had 
been  refused  ? 

*Mb.  madden  :  The  case  was  not  re- 
fused, upon  the  point  raised  in  the  Court 
of  Exchequer,  but  on  other  grounds. 


learned  Gentleman  is  mistaken. 

*Mr.  madden  :   I  must  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  he  will  have  full 
opportunity  of  replying  to  me.    Let  him 
show  what   was  the  point  upon  which 
the  Court  of  Exchequer  required  argu- 
ment.    The  suggestions   of  the    right 
hon.   Member  for  Newcastle  were  di- 
rected against  the  whole  administration 
of  the  law,  and  therefore  it  is  I  trouble 
the  House  with  this    matter.     He  at- 
tacked the  resident  magistrates  generally 
and  brought  forward  this  instance  as  an 
illustration,  he   said,  of   their  admini- 
stration.    I    must   say,   however,   that 
I  think,  as  compared  with  what  I  have 
observed     on     former    occasions,     the 
attacks  on   Resident    Magistrates    are 
now  less  violent.      I  congratulate   the 
House  on  the  fact  that  the  merits  of 
the  decisions  of  Resident  Magistrates 
seem  to  be  recognized  even   by  hon. 
Members  opposite.     How    can    it    be 
otherwise  when  we  see  the   results  of 
appeals?    My  right  hon.    Friend  has 
stated  that  the  percentage  of  success- 
ful   appeals     from    the    decisions     of 
Resident    Magistrates    is    only   eight. 
I    think   that   the    difference    in    the 
results  of  Crimes  Act  appeals,  as  com- 
pared with    those  under  the  ordinary 
law,  is    fully    accounted    for    by    one 
fact — that  the  Legislature  has    taken 
care  that  in  each  case  one  member  of 


the  interest  of  the  right  hon.  Ghentle- 
man  and  his  Friends  ?    I  ohaUenge  any 
lawyer  to  get  up  and  say  that  in  the  ease 
of  any  prosecution  for  conspiracy  the  Act 
of  1887  has  created  new  crimes,  or  de- 
prived men  of  the  exercise  of  what  in 
England  is  a  lawful  right.   No ;  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  has  deprived  no 
man  of  his  rights.  I  go  further,  and  claim 
for  it  that  it  has  restored  to  the  humblest 
man  in  Ireland  what  Englishmen  regard 
as  the  highest  right  of  all — the  right  of 
individuid  liberty,  the  right  of  every  man 
to  buy  from  whom  he  pleases,  to  sell  to 
whom  he  pleases,  to  hire  what  land  he 
pleases,  and  pay  what  rent  he  pleases. 
W  hen  these  rights  shall  be  fully  reatored 
to  every  man,  the  administration  of  the 
law  will   have    accomplished  its  task. 
I    submit    that    the    House    and    the 
country  will    approve  the  efforts — the 
honest    and    successful    efforts — ^whioh 
have  been  made  by  the  Gk>vemment  to- 
wards the  attainment  of  that  end,  the 
substitution  of  the  reign  of  law,  with  its 
needful     sanctions,     for     the     lawless 
coercion  which  has  so  long  destroyed  the 
liberty  and   paralyzed  the  energies  of 
Ireland. 


Mb.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central):  I  have  listened  with  great 
care  and  interest  to  the  speech  jost  de- 
livered, and  though  I  am  willing  to 
admit  it  was  characterized  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  usual  good  taste  and 
tone,  and  which  I  think  favourably  dis- 
tinguishes his  speeches  from  the  more 
aggressive  tone  of  those  of  the  Ohief 


the  Court  shall  be  a  gentleman  of  whose  Secretary,  yet  I  venture  to  think  {hat 


legal  knowledge  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
satisfied.  This  consideration  suggests 
itself  to  common  sense  as  accounting 
for  the  difference  in  the  two  classes  of 
Appeals,  and  the  fact  that  only  8  per  cent 
of  the  decisions  under  the  Crimes  Act 

Mr.  T.  Hf.  Healy 


speech  did  not  carry  the  case  of  the 
Government  one  step  beyond  where  it 
was  left  by  the  two  Members  of  the 
(Government  who  preceded  him. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
dealt  with  many  matters  of  detail  pat 
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before  the  House  by  hon.  Members  on 
this  side,  and  he  has  dealt  with  the 
question  of  the  treatment  of  political 
prisoners  to  some  extent,  and  upon  this 
subject  I  will  follow  him  later,  but  he 
has  not  attempted  to  gfrapple  with  the 
remarkable  speech  in  which  mj  right 
hon.  Friend  indicted  the  Oovemment 
administration  of  the  Ck>ercion  Act. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
travelled  over  much  of  the  ground  tra- 
versed by  the  Chief  Secretary,  and 
especially  in  reference  to  the  diminution 
in  the  practice  of  boycotting,  justifying 
that  paragraph  in  the  Address  to  which 
we  take  exception,  the  words  referring 
to  the  salutary  effects  of  the  Coercion 
Act.  If  the  statistics  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  quoted  as  to 
a  diminution  in  the  crime  of  boycotting 
are  to  be  relied  on — though,  for  my  own 
part,  I  feel  some  hesitation  in  accepting 
them  implicitly — but  assuming  they  are 
correct,  I  can  only  say  that  we  on  this 

flide  rejoice  at  such  a  diminution. 
But  it  must  be  permitted  to  us  to  believe 
that  that  is  not  due  mainly  or  even  in 
part  to  the  Coercion  Act.  but  is  due 
mainly  to  other  circumstances,  namely, 
improvement  in  agriculture,  the  great 
rise  in  agpricultural  prices,  and  other  cir- 
cumstances, among  which  undoubtedly 
the  passing  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1887  has  had  a  good  effect 
in  bringing  about  the  termination 
of  many  agrarian  disputes.  It  is  partly 
due  also  to  combinations  of  tenants  hav- 
ing in  many  instances  closed  disputes 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  where 
this  has  been  the  case  the  districts  in 
which  such  disputes  existed  have  become 
quiet  and  boycotting  has  come  to  an 
end.  No  doubt  also  it  is  partly  due,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  said  in  his 
remarkable  speech,  to  the  conscious- 
ness on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people 
that  a  large  proportion  of  the  people 
of  England  sympathize  ¥rith  them,  and  are 
prepared  to  consider  and  redress  their 
grievances.  To  these  causes,  rather 
than  to  the  operation  of  the  Coercion 
Actywe  attribute  the  improvement,  and,  if 
time  permitted,  I  could  show  historically 
that  m  no  previoui  instance  has  a  Coer- 


cion Act  reduced  crime,  but  it  has  rather 
had  a  reverse  effect.    It  would  be  more 
to  the  point  if  the  Oovemment  could 
show  there  has  been  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  prosecutions  under  the  Act. 
On  that  we  have  no  statistics  given  us, 
but  it  is  a  well-known  fact  that  during 
the  last  two  months,  and  since  the  close 
of  last  Session,  there  have  been  a  greater 
number  of  cases  under  the  Act  than  in 
any  previous  period  of  the  same  length 
of  time.      I  need    only  refer  to    the 
number  of  Members  of  Parliament  sent 
to  prison  or  convicted    and  awaiting 
appeal.      Probably  the  result  of    the 
appeals  will  be  that  a  vast  number  of 
convicted  men  will  be  sent  to  prison. 
Now  there  are  a  few  cases  under  that 
head  which  I  should  like  to  bring  to  the 
attention  of  the  House.     The  hon.  and 
learned    Member  has  alluded    among 
other  cases  to  one  at  Pilltown,  in  County 
Kilkenny  ;  but  his  account  of  the  facts 
has  been  inadequate  even  to  the  point 
of  misrepresentation.     The  truth  of  the 
matter    is    that    14   young   men    were 
charg^  with  shouting  **  grabber  "  out- 
side the  house  of  a  man  named  Power. 
Power,   for  refusing  to   give  evidence 
against   the  men,    was  committed   for 
eight   days,    and  it  is  no  wonder  that 
he  said  he  had  suffered  more  from  the 
police  than  firom  the  people.     The  case 
against  the   14  youns  men    was  ad- 
journed ;  but  Power  still  refused  to  give 
evidence.     For  want  of  evidence  13  of 
the  youne  men  were  dismissed ;  but  the 
fourteenth  was  called  upon  to  find  bail 
for  his  good  behaviour,  and  on  refusing 
was  sent  to  prison  for  six  months.      It 
seems  to  me  that  this  man  who  was  con- 
victed suffered  great  hardship ;  but  this 
is  only  one  illustration  of   the  way  in 
which  the  Coercion  Act  is  administered 
at  the  present  time  in  Ireland.  Another 
case  occurred  on    January    29,    when 
seven  men  at  Dundalk  were  tried  for 
illegal  meeting.  The  evidence  consisted 
in  proving  them  to  have  shouted  in  the 
streets,  **  We  are  the  men  of  *98,  Young 
Irelanders."    Their  own  story  was  that 
they  were  singing  a  well-known  song. 
They  were  sentenced  to  three  months' 
imprisonment,    which,    whether    their 
story  was  true  or  not,  was  a  severe 
punishment,  and  shows  the  harsh  state 
of  thinffs  now  existing  in  Ireland.  Again, 
in  the  oeginning  of  February,  31  young 
men  in  two  batdiee  were  lummoned  for 
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iliugttl  met) ting  at  VValeifoid,  the  only 
eyidence  being  that  they  had  groaned  at 
the  police.    They  were  called  upon  to 

five  bail  for  their  good  conduct,  under  a 
tatute  of  Edward  III.,  and  on  refusing 
were  sent  to  prison  for  three  months. 
Another  case  occurred  at  Waterford  a 
few  days  later  in  September,  where  13 
young  men  were  prosecuted  for  attend- 
ing a  procession  held  in  honour  of  the 
so-called  Manchester  martyrs.  There 
was  a  demonstration  on  their  being  con- 
ducted to  gaol,  and  on  February  20, 
20  other  men  were  dragged  from  their 
beds  after  midnight  and  prosecuted 
next  day  for  taking  part  in  this  demon- 
stration. This  case  is  not  yet  finally 
settled.  Then  there  is  yet  another  case 
— that  at  Killinane,  Go.  Limerick,  where 
Michael  Kelly,  secretary  of  the  local 
branch  of  the  National  League,  was 
charged  with  intimidation  towards  John 
Kelly,  with  a  view  to  cause  him  to  do 
an  act  which  he  had  a  legal  right  to 
abstain  from  doing — namely,  attend  a 
meeting  of  the  Glencoe  branch  of  the 
League.  There  was  a  dispute  between 
John  Kelly  and  Mrs.  O'Donnell,  which 
had  been  referred  to  the  Arbitration  of 
the  League.  The  League  decided  in 
favour  of  Mrs.  O'Donnell,  and  John 
Kelly  refused  to  cany  out  Uie  arrange- 
ment. Then  Michael  Kelly  wrote  this 
letter  to  John  Kelly — 

*'I  am  directed  by  a  Committee  of  this 
branch  to  inform  you  that  a  Reaolation  adopted 
Vy  them  some  time  ago  condenming  your  action 
in  respect  of  Mrs.  0*I)onnell,  will  be  sent  to  the 
surrounding  branches  if  you  fail  to  put  in  an 
appearance  next  Sunday  at  the  meeting  of  the 
same.'* 

For  this,  the  Secretary  of  the  League  was 
convicted  and  sentenced  to  two  months' 
imprisonment.  These  cases  fully  and  com- 
pletely prove  the  harshness  with  which 
the  Coercion  Act  has  been  carried  out  in 
Lreland.  ^  They  are  cases  in  which  no 
English  jury  would  ever  convict.  And 
the  main  point  of  the  Coercion  Act  is 
the  withdrawal  of  such  cases  from  the 
juries.  The  Chief  Secretary  has  asked 
in  what  way  the  liberty  of  the  subject 
has  been  violated,  and  the  reply  is,  Chat 
the  right  of  Irishmen  to  trial  by  jury 
has  been  violated,  and  is  being  violated 
every  hour  and  every  day.  I  have  more 
than  once  declared  that  all  the  prose- 
cutions taking  place  under  the  (^mes 
Act  may  be  traced  directly  or  indirectly 
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to  some  dispute  existing  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  My  conviction  is  that 
nothing  would  be  easier  than  for  the 
Government  to  get  rid  of  all  the  cases 
under  the  Coercion  Act  and  dear  away 
the  existing  disputes  between  the  land- 
lords and  tenants  by  a  slight  modifica- 
tion of  the  Act  of  1887.  It  is  sur- 
prising to  see  how  many  oases  arise  out 
of  a  single  dispute.  In  the  case  of  Lord 
Clanricarde  no  fewer  than  170  prosecu- 
tions have  taken  place,  and  140  persons 
have  been  sent  to  gaol.  In  the  case  of 
Lord  Massereene,  54  persons  have 
found  their  way  to  gaol ;  and  in  the 
case  of  Captain  Vandeleur,  41  persons 
have  been  imprisoned.  Oil  the  estate 
where  Inspector  Martin  met  his  dea^, 
98  convictions  occurred.  These  figures 
can  be  connected  directly  or  indirectly 
with  the  remaining  disputes  between 
landlords  and  tenants,  il  the  Qovem- 
ment  would  deal  with  the  subject  in 
accordance  with  the  demands  of  the 
Irish  people  as  put  forward  by  their 
Bepresentatives,  all  these  disputes  might 
be  cleared  away,  and  all  necessi^  for 
prosecutions  under  the  Crimes  Act  be  at 
an  end.  It  appears  to  be  one  of  the 
cardinal  points  of  the  policy  of  the 
presentCluef  Secretary  notto  listen  to  the 
demands  of  the  Irish  Bepresentatives. 
This  is  quite  conspicuous  both  in  legis- 
lation and  administration.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  during  the  past  two 
years  never  made  a  concession  of  im- 

fortance  to  Irish  opinion.  What  the 
rish  Members  have  demanded  he  has 
rejected  and  refused;  and  what  they 
most  hate  he  has  thrust  upon  them. 
Any  concessions  he  has  made  have  been 
to  the  Liberal  Unionist  MemberS|  in 
order  to  keep  the  Government  in  power, 
as  waa  avowedly  stated  by  the  frime 
Minister.  It  is  not  only  a  question  of 
policy  but  one  of  demeanour  ^wrf 
speech,  and  the  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  m  the  House  of 
Commons  and  on  the  public  platform 
have  been  uniformly  in  contempt  of  Irish 
opinion  and  the  wishes  and  views  of  the 
Irish  Members  of  this  House.  I  venture, 
further,  to  say  that  from  the  time  of  the 
Union  to  the  present  day  there  has 
never  been  a  Chief  Secretary  who  has 
carried  this  policy  and  principle  to  the 
same  extent  as  the  present  Ofaief 
Secretary.  The  only  Chief  Secretary 
that  at  all  compares  with  him 
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that  period  in  the  oontempt  which  he 
exhibits  for  Irish  opinion,  and  in  the 
manner  in  which  he  deals  with  Irish 
questions,  is  Mr.  Stanley  in  1832 ;  and 
we  all  know  now  that  Mr.  Stanley 
brought  down  the  Government  of  Lord 
Grey.  I  have  little  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  same  result  will  be  the  outcome 
of  the  attitude  and  policy  of  the  present 
Chief  Secretary  in  connection  with  this 
Government.  The  fact  is  there  are  only 
two  ways  of  governing  Ireland  under 
the  Act  of  Union  consistently  with  the 
maintenance  of  that  Act.  The  first  is  to 
govern  Ireland  as  we  have  governed 
ScoUand — bv  deferring  to  the  views 
and  the  wishes  of  the  Scottish  people 
on  matters  of  legislation  purely  affect- 
ing that  country.  The  other  way  is  to 
treat  Ireland  as  an  integral  part  of 
England — as  an  English  county — and  to 
give  it  equal  rights  and  privileges  with 
the  rest  of  the  Siglish  people.  But  the 
policy  of  the  present  Government  and 
of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  has  been 
to  adopt  neither  of  those  courses.  He 
has  treated  Ireland  as  if  it  were  a 
Crown  Colony,  and  as  if  its  Representa- 
tives were  not  entitled  to  be  listened  to, 
nor  has  any  deference  paid  to  them ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  logical 
conclusion  of  that  Policy  would 
be  to  get  rid  of  the  Irish  Members 
from  this  House  altogether,  and 
to  treat  Ireland  precisely  as  if 
it  were  a  Crown  Colony.  I  say  that 
that  is  a  policy  which  cannot  be  success- 
ful, and  that  as  time  goes  on  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  find  it  more  and  more 
impossible  to  carry  out  a  policy  of  that 
kind.  I  would  illustrate  tnis  particular 
policy  by  the  treatment  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  accorded  to  the  Irish 
Members  in  respect  to  prosecutions 
under  the  Coercion  Act.  But  if  I  refer 
to  the  treatment  of  Irish  Members  it 
must  not  be  supposed  that  I  confine 
my  observations  solely  to  them.  There 
are  many  others  in  Ireland,  persons  of 
all  stations  and  degrees — priests,  editors, 
merchants,  farmers,  and  peasants — who 
have  all  been  treated  in  the  same  man- 
ner under  the  Coercion  Act.  In  my 
opinion,  they  are  all  entitled  to  equal 
treatment,  but  we  contend  that  in  cases 
purely  political  in  their  character  they 
ought  not  to  be  treated  as  common 
criminals.  No  one  can  doubt  that  the 
Irish    Members  in  prison   have    been 


actuated  by  purely  political  motives. 
Out  of  24  Irish  Members  who  have 
been  prosecuted  and  convicted  under 
the  Coercion  Act,  only  two  have  escaped 
being  treated  as  common  criminals.  In 
my  judgment,  they  have  all  been  con- 
victed of  offences  which  are  not  crimes 
according  to  the  English  Law,  of 
offences  which  a  jury  m  the  United 
Kingdom  would  not  have  visited  with  a 
conviction.  These  gentlemen  have  been 
oonvictedof  offences  committed  for  politi- 
cal motives  alone,  and  in  cases  where  they 
have  acted  for  the  most  part  under  the 
firm  belief  that  their,  position  as  repre- 
sentatives called  upon  them  to  speak 
and  take  the  course  they  pursued — that 
of  advocating  the  cause  of  the  weak 
against  the  strong.  I  venture  to  say 
that  in  no  other  country  in  Europe 
would  offenders  of  this  kind  be  treated 
as  common  criminals.  These  gentlemen 
have  been  convicted  of  offences  which 
should  be  placed  in  the  category  of 
sedition  and  seditious  libel,  and  persons 
convicted  of  those  offences  are  treated 
by  law  as  first-class  misdemeaDants.  I 
am  rather  inclined  to  think  that  if  these 
persons  could  have  been  tried  at  all  in 
England,  they  could  only  have  been  tried 
for  seditious  libel.  That  is,  perhaps,  a 
matter  of  law,  but  I  have  consulted  an 
able  lawyer  on  the  point,  and  he  has  in- 
formed me  that  if  Mr.  O'Brien  could 
have  been  tried  in  England  it  would 
only  have  been  for  seditious  libel.  The 
only  parallel  case  in  England  to  that  of 
Mr.  O'Brien  was  that  of  Cobbett  in  1831, 
tried  by  Mr.  Justice  Denman.  Besides, 
the  majority  of  Irish  County  Court 
Judges  who  have  dealt  with  these  cases 
have  directed  that  the  offenders  shall 
be  treated  as  first-class  misdemeanants. 
I  may  quote  in  this  connection  the  judg- 
ment of  Mr.  O'Connor  Morris — one  of 
the  ablest  County  Court  Judges  in  Ire- 
land— in  the  case  of  Mr.  Patrick 
O'Brien.    Mr.  O'Connor  Morris  said — 

**  I  do  not  think  I  in  any  way  exceed  my 
powers  when  I  exempt  these  gentlemen  from 
the  hanh  degradation  of  the  oromoary  prisoner. 
In  oases  of  MdiUon  the  Act  prescribes  that  the 
accused  shall  be  treated  as  first-class  misde- 
meanants. The  cases  before  me  approach  more 
nearly  to  sedition  than  anything  else.  We 
cannot  shot  oar  eyes  to  the  fact  that  these 
meetings  are  incidents  of  a  ^reat  secret  move- 
ment that  is  taking  place  in  this  country ,  which  is 
very  grave  and  very  deeply  to  be  lamenied.  But 
the  offences  of  Mr.  F,  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Hayden 


are  not  to  ba  clasaed  as  infamoua  Crimea  or  dia- 
nacefal  crimes,  that  carry  with  them  the 
detettatioii  and  abhorrence  of  nmnbmd." 


That  is  tbe  oammon -sense  view  of  the 
matter,  and  ought  to  commend  itself  to 
every  other  judge  who  deals  with  these 
cases.  Why  is  it  that  the  Gesident  Magis- 
trates have  not  followed  in  every  case 
which  has  oome  before  them  the  sug^gee- 
tion  of  the  County  Court  Judges,  but 
have  instead  sentenced  these  offenders 
to  be  treated  as  common  criminals  ?  I 
have  no  doubt  that  the  cause  is  the  Chief 
Secretary.  I  liold  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  directly  responsible  fut  the 
action  of  the  Resident  Magistrates  in 
ronvictin^  these  men,  and  in  sentencing 
them  as  common  criminals.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  it  was  the  language  used  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  and  out  of 
the  House,  and  the  utterances  of  his 
Chief  (Lord  Salisbury)  on  the  public 
platform  that  gave  the  cue  to  the  Sesi- 
dent  Magistrates  to  impose  sentences  in 
this  way.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
has     never     risen     to     speak    without 

Sstifving  the  treatment  of  these  hon. 
embers  as  common  criminals.  That 
has  been  the  uniform  practice.  He  has 
said  two  or  three  tiihes  in  this  House 
that  nothing  would  induce  him  tor  a 
moment  to  consent  to  those  men  being 
treated  differently  to  common  oriminala 
under  the  ordinary  law. 

Thb  CHIEF  SECRBTAET  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Baijoub.  Man- 
chester, E.] :  My  statement  was  that 
I  would  never  consent,  on  my  own 
authority,  to  modify  a  seatence  passed  on 
an  hon.  Member  byacompetent  tribun  al 


Me.      SHAW-LEFEVRE  : 
undertake    to    look 


I     wiU 
Lord 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  etil^ 
jpeaking  at  5.30  when,  by  the  rules  o' 
the  House,  the  debate  stood  adjoomed. 

3fO  TI  0N8. 


PA&LIAHKirrABT    KLI'.OT 
On  Motion  of  Hr.  Howell,  Bill  to  oc 
mpltfy,  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Par- 
liamentary Electiona :   and  for  other  pniposH 
relating  thereto,  ordered  to  be  brooght  in  bf 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Kckew- 
gill,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton,   Hr.  Fenwiok,  Dr. 
Hnntar,    Hr.   Warmington,  and  Hr.    Boweo 
Bowlands. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  finttame.  [Bill  ISI.] 


ALLOTMEIfTS    A.UT    (1887) 

(mo.   2)  BILI.. 

On  Motion  of  Major  Bafloh,   Bill  to  amcod 

"The  Allotments  Act,  1SS7,"   ordered  to  b* 

brought  in  by  Major  Baach  and  Hr.  Stwy- 

Maakelyne. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  timo.  [BiU  111.] 

UBTBOFOIJTAK   UARESTB   BOX. 

On  Uotion  of  Mr.  Sydney  Bnzton,  Bill  to 
enable  the  London  County  Coonoil  to  establiili 
Harketa,  tmd  to  acquire  existiiig  Uatket  rigbti, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  TAi.  Sydney  Bai- 
ton,  Mr.  Canaton,  Mr.  Crenvar,  Hr.  Howdl, 
Ur.  lAweoit,  Mr.  Montagu,  Hr.  Oatavina  T. 
Morgan,  Mr,  James  Rofflaada,  and  Hr.  Jibm 
Stuart. 

Bill  preeeated,  and  read  flnt  time.  [BiD  lit.] 

HOUSING     0?     THB     WOBKIHQ     OLiMn 
(lONDOH)  BIU.. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Bill  to  facjli- 


Salisbury  has  also  justified  the  treat-  '  tate  the  bettor  nouabg  nF  the  Wnrking  CIum 
ment  of  political  prisoners  as  common  in  London,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr. 
criminals,  and  tbe  noble  Lord  is  an- !  Bobert  Baid,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  and  Mr.  Hydo^ 
swerable,i]i  my  opinion,  to  a  large  extent '  Bnxton. 

fortheaotionofthaResidentMagistrateB.  '  BiU  presented,  and  read  llrtttjine.  [Bill  l** 
Lord  Salisbury  gibed  and  scoffed  at  the  ; 

tish  Members  in  prison,  and  declared  pitt.!  tn  pptiti.iw* 
that  be  considered  their  conduct  worse  PUBLIC  PEIITIONS. 
than  that  of   criminals   who   had  been  I     Ordered,  That  a  Select  C  

spoke  of  the  effeminate  and  maudlin  1 P****"*'"  P"       *"    *"  "*•  Hm 

doctrine    with    respect  to     political  { *^  ezoept 
prisouers.  Y4t«  BQla; 

hr.  ShtHii'Lt/Btrr* 
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oleumty  and  prepare    abstracts  of  the  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  aJso 

same,  in  such  form  and  manner  as  shall  ^i^h  to  put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon. 

appear  to  them  best  suited  to  convey  to  <^ejitleman      Immediately   before   the 

^/^*^TT           „          .  ..L     .  ^         ^.  rising    of   the    House    yesterday,   the 

the  House  all  requisite  information  re-  Home  Secretary,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 

specting  their  contents,  and  do  report  and  learned  Member  for  West  Ham 
the  same  from  time  to  time  to  the  (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton),  said  that  the  war- 
House  ;  and  that  the  reports  of  the  '^^^  issued  by  the  Commission  Court  was 
Committee  do  set  forth  the  number  of  not  brought  to  Scotland  Ywd  by  Messrs. 
^  1.  -o  x«  •  1  •  Lewis  till  a  quarter-past  six  o  clock  ; 
signatures  to  each  Petition  only  in  re-  ^i^^t  therefore,  until  that  hour,  the 
speet  to  those  signatures  to  which  ad-  police  could  not  possibly  take  any  steps 
dresses  are  affixed:— And  that  such  for  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Pigott;  and  that 
Committee  have  power  to  direct  the  immediately  the  warrant  was  received 
printing  in  exUmo  of  such  Petitions,  or  «^«7  «t«P  ^\^^  was  possible  was  taken 
%  Z  ^  M  ^  x-x-  I  11  ^y  telegraphing  to  the  ports  and  by 
of  such  parts  of  Petitions,  as  shall  employing  persons  to  watch  at  all  rail - 
appear  to  require  it :— And  that  such  way  stations.  That  statement  had  re- 
Committee  have  power  to  report  their  lation  only  to  the  warrant  issued  by  the 
opinion  and  observations  thereupon  to  Judg®.  under  which  no  proceeding  for 
the  House  extradition  could  be  founded.  I  therefore 

ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  no-  ^«  ^;^  f,^f«/  ^^«^  ^?  °^*^?  **^^*  ****^- 

.     ^,     ^„.     ,rit.i      -ra     x»r  ment,    that   informations    for    penury 

minated  of— Sir  Charles  Forster,  Mr.  ^^^^^^  ^r.  Pigott  were  sworn  at  Bow 

William  Lowther,  Mr.  Cavendish  Ben-  Street  yesterday  by  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr. 
tinck,  Mr.  Hugh  Elliot,  Colonel  Bridge*  Lewis,  Mr.  Labouchere,  and  Mr.  Camp- 
man,      Mr.     Donald      Crawford,     Mr.  ^^11,  and  that  a  few  minutes  before  four 

Mulholland.  Viscount  Lymington,   Mr.  ^'^^?^^  ]^'  ^?^«,?*^  ^^"?^  *  ^*/!f"J 

.       «j.      w  T              XK      m     n  against  Mr.  Pigott  for  perjury,  and  that 

Wiggin,    Mr.    M'Lagan,     Mr.    T.    P.  instantly  that  warrant  was  put  into  the 

O'Connor,  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  Mr.  hands  of  an  Inspector  of  the  Metro- 

Hanbury-Traoy,  Sir  Bobert  Fowler,  and  politan  Police ;  and  will  the  right  hon. 

Mr.  Justin  Huntly  McCarthy.  Gentleman  endeavour  to  reconcile  his 

statement  with  those  facts  ?    I  also  ask 
Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum,  whether,  yesterday  or  last    night  the 
C8ir  Charles  Forster).  Government  took  any  step  to  communi- 
cate with  their  agents  in  France,  or  in 
other  parts  of  the  Continent,  or  adopted 
PERSONAL  PBOPBRTY  EXEMPTION  BILL.  any  moasurcs  to   secure  the  arrest  of 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Bill  ^""^  ^^g^"  0^*«<i«  «^^*^«  ^""^^^  ^^^8^- 

to   provide   for   the   exemption    of    Personal  ^,^°^\^    *f^'    ^T^""^'    whether   any 

Property  (to  a  limited  amount)  from  seizure  or  ^teps   have    been   token    to  obtam  the 

,/,     ,               ^j^vv       v*  extradition  of  Mr.  Figott,  and,  pending 

.ale  under  1^  prooe«,  ordered  to  be  brought  j^^  extradition,  to  fil  his  whweabouts 

.„  by  Mr.  Etoinnd  Robertaon.   Mr.  Hunter,  ^^  ^^^^j^  ^.^  movementa? 
Mr.  Picton,  and  Mr.  M*Ewan. 

BiU  pr«.ent«i.  «id  read  firrt  time.  [Bm  136.]  ^j^  SECEETAHY  01    STATE   FOE 

THE    SPECIAL    COMMISSION-  "^    ^OME     DEPAKTMENT^  (Mr 

QUESTIONS  Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :   When  I 

made  the  statement  at  the  rising  of  the 

On  the  question  that  the  House  do  House  last  night,  I  was  only  aware  of 

now  adjourn,  ^e  warrant  which  had  reached  Scotland 

Mr.  T.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) :  I  ^^^  *^  ^^®  ^°^®  ^  ^*°'®^-  ^^^  ^^  ''"^ 

wish  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  whether  ^^9ae  that  the  Bow  Street  warrant  had 

he  can  g^ve  any  further  information  as  been  issued.  Itisquitetrue  that  between 

to  Mr.  Pigott?  half -past  four  and  five  o'clock  yesterday 
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a  warrant — I  think  for  forgery,  which 
I  believe  to  be  an  extraditable  offence 
— was  issued  from  Bow  Street  police- 
court  by  Mr.  Vaughan.  It  was  given 
to  the  inspector  on  duty  at  the  court, 
and  was  instantly  acted  on  by  him,  in 
the  ordinary  course,  without  communi- 
cating with  head-quarters.  It  had  not, 
therefore,  reached  Scotland  Yard  at  the 
time  I  spoke  last  night,  and  I  knew  no- 
thing of  it.  As  to  telegraphic  communi- 
cation with  France,  I  have  already  stated 
that  telegrams  were  last  night  addressed 
to  all  the  agents  of  the  police,  not  only 
in  France,  but  to  all  foreign  stations,  as 
to  Mr.  Pigott's  whereabouts.  As  to  the 
steps  which  have  been  taken  to- day,  I 
have  received  no  information  in  addi- 
tion to  what  I  stated  this  morning — 
namely,  that  the  ordinary  steps  have 
been  taken  at  the  Home  Office,  and  that 
the  Home  Office  officials  have  been  them- 
selves in  ooDununication  with  the  Foreign 
Office  in  order  to  obtain  extradition  from 
the  French  Government. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  whether,  pending  the 
possible  extradition  of  Pigott,  steps  are 
being  taken  to  fix  his  whereabouts  and 
to  keep  him  in  view. 


Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  I  had 
better  not  go  into  that  subject.  The 
police  are  taking  the  usual  course.  I  may 
say  that  my  impression  is  that  forgery 
is  extraditable,  but  not  perjury. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  May 
I  ask  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  perjury  was  an  extraditable  offence  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  My  impression 
is  that  forgery  is  an  extraditable  offence, 
but  not  perjury. 

Mr.  CONYBEAKE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  In  the  absence  of  the  Attorney 
General,   I    beg    to    ask    the  Solicitor 

Mr,  MaUhw9 


General  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Timet  is  still  selling  its  pamphlets  called 
"  Pamellism  and  Crime,"  and  how  long 
after  what  is  called  the  apology  of  this 
morning  it  is  going  to  disseminate  these 
forgeries  ? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (SirE. 
Clabke,  Plymouth) :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation whatever  with  regard  to  that 
subject. 

Mb.  T.  HEALY:  I  ask  your  per- 
mission, Mr.  Speaker,  to  give  notiee 
that  to-morrow,  if  the  Gt>vemni6nt  ean 
give  us  no  information  with  regard  to 
Pigott,  I  will  ask  Her  Majesty's  Post- 
master-General at  what  hour  the  tele- 
grams were  sent  out  from  Scotland 
Yard  last  night. 

IRELAND— IMPRISONMENT    OF     MR. 
CAREW,  M.P. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  a  Question  on  another  sab- 
ject.  As  an  action  for  alleg^  slander 
has  been  brought  by  a  Besident  Magis- 
trate against  Mr.  Carew,  who  is  now  In 
prison  at  Kilkenny,  and  as  an  applica- 
tion has  been  made  to  the  Prisons  Boaid 
for  his  removal  to  Dublin  Prison  to 
enable  him  to  consult  his  legal  adviser, 
which  application  has  been  refused,  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  the  Government 
will  give  directions  to  the  Prisons  Board 
to  comply  with  that  reasonable  request, 
so  as  to  prevent  the  public  from  ocm- 
cluding  that  it  is  intended  to  load  the 
dice  against  Mr.  Carew  in  the  Oivil 
Courts? 

Thb  80LICIT0B  GENERAL  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  will  inquire  into  the  matter 
at  once,  and  see  how  it  stands. 

Home  adjourned  at  a  quarter  befav* 

Six  o'clock. 
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LAND  TRANSFER  BILL.— (No  8.) 

SBOOHD  BSASIKa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tbe  Second  Bead* 
ing,  rwd. 

*Thi  LOHD  CHANOELLOB  (Lwd 
Halsbubt),  in  moving  the  seoond  read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  said :  tKj  Lords,  aA  I 
explained  to  tout  Lordships  in  moring 
the  first  reading  of  this  Bill,  it  is  the 
same  Bill  as  that  which  was  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee  last  Session,  and 
proceeded  with  down  to  Section  54.  I 
now  ask  jonr  Lordships  to  read  the  Bill 
a  seoond  time,  in  order  that  it  may  be 
referred  back  to  the  Select  Committee. 

Hored,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
2>."— (7%#  Lord  Chantttlor.) 

•LoBO  STANLEY  or  ALDEBLET : 
Hy  Lords,  yonr  Lordships  are  pro* 
bably  aware  from  the  newspapers  that 
the  Lord  Chanoellor  on  the  let  of 
January  issued  new  Rules  fbr  the 
registration  of  land  under  Lord  Gaims's 
Act  of  187s,  and  for  this  purpose 
made  use  of  the  Ordnance  maps.  I 
have  been  to  the  office  of  the  Land 
Begistry,  and  I  leam  that  the  new  Bules 
are  working  well,  and  that  a  very  &ir 
amount  of  business  has  been  done  oon- 
sideriog  the  abort  time  that  has  passed 
since  the  new  Bules  were  issued.  The 
Ordnaooenupe  for  the  whole  of  Engli 
are  not  yet  published,  but  I  have  been 
informed  that,  notwithstaading  this,  the 
head  of  the  Ordnance  Snrrey  is  pre' 
VOL.  OOOXXXHI.     [thiss  ekbiu.] 


pared  to  gire  maps  for  anyplace  for' 
which  registration  is  required.  I  hope 
that  under  the  circumstanoes  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  will 
give  sufficient  time  for  this  experiment 
to  work,  and  for  its  effects  to  be  ob- 
served ;  and  that  he  will  not,  except  in 
case  of  sales,  insist  upon  compulsory 
registration,  which  would  be  very  bur- 
densome to  all,  and  especially  to  those 
owners   who  had  no   occasion  to    deal 

ith  their  property,  or  no  intention  of 
selling  it. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  referred  to  a  Select  Com* 
mittee. 

LDSACY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL — 

(No.  e.) 

(Tkt  Lard  ChttnecUor.) 
SECOND  BEADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading,  read. 

The  LOED  CHANOELLOB 
(Lord  Halsbdry)  :  My  Lords,  in  mov- 
ing the  Second  Beading  of  this  BUI,  I 
need  trouble  the  House  with  only  afew 
observations.  The  Bill  was  passed  in 
your  Ijordehips'  House  in  1883,  in 
IH^i),  in  1887,  and  again  in  last  year. 
It  ia  unnecessary,  therefore,  for  me  on 
this  occasion  to  discnas  the  main  provi- 
of  the  measure.     There  appearsto 


e  some  matters  v 


1  which  there  ie  a 


ditlerence  of  opinion  ;  but  your  Lord- 
siiipa  will  no  doubt  feel  that  those 
mattare  will  be  better  discussed  when  we 
arc  in  Committee  on  the  Bill.  My 
Lords,  I  move  the  Second  Beading  of 
the  BUI. 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read 
I  •l\"~<^The  Lord  Chanetllor.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  BiU  read  i*  ac- 

r'lmgly. 


551 


E$form  of  the 


{LORDS} 


Souse  of  Lords. 


552 


REFORM  OF  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

QUESTIOy.        OBSERVATIONS. 

*The  Earl  of  OAKNARVON,  in  ris- 
ingr  to  ask  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  submit 
to  Parliament  any  measure  for  restrain- 
in  cr  unworthy  Members  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  from  voting  or  takins: 
-nart  in  its  proceedings,  said:  My 
Lords,  it  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
vour  Lordships  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  last  year  introduced 
two  Bills  dealing  with  this  subject.  The 
first  Bill  was  mainly  concerned  in  giving 
the  Crown  a  power  to  appoint  Life 
Peers.  It  would  be  a  stretch  of  imagi- 
nation to  say  that  that  Bill  met  with 
any  very  enthusiastic  welcome  from 
vour  Lordships ;  and,  though  my  noble 
Triend  introduced  the  Bill,  I  doubt 
whether  he  was  himself  a  very  keen 
supporter  of  it.  However,  that  Bill  has 
paused  away,  and  I  do  not  propose  on 
iMa  occasion  to  disturb  its  rest.  There 
was  a  second  Bill,  and,  in  my  opinion,  a 
more  valuable  one  which  accompanied 
it,  which  I  might  briefly  express  by 
saying  that  it  was  a  measure  intended 
for  the  purification  of  this  House.  My 
Lords,  the  object  of  that  Bill.  I  think, 
was  a  verv  valuable  one.  My  noble 
Friend  will  do  me  the  justice  to  re- 
member that  for  years  past  I  have 
always  desired  to  see  some  such  Bill 
introduced,  and  though  I  am  not  quite 
clear  that  the  machinery  proposed  by 
that  Bill  was  all  that  could  have  been 
desired,  vet  the  object  of  it  was  one 
upon  which  I  think  there  was  no  dif- 
ference of  opinion  expressed  in  this 
House,  and  on«  in  which  I  certainly 
fully  and  entirely  concur.  Your  Lord- 
shipn  will  remf^mber  that  it  was  late  in 
the  Session  :  that  we  had  a  considerable 
debate  in  this  House,  and  many  im- 
portant speeches  were  made,  and  the 
Bill.  I  think,  passed  through  the  second 
readine,  and  was  sent  tx)  Committee, 
and  the  expectations  about  it  were 
sanguine.  At  that  moment  my  noble 
Friend  got  up  and  announced  that  my 
right  honourable  Friend  Mr.  Smith  in 
another  place  had,  in  accomplishinfir 
that  which  is  euphemistically  called 
**  the  massacre  of  the  innocents,"  con- 
si  srnod  these  two  Bills  to  destruction. 
My  Lords,  the  House  broke  up,  there 
was  a  dissolving  view,   and  the  Bills 


themselves    absolutely    vanished    from 
sight.     The  question  that  I  have  to  ask 
my  noble  Friend  is  this :  whether  he  is 
prepared  either  to  revise  the  second  of 
those  two  Bills  for  the  purification  of 
this  House,  or  to  introduce  something 
similar  ?  I  earnestly  hope  that  my  noble 
Friend  will  be  able  to  give  an  affirma- 
tive answer  to  my  Question.     My  Lords, 
it  is  impossible  not  to  feel  that  some 
such  measure  is  necessary.    There  are, 
unfortunately,  cases  which  I  need  not 
specify,  because  most  of  them  are  noto- 
rious.    There  are  cases  in  which  old 
and  honoured  names  have  been  dragged 
through  the  mud,  and  in  which  it  has 
been  openly  stated  out  of  doors  that  the 
holders  of  those  names  and  titles  were 
unworthy  to  sit  here.     My  Lords,  there 
may  be,  and  there  often  is,  in  these 
cases  a  good  deal  of  exaggeration.     The 
numbers  are  comparatively  few.     It  is 
not  wonderful  that  there  should  be,  out 
of  so  large  a  number  as  those  who  fill 
this  House—nearly  600 — some  who  are 
untrue  to  the  traditions  of  their  famfly, 
or  to  the  names  that  they  bear,  but  it  is 
not  the  less  fatally  injurious,  beeonse 
the    statements    concerning   theni  are 
taken  up,   repeated  and  exaggerated, 
and  the  effect  which  is  produced  all 
through  the  country  is  one  which  re-acts 
not  only  upon  this  House,  bat  all  the 
firreat  institutions  of  the  land.    And,  my 
Lords,  in  a  certain  sense,  that  is  an 
opinion   which  I  hold  to   be   entirely 
right.     I  believe  that  there  is  no  one 
of  your   Lordships  whom   I   am  now 
addressing  who   does  not  agree  with 
me  in  the  necessity  of  purging    this 
House  from  such  unworthy  Members. 
I  am  quite  certain  that  there  is  not 
one  dissentient  out  of    doors.      Tonr 
Lordships  will  remember  that  we  are 
charged  with  legislative  functioiis.    It 
is  absolutely  inconceivable    that    men 
whose  characters  are  tainted  should, 
by  hereditary  right,  be  empowered  to 
make  laws  and  determine  the  pofisj 
of   the  country.     There    are    oextein 
cases  in  this  world  where  public  and 
private  character  are  so  bound  up  wifli 
each  other    that  it    is    impossible   to 
separate  them,   and  I  venture  to  ssy 
that  in  the    case  of   this    House  the 
private  character  of  individual  Mem- 
bers becomes  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses public  property.    My  Lords,  it  is 
on  this   foundation  that   this    Hoose 
really  stands.    Take  that  away  and  it 
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is  nothing^  but  a  baseless  fabric.    We 
are    perfectly  right  in   discassing^    as 
'we  did  the  other  night  what  should  be 
the  quorum,  what  the  attendance,  what 
the  best  rules  for  the  despatch  of  public 
business:    all  these  things  are,  doubt- 
less, of  gp-eat  public  utility.     But,  after 
all,  the  real  stay  and  pillar    of   this 
House    is    the    character  of  its   indi- 
vidual   Members,     and     those      who 
legislate    and     those    who    are    em- 
powered here  to  pronounce  authorita- 
tively upon  public  policy  should,  like 
Osesar's  wife,  be  above  all  cavil  and 
-suspicion.     Therefore,  I  say  that  your 
TiOrd ships  would  be  perfectly  right  in 
framing,   so  far  as  we  are  concerned, 
the   severest  possible  rules   by  which 
we    may    both    hold    our    seats  and 
take  part  in  public  proceedings.      My 
Lords,  it  may  be  perfectly  well  said  that 
there  are  Gentlemen  of  a  very  question- 
able character  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.    It  is  perfectly  true;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  you  must  remember 
that   the    House    of  Commons    is    an 
elective  body,  and  that  creates  a  very 
great  distinction,  and  we  must  leave  the 
House  and  the  constituents  who  send 
up  an  unworthy  Member  to  settle  the 
matter  between  themselves.     They  have 
had  to  do  this  before  now,  and  they 
may  have  to  do  it  again.     It  is  pro- 
bably necessary,  I  apprehend,  to  adopt 
the     course    which     the    Government 
thought  fit  to  adopt  last  year,  and  to 
introduce  a  Bill  upon  the  subject.    It 
would  be  a  matter  of  high  Constitutional 
law  whether  we  could  meet  the  difficulty 
by  our  own  powers ;  I  assume  that  it  is 
necessary  to  introduce  a  Bill.    Statutory 
power  is  probably  needed  either  to  re- 
move or  to  suspend  from  his  functions 
in  this  House  an  unworthy  Peer ;  but, 
anyhow,  it  would  be  necessary  for  your 
Lordships  to  supplement  such  a  measure 
by  machinery  within  the  House.     The 
Bill  of  last  year,  as  far  as  I  remember, 
did    not   provide  that  machinery,  but 
I  assume  that  the  Government  would 
have  made  some  recommendations  upon 
that  subject  had  the  Bill  passed.    Now 
I  have  heard  it  also  said,  sometimes, 
that  there  should  be  precedent  for  this. 
My  Lords,  I  hold  that  where  a  great 
evil  exists,  as  undoubtedly  does  exist 
here,  an  evil  not  to  be  measured  by  the 
merenumberaof  the  delinquents,  it  would 
be  desirable  to  make  a  precedent  if  no 
precedent  existed ;  and  it  does  seem  to 


me  strange  that  there  should  not  be 
some  such  power  of  censorship  or  of  sus- 
pension inherent  in  any  great  body  like 
this  when  we  have  seen  it  exercised  from 
time  immemorial — from  the  time  of  the 
Homan  Senate  down  to  the  constitution 
of  a  London  West  End  club.     But,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  there  is  a  precedent,  so 
far  as  it  goes,  in  this  respect :  that,  by 
the  recent  Bankruptcy  Act,  anyone  who 
is  adjudged    bankrupt  is  disqualified 
from  sitting  or  voting  in  this  House.   It 
has  also  been  said  that  it  will  be  very 
difficult  to  specify  with  sufficient  clear- 
ness the  particular  offences  for  which  it 
is  desired  to  invoke  this  power  of  re- 
moval or  suspension.    I  confess  I  do  not 
follow  that  objection  at  all.    I  see  no 
reason  whatever  why  you  should  define 
and  specify  the  offence  so  closely.    The 
Bill  of  last  year  did  not  do  so.    It  vetv 
wisely  avoided  that  mistake.    After  all, 
it  is  for  your  Lordships  to  remember  that 
in  the  Army  and  in  the  Navy  conduct 
unbefitting  a  gentleman  and  an  officer  is 
thought  ample,  and  more  than  ample,  to 
bring  down  punishment  on  the  offender's 
head.      I  venture  to  think  that  that 
which    serves    the   Army   and    Navy 
may  serve  us  in  this  case.    My  LordSi 
I    do    not    desire     on    this    occasion 
to    argue    this    matter    any    further. 
What  I  have  said  has  been  with  a  view 
of  impressing  upon  my  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
the  extreme  importance  which  I,  and  I 
believe  many  of  your  Lordships,  attach, 
and  which  certainly  is  attached  out  of 
doors,  to  the  purifying  of  this  House 
from    those    few,   but  still    notorious, 
offenders  who  detract  from  its  weight 
and  authority  as  a  public  institution.     I 
am  confident  that  it  can  be  accomplished, 
and  that  it  can  be  accomplished  with 
justice  to  the  individual,  with  satisfac- 
tion to  the  public,  and  with  credit  also 
to  this  House. 

*Earl  COWPEE:  My  Lords,  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  shall  be  considered  very 
singular  when  I  ask  your  Lordships 
clearly  to  say  whether  you  think  that  it 
is  necessary  to  legislate  on  this  particular 
point  at  all.  No  one  has  complained  with 
regard  to  our  black  sheep  that  they  are 
common  at  all,  that  they  put  themselves 
very  much  forward,  that  they  bleat  very 
loudly,  or  that  they  really  make  them- 
selves objectionable  in  any  way  in  this 
House.  That  being  the  case  and  it  being 
our  invariable  custom  in  this  country  not 
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to  Uffiflats  for  fmagiD&ry  ertli,  but  onl; 
td  taxe  action  when  there  ia  a  real  griev- 
ftDM  to  reinsdj,  I  would  aak  whether 
•ufflotont  caae  hae  beeo  made  out  for 
legiclation  upon  this  matter  or  for  pro- 
eesdiog  by  a  Ileeolution  ?  Tbia  Houee 
!•  not  A  new  inttitution.  It  haa 
oxUted  fur  man;  hundreds  of  yeara, 
and  1  think  we  have  got  on  Tery  w«ll 
until  now  without  anyiiiiu^  of  tbia  aort 
being  done.  I  thiok  that  wn  may  per- 
JiapR  bo  aided  rather  by  history.  Two 
or  three  generationa  a^'y  IKero  were  at 
leait  a*  many  diareiiuUble  cbaractera 
belonging  to  this  Uuuee  as  there  are 
now,  but  it  was  oovor  lliougbt  necosanry 
to  take  me  an  I  fur  preventing  them 
taking  their  aeata.  A  great  many 
charges  have  been  made  by  the  pubHc 
against  this  House,  but  I  do  not  think 
want  of  raapectability  in  one  of  them. 
We  have  been  very  ui^justly  fouad  fault 
with  in  many  respeoibi.  Our  wisdom, 
our  inergy,  our  freedom  from  prejudice, 
and  our  power  of  ada|>tli)g  ourselves  to 
th»  ipiril  of  the  age— nil  ihoBS  qualities 
have  been,  I  think,  vory  unjustly  im- 
pugned at  different  tiiui>a  ;  but  I  do  not 
think  our  respeotability  has  ever  been 
ijUMtioned.  For  theco  roasons,  I  ven- 
ture to  think,  it  is  i^uito  unneceesary 
to  legialat*  in  thin  matter.  Then,  my 
Ijonla,  ooniider  tb«  j>rnctical  ditScuIty. 
It  ia  not  at  all  eaay  to  make  out  who 
oughttob«*xoluded.  Mynoble  Friend 
Alluded  to  bankrupts.     Well,  there  are    hers,  be  they  few  or  many,  are  of  bO' 


any  respectable  aaembl-.  If  y  n  tak© 
Oourta  of  Justice  aa  a  criterion,  will  you 
apply  the  principle  to  spiritnal  liords- 
aa  well  ae  temporal  ?  For  instance,  if  a 
Bishop  ia  convicted  of  a  ritnaltnuc 
offence,  will  he  be  debarred  for  ever 
from  sitting  in  this  House?  I  do  not 
think  my  noble  Friend  who  broaght 
forwardt  hia  question  will  quite  approv* 
of  tbftt.  My  Lords,  the  more  I  con- 
sider .bis  matter  the  more  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  it  will  be  m  ch  better  to 
leave  it  where  it  is. 

*TnB  Earl  of  DUNEA.VEN  :  My 
Lords,  if  the  question  before  your 
Lordahips'  House  was  the  effect  upon 
thia  House  of  thoee  few  Members  of  it 
whom  the  noble  Lord  described  as 
"black  sheep,"  I  should  say  that  the 
remarks  of  the  noble  Earl  who  ha» 
j  ust  sat  down  were  very  pertinent, 
but  as  the  question  before  yoor  Lord- 
ships is,  BS  pointed  out  by  my  noble 
Friend  below  (Lord  Carnarvon),  the- 
effect  upon  the  public  generally 
of  the  fact  that  some  Member* 
of  tbia  House  might  be  called  un- 
worthy Members  of  the  Legislature, 
I  cannot  eee  that  the  ai^umenia  of  the 
noble  Lord  are  very  much  to  the  point. 
I  cannot  at  all  ^;ree  with  the  noble 
Earl  that  the  objections  which  >i» 
sometimes  raised  in  the  oomiby  to  thia 
House,  among  them  the  fact  thiU  titia 
House  contains  these  nnwortliy  T 


my  often  caaeain  which  the  bankrupt 

ia  mora  the  miafiu:tun«>  than  the  fault 

th*  unfdrtvnata  bankrupt.    If  vou  took 

baok  to  fi>m«r  d«ya  you  will  &nd  that 

•om*  of  tha  gtaatMt'  historical  man — 

•ome  of    th*  graatw^i  sitAteMnen,  like 

Pitt,    and     Fox,    and     Sheridan,    and 

Athen— W««  always  on   the  vergv  of 

hankniiitcy,  and  were  only  sarod  from 

it  b^  th*  mnnificeoco  c>f  their  frienda. 

Ac<un.  I  suppoM  the  -  i.  V'le  Larl  would 

*x«lu<le  IVwK  tr«m  th.<  Houw  who  had 

baea  th*  subject  of  *.-    ikdr^ree  verdict 

in  a  tlViurt  of  Justice'     Now.  will  &a 

■oM*  Rail  KiBsider  i  r  ?  Jocfeer  Obb  • 

0»ttn  «f  JaslK*  Kwth^t  pvipoM?    B*- 

aH«Bb#r  thai    many   ..i^n    haw   W<b 

b^iSM*  th*  CVans  and  V«>«n  nariitod  iBr 

»ii  VMy  (n«*>  fcvtl^  a^d  f^-i-  MBetUBC 

tttai  OOM    m4    >MW«aHlT    ttifnatiM  .  aart  ky  MaU*  I^ 

ilHsea  foriW  ran  «t  tSfirlivM^  aad  is  ]  Bui  wte'     *" 

;^  «a»*  WW  maay  :i««  who  hat« 

B*<[*r  Ww  Mba*  tb*  CWrts  al  aU  acw 

(n«i  Mv«»lMk  aid  tavoK^  to  HI  is 


portanoe.  The  objectioi 
made  to  this  House  in  the  ooantiy 
generally  consist  of  two.  First  trf  all, 
that  great  divisions  are  often  taken  by 
Uemt>ers  of  this  Hoiiae  who  v^^ 
seldom  participate  in  th«  debates,  ■■* 
who  very  seldom  attend  the  BovM. 
The  second  is  that  then  an  soma  Mb» 
ben  of  thia  House,  who  may  pH«Ur 
influence  by  their  votes  th*  wbe(»  4m- 
liaies  of  the  people,  wbo  ara  vxaaaij 
not  panoM  who  weaU  be  elocMd  to  Shv 
-  otkar  Lagiitstiss  .' *^ 


or  to  Uf  otkar  Lagiilstiss  J 
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ihough  I  am  happy  to  think  that 
the  acquaintance  of  the  noble  Earl 
with  bankruptcy  appears  to  be  a 
Tery  limited  one,  because  the  noble 
Earl,  apparently,  saw  no  difference 
between  being  on  the  verge  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  being  a  bankrupt;  but  I 
«hotdd  think  that  the  difference  to  the 
individual  concerned  would  be  very 
•great  indeed.  If  the  Grown  has  power 
•given  it  to  cancel  a  writ,  or  not  to  issue 
-a  writ,  I  presume  that  power  would 
only  be  set  in  motion  by  a  Resolution  of 
the  House  or  by  some  means  of  that 
kind,  and  that  some  tribunal  would  be 
appointed  by  the  House  in  order  to 
advise  the  House  in  the  matter.  I  do 
not  think  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
purge  the  House  of  these  unworthy 
Members  by  any  statutory  measure  that 
may  be  brought  in.  Last  Session  I  had 
the  honour  of  introducing  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  Reform  of  the  Constitution 
of  this  House  by  your  Lordships,  a  Bill 
that  I  am  bound  to  say,  for,  flatter  my- 
self as  I  may,  met  with  very  little  ap- 
probation from  any  quarter  of  this 
Mouse.  At  the  same  time  without 
arrogance,  I  think,  I  may  say  that  I 
believe  that  time  will  somewhat  soften 
your  Lordships'  views  towards  that 
Bill,  because  I  do  believe  that  people 
in  this  country  are  very  much  in  favour 
of  real  and  large  refon&s  of  this  House, 
and  I  believe  that  when  your  Lordships 
have  made  up  your  minds  that  such  is 
the  case,  this  House  will  undertake  its 
own  reform;  and  I  venture  to  think 
-that  when  this  House  seriously 
entertains  such  matters,  the  measure 
whidi  will  be  introduced  will  be  found 
io  proceed  very  much  on  the  lines  of  the 
Bill  which  I  had  the  honour  to  intro- 
•duce.  I  can  only  say  that  it  would  be 
difficult  to  deal  with  this  subject  in  any 
other  waj  than  that  which  I  suggested 
last  Session,  namely — by  delegation  or 
selection.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
put  upon  any  Oommittee  of  this  House, 
or  any  individual  Member  of  the  House, 
the  disagreeable  and  invidious  task  of 
aaying  that  certain  Peers  were  unworthy 
to  take  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
House.  It  seems  to  me  the  only  way 
in  which  the  difficulty  can  be  got  over 
is  by  the  House  appointing  a  cer- 
tain number  of  its  members  to  deal  with 
the  matter.  But  be  that  as  it  may,  as 
there  is  no  likelihood  whatever  of  any- 
thing of  the  kind  that  I  have  mentioned 


being  accepted  by  the  House,  I  sincerely 
trust  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  not  undervalue  the  evil  that  now 
exists,  and  that  some  measure  will  be 
introduced  dealing  with  the  subject. 

♦LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY: 
My  Lords,  there  is  an  offence  which  has 
not  been  mentioned  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  spoke  last  but  one  (Earl  Cowper)that 
is,  when  a  man  joins  a  political  party,  or 
a  Government,  and  then,  for  popularity- 
hunting  or  self-seeking,  abandons  it 
and  causes  it  great  embarrassment ;  in 
short,  how  many  times  may  a  man  rat 
and  not  be  an  unworthy  Member  of  the 
House  ? 

Thb  Marqxtess  of  SALISBURY : 
From  what  was  said  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  opened  this  debate,  one  might 
imagine  that  this  House  is  in  a  very 
much  more  serious  condition  morally 
than  it  actually  is.  The  noble  Earl 
spoke  of  a  great  evil,  and  of  the  neces- 
sity of  correcting  it,  and  he  used  words 
of  solemn  warning,  which  rather  re- 
minded me  of  the  attempts  of  Orom- 
well  to  purge  his  Legislative  Assemblies, 
or  of  the  kind  of  denunciation  the  leaders 
of  the  Moxmtain  were  accustomed  to 
address  to  their  followers.  I  do  not 
think  this  House  is  so  largely  composed 
of  reprobate  members  as  the  nebleLord 
seems  to  think. 

♦The  Eabl  of  CARNARVON  :  I  beg 
my  noble  Friend's  pardon ;  but  I  par- 
ticularly stated  that  the  evil  was  not  to 
be  measured  by  the  number  of  indi- 
viduals who  were  charged. 

The  Mabqxtess  of  SALISBURY: 
Still  I  suppose  there  is  some  relation 
between  the  denunciations  and  the 
extent  of  the  evil.  I  think  if  we  discuss 
the  existence  of  black  sheep  at  all,  it 
would  be  desirable  that  some  bold 
person  should  move  that  a  sort  of 
list  should  be  laid  on  the  Table, 
and  if  a  return  were  moved  of  Peers 
who  have  committed  any  legal  offence 
within  the  last  five  years,  my  impressibn 
is  that  the  return  would  be  nil.  If  it 
is  not  legal  offences  that  are  contem- 
plated, what  other  offences  would  you 
put  in  ?  I  am  not  averse  to  giving  a 
censorial  power  to  the  House,  such  as 
was  proposed  by  the  measure  of  last 
year ;  but  I  do  most  earnestly  protest 
against  its  being  concluded  from  tiie 
proposal  of  such  leeislation  that  there 
IS  anything  that  can  oe  called  a  material 
grievance  or  that  the  House  oontaias 
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receire  hiB  countenance  and  support; 
but.  as  to  the  Life  Peers  Bill— that  Bill 
which  was  to  effect  the  introduction  into 
this  House  of  men  who  would  enrich  the 
House  and  would  strengthen  it  in  such 
a  manner  that  it  would  be  in  accord 
with  democratic  principles — of  that  Bill 
we  hear  no  more.  I  confess  that  I  felt  no 
yerj  g^at  enthusiasm  for  it ;  but  let  me 
act  the  part  of  a  very  sincere  mourner 
orer  the  fate  of  that  Bill. 
♦The  Marquess  OF  BATH :  My  Lords, 
I  do  not  think  the  general  feeling  of  the 
House  would  be  against  some  cautious 
measure  which  should  ensure  the  exclu- 
sion from  the  House  of  all  those  whose 
presence  in  any  way  tends  to  derogate 
from  its  character  and  dignity.  If  the 
noble  Marquess  would  introduce  a  short 
Bill  to  declare  that  any  Peer  who  had 
been  conyicted  on  the  evidence  of  two 
reliable  witnesses  before  either  a  Police 
Magistrate  or  at  any  Sessions  of  having 
been  twice  in  one  year  at  a  race  meet- 
ing or  of  having  been  the  owner  of  race 
horses  should  be  incapacitated  from 
setting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  I  think 
the  object  my  noble  Friends  have  in 
view  would  be  accomplished. 

The  Eabl  of  EOSEBERY  :  Would 
the  noble  Lord  make  that  proposal 
retrospective  ? 

♦The  Eabl  of  CAENARVON  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  sorry  that  my  noble  Friend 
feels  that  there  are  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  his  introduction  of  this  measure. 
At  the  same  time,  he  says  that  he  will 
not  oppose  any  Bill  introduced  by  me. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  individual  Mem- 
ber on  such  a  question  as  this,  stands 
rn  a  footing  of  equal  advantage  with 
Government.  It  is  a  matter  mainly, 
if  not  essentially,  for  a  Government  to 
undertake;  but  looking,  as  I  do,  upon 
this  as  a  very  serious  evil,  an  evil, 
as  I  said  before,  not  to  be  mea- 
sured by  the  mere  number  of  the 
individuals  against  whom  complaint  may 
be  made,  I  think  I  should  be  wrong  if  I 
did  not  accept  the  invitation  which 
he  has  given  me,  and  if  I  did  not 
at  all  events  satisfy  my  conscience  by 
laying  a  very  short  measure  upon  your 
Lordships'  table.  I  shall  endeavour  to 
do  so ;  and  your  Lordships  may  depend 
upon  it  that  it  will  be  of  the  very 
briefest  character,  for  I  believe  the 
evil,  such  as  it  is,  can  be  met  by  very 
brief  legislation ;  and  I  rely  with  abso- 
lute confidence  upon  the  support  which 
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my  noble  Friend  has  promised    me  in 
carrying  that  Bill  through. 

committee  of  selection. 
The  Lords  following — namelvy 


E.  Lathom 

(Ld.  Chamberlain) 
E.  Morley 


L.  Boyle 

(E.  Cork  and  Orrery) 
L.  C<dTiIie  of  Cnlroas 


with  the  Chairman  of  Committees,  were  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  lelect  and  propose  to 
the  Hoose  the  names  of  the  fire  Ixirds  to  form 
a  Select  Committee  for  the  consideratiozi  of 
each  opposed  Private  Bill. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  CLERK  OF  THE  PABIilAKESTS 
AXD  OFFICE  OF  THE  OKSTLEMAK  USHER 
OF  THE  BLACK  HOD. 

Selected  Committee  appointed:  The  Lords 
following,  with  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the  Lord 
President,  the  Lord  Priry  Seal,  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  were  named  of  the  Com- 
mittee— 


D.  Richmond 
D.  Saint  Albans 

D.  Bedford 
M.  Salisbury 
M.Bath 

E.  Mount  Ed^ombe 
rLd.  Steward) 

E.  Lathom 

(Ld.  Chamberlain) 
E.  Jersey 
E.  Carnarvon 
E.  belmore 
E.  Harrowby 
E.  Bradford 
E.  Beauchamp 
E.  Camperdown 


E.  GimnTille 
E.  Kimberley 
£.  Sydney 
E.  de  Montalt 
V.  Hardinge 
V.  Oxenbrid^e 
L.     Willoafl^nby 

Eiesby 
L.  Bovle 

(E.  CoriE  and  Orrery) 
L.  Foxfotd 

(E.  Limerick) 
L.  Colchester 
L.  Kerr  (M.  Lothian) 
L.  Colville  of  Colrots 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 
Five    o'clock,   till    To-morrow, 
a  quarter  pa^  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONSf, 

Thursday,  28M  Febnuuy,  1889. 


INCREASE  OF  DEFECTIVE  VISION. 

Dr.  FABQUHAKSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked  the  Vice  rVeeident  of 
the  Committee  of  Coancil  on  lildaoatioa 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  statements  recently  made  by  reepon* 
sible  anthorities,  to  the  effect  that  short 
sight  and  other  forms  of  defective  vision 
are  rapidly  increasing  in  England  ;  and, 
whether,  to  test  the  accuracy  of  thete 
statements,  he  will  direct  the  inspectioa 
of  the  children  of  some  one  Board  School 
by  a  competent  ophthalmic  surgeon  ? 
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The  vice  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke) 
(Kent,  Dartford) :  Statements  such  as 
those  referred  to  were,  I  believe,  re- 
cently made  in  the  newspapers,  and  the 
Department  are  quite  alive  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  question,  and  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Inspectors  will  be  specially 
directed  to  testin^j^  the  accuracy  of  the 
alleged  facts.  I  may  add  that  in 
criticizing  the  plans  of  schools  special 
care  is  taken  oy  the  Department  to 
secure  enough  light,  and  that  it  shall 
fall  in  the  right  direction.  A  Eoyal 
Commission  has  been  engaged  in  taking 
important  evidence,  and  will  shortly 
report  upon  the  subiect. 

Dr.  FARQUH ARSON:  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  will  rail  attention  to 
this  subject  on  the  earliest  opportunity, 
and  will  move  that  a  medical  inspection 
of  the  elementary  schools  is  required,  in 
order  to  prevent  an  interference  with 
the  present  system  of  compulsory  edu- 
cation. 

FACTORY  ACCIDENTS. 

Mr.  henry  WILSON  (Yorkshire, 
W.  R.,  HolmQrth)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  ha  is  aware  that  on  the  2drd 
April,  1888,  a  woman  and  a  girl  were 
killed  and  another  girl  seriously  injured 
at  New  Mill,  near  Hudderf>field,  by  un- 
fenced  shafting  connected  with  a  fac- 
tory, but  working  in  gardens  ;  whether 
an  inquest  was  held  at  the  Hudders- 
field  Infirmary,  five  miles  from  New 
Mill,  on  the  26th  April ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  although  the  coroner's  jury 
could,  for  a  shilling  each,  have  visited 
New  Mill,  they  did  not  inspect  the 
shafting,  nor  was  any  plan  or  drawing 
produced  at  the  inquest ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  Inspector  of  Factories, 
Mr.  Prior,  is  reported  as  having  stated 
at  the  inquest — 

*'  On  the  4th  of  Aag^st,  when  he  last  visited 
this  mill,  there  was  no  shafting  there  ;  he  then 
received  no  intimation  of  any  intention  to  put 
up  anything  of  the  kind,  nor  had  he  since  re- 
ceived any  information  of  its  being  erected. 
....  I  have  visited  this  mill  once.  I  have 
been  two  years  and  a-half  in  this  district,  and 
there  are  lots  of  places  I  have  not  been  able  to 
get  to  for  the  first  time  yet ; " 

whether  owners  of  factories  are  respon- 
sible for  accidents  arising  from  shafting 
outside  factories  as  well  as  inside; 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Prior  has 


some  3,200  factories  and  workshops  in 
his  district;  and  whether  it  is  usual. for 
an  Inspector  to  have  the  oversight  of  so 
large  a  number  of  factories  and  work- 
shops ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Chief  Inspector  of  Fac- 
tories that  the  facts  are  as  stated  in 
the  first  four  paragraphs.  Owners  are 
responsible  for  accidents  to  persons  eni- 
ployed  in  the  factories  for  shafts  and 
other  machinery  required  by  the  Act  to 
be  securely  fenced,  either  within  the 
factory  premises,  or  within  tbe  close  or 
cartilage  of  such  premises.  The  per- 
sons referred  to  in  the  Question  were 
not  employed  in  the  factory,  and  were 
alleged  to  be  trespassers  at  the  spot 
where  the  accident  happened.  Accord- 
ing to  the  last  Return,  the  number  of 
factories  in  this  district  is  1,918.  It  is 
a  comparatively  small  district,  and  is 
conveniently  situated. 

Mb.  H.  WILSON  :  My  Question  was 
not  in  reference  to  the  last  Return,  but 
as  to  the  present  number. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  no  know- 
ledge of  the  number  except  from  the 
Return. 

Mb.  H.  WILSON :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  make  inquiry  as  to  the 
present  number  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham) : 
May  I  ask  if  the  Return  includes  the 
number  of  workshops  ;  and  whether  the 
Government  have  considered  the  desir- 
ability of  increasing  the  number  of  In- 
spectors ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes ;  I  under- 
stand that  tbe  Inspector  General  includes 
both  factories  and  workshops.  I  have 
drawn  the  attention  of  the  Treasury  to 
the  necessity  of  increasing  the  staff  of 
Inspectors. 

Mb.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham) : 
What  has  been  the  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  factory  Inspectors  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  increase  has 
been  two.  They  are  not  attached  to 
anv  district,  but  their  services  are  avail- 
able wherever  they  are  wanted. 

CONSUMPTION  OF  LIQUOR  IN  INDIA. 
Mb.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn   to  a   series  of  letters  recently 
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published  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ibarrow  when  travelliog  in  India; 
whether  he  has  examined  the  state- 
ments therein  relative  to  the  rapid  in- 
creape  of  the  consumption  of  intoxicants 
in  India;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
public  opinion  attributes  this  increase 
to  the  licensing  policy  adopted  by  the 
Indian  Goyemment  for  the  pake  of 
Bevenue;  whether  the  Government 
of  India  intends  to  alter  their  Abkari 
(licensing)  system;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  de- 
scription Mr.  Caine  g^ves  of  the  opium 
dens  in  Lucknow  ;  and,  whether  he 
will  undertake  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment  will  inquire  into  the  truth  of  these 
statements,  and,  if  they  are  found  to  be 
accurate,  will  suppress  these  opium 
dens? 

The  under  SECRETARY  for 
INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst,  Chatham) :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  reason  to  believe 
that  the  most  friendly  communica- 
tions took  place,  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  and  the  authorities 
in  India  during  his  recent  travels  in 
that  country,  and  that  the  valuable 
observations  and  statements  contained 
in  the  letters  of  the  bon.  Member  have 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  those 
authorities  by  the  hon.  Member  himself. 
The  excise  law  and  the  excise  adminis- 
tration vary  in  the  several  Provinces  of 
India,  according  to  the  diverse  circum- 
stances of  each  Province,  and  it  would  be 
unwise,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  to  attempt  the  imposition  on 
the  local  Governments  of  one  rigid 
system  for  the  whole  of  India.  The 
policy,  however,  which  is  uniformly 
inculcated  on  the  Governments  both  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  is  to  make  the  repression 
of  intoxication  and  of  the  use  of 
deleterious  drugs  the  first  object  of 
their  excise  legislation  and  administra- 
tion, and  to  treat  the  raising  of  revenue 
as  a  purely  secondary  object.  To  this 
policy  the  Secretary  of  State  has  reason 
to  believe  that  all  the  local  Governments 
in  India  are  using  their  best  efforts  to 
give  effect,  and  they  will,  no  doubt, 
derive  material  assistance  from  the 
researches  of  the  hon.  Member. 

THE  CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BANK. 

Mr.  ho  well  (Bethnal  Green.  N.E.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
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has  been  done,  and  is  being  done,  to 
insure  the  repayment  to  the  depositors 
in  the  Cardiff  Trustee  Savings  Bank 
of  the  moneys  lost  by  them  through 
the  frauds  of  the  late  actuary  and  the 
negligence  of  the  trustees  and  managers, 
as  reported  to  this  House  in  December 
1887  by  the  Commissioner  appointed  to 
inquire  into  this  case  ? 

Thk  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEy,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Member 
will  recollect  that,  upon  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  by  the 
Treasury  to  inquire  into  the  failure  of 
the  Cardiff  Savings  Bank,  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners  applied  to  the 
High  Court  for  an  order  to  have  the 
affairs  of  the  bank  wound  up  under  the 
Companies  Act.  This  order  was  made, 
and  a  liquidator  appointed.  In  wind- 
ing up  the  affairs  of  the  bank,  the  liqui- 
dator, who  is  going  most  fully  into  all 
the  details,  is  acting  under  the  direction 
of  the  Court,  and  the  Government  can- 
not give  directions  to  him  as  to  the 
course  he  is  to  pursue,  which  it  is  for 
the  Court  alone  to  decide. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  as  a  period  of  three  years  has 
now  elapsed  since  the  failure  of  the  bank, 
it  is  not  desirable  that  steps  should  be 
taken  to  repay  the  depositors  ? 

The  C  H  ANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  done  my  utmost  te 
push  the  matter  forward,  and  such  in- 
fluence as  is  in  the  power  of  the  Trea- 
sury will  be  exercised.  We  have  ne 
power,  however,  to  expedite  the  certifi- 
cates of  the  Commissioner. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  Trade  Societies  and 
branches  of  Trade  Unions  have  for 
many  years  been  allowed  to  deposit 
their  funds  without  limit  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks,  in  the  same  way 
as  Friendly  Societies ;  and,  whether  any 
Trade  Union  or  branch  of  a  Union  has 
recently  been  refused  this  privilege; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state  upon 
whose  authority  such  refusal  has  been 
made? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
The  facts  as  stated  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  are  substantially  cor- 
rect ;   but  I  am  in  communication  with 
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the  Commiaaioners  for  the  Iteduotioa  of  ' 
the  National  Debt,  with  a  view  to  get-  I 
ting  over  certain  difficulties  in  connec- 
tioD  with  the  three  recent  appticatioas 
which  are  alluded  to  in  the  Queatioa. 

BECUUANAL&ND. 
Sir  BOBEET  FOWLEE  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  ColonieB  whether  he  has  jet  been 
informed  as  to  the  result  of  the  inveati- 
ntion  commenced  at  the  end  of  Decern-  ' 
ber  last,  at  the  Limpopo  in  Bechuana-  j 
land,  by  Her  Majeatys  Deputy  L'om- 
miaaioner  in  South  Africa,  as  to  the 
collision  in  that  neighbourhood  in  the 
^•vious  August  between  a  Boer  named 
Grobbelaar,  aaid  to  be  a  Consul  accre- 
dited by  the  Transvaal  OoremmeDt,  and 
messengers  of  the  Chief  Kbama;  and 
when  the  Gtovemment  wilt  be  able  to 
present  to  Parliament  correspondence 
respecting  this  and  other  proceedings  in 
the  Beohuanaland  Protectorate  subse- 
quent to  last  August  ? 

Thb  UNDEit  8ECBETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Baron 
Heskt  »«  WoEMs,  LiTerpool.  East 
Toitetb) :  Her  Majesty's  Goremment 
have  received  Sir  Sydney  Shippard'a 
Beport  on  the  subject ;  but  the  corre- 
■pondenoe  is  not  yet  complete.  When 
it  is  it  will  be  presented  to  Parliament 
with  other  papers  relating  to  Bechuana- 
land  whiob  are  now  partly  in  type. 

Sib  B.  FOWLEB  :  How  long  will  it 
be  before  the  correspondence  is  pre- 
sented ? 

Babok  H.  de  WOEMS  :  At  present  I 
am  unable  to  say  exactly. 

Db.  OLABK  (Caithness) :  Is  it  not 
the  ease  that  a  Beport  was  receired 
during  last.Sesaion  of  Parliament,  and 
that  when  I  asked  a  Question  in  refer- 
ence to  it  a  promise  was  made  that  it 
should  be  printed  and  circulated  ? 

Baboh  H.  dx  WOBUS  :  I  will  make 
inquiry  about  ii. 

POST  OFFICE  STATIOKERY. 
Ub.  HENNIKEB  HELTON  (Canter- 
bury) aaked  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  inform  the  House  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  concessions  that  De  La  Bue 
and  Company  are  prepared  to  make  in 
the  proposed  new  contract  for  Post 
Office  stationery,  &c. ;  and,  whether  he 
will  undertake  to  invite  tenders,  and 
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give  others  an  opportunity  of  CDm- 
peting  for  the  supply  of  Post  Office  sta- 
tionery, stamps,  &c.,  without  delay,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  extensive  outlay 
and  preparations  will  be  necessary  for 
the  epecial  work  required  lo  be  under- 
taken in  IBUO,  when  the  present  contracta 
will  expire  ? 

Thk  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
OHEQUEB :  I  have  to  state  that  th» 
oonceaeiona  offered  by  Meaars.  De  L& 
Rue  amount  to  a  considerable  sum ; 
but  they  are  conditional  on  a  prolonga- 
tion of  the  period  of  the  oontract.  I  am 
now  considering  whether  the  advantagea 
offered  compensate  for  such  a  prolonga- 
tion, involvmg  as  it  does  tfae  abaenoe 
of  public  competition.  I  have  caused 
searching  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to 
whether  the  revised  prices  offered  by 
Ueaars.'  De  La  Bue  are  as  favourable  as 
those  which  would  be  likely  to  be  ob- 
tained under  open  competition,  and  X 
hope  shortly  to  be  able  to  announce  my 
decision. 

Me.  HANBURY  (Preston)  :  What 
terms  have  been  given  to  Messrs.  De  Ia 
Rue  and  Company  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  A  term  of  eight  years  after 
the  two  years  during  which  the  Contraot 
has  now  to  run. 

POSTAGE  OF  LETTERS  ABKOAD. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  i» 
aware  that  the  cost  of  posting  a  letter 
from  France,  Germany,  or  Russia  to 
British  India  is  only  2id..  while  the 
charge  from  the  United  Kingdom  i» 
6d, ;  whether  he  la  aware  that  many 
British  merchants  and  newspaper  pro- 
prietors in  London  post  a  large  quan- 
tity of  letters  in  France  for  India  and 
China,  thereby  saving  nearly  50  per 
cent  in  the  oost  for  postage;  and 
whether  India  is  in  the  Postal  Union  ? 

Mb.RAIKEB:  lam  well  awara,  a» 
is  also  the  House,  and,  I  think,  the 
public  generally,  that  the  facts  are  aa 
st&tad  in  the  hon.  Uemb^'s  first- 
Question,  and  I  majr  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  circumstancee  under 
which  this  difference  of  charge  ariaea 
have  been  already  explained  in  this 
House,  I  think,  more  than  once.  Aa 
regarda  the  second  point,  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  practice  prevails  on  the 
part  of  British  merchants  and  news- 
paper proprietora  of  sending  letters  to 
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Trance  to  be  there  posted  for  India  and 
Oliina.  On  the  contrary,  from  inquiries 
recently  made,  I  have  reason  to  believe 
ihat  such  is  not  the  case.  But  I  under- 
stand that  newspapers  are  ponted  in  the 
manner  described,  althougn,  I  am  glad 
^  say,  not  to  the  detriment  of  the 
British  Bevenue,  as  my  Department 
rather  gains  than  loses  by  the  arrange- 
ment.    India  is  in  the  Postal  Union. 

MB.HBNNIKEB  HEATON:  Arising 
"Out  of  the  Question,  is  the  right 
lion.  (Gentleman  aware  that  there  is  a 
£rm  in  Oomhill  which  saves  £300  a 
jear  by  posting  newspapers  for  India 
and  China  in  France  ? 

Mr.  BAIKES:  I  have  heard  that 
statement,  but  do  not  know  what  is  the 
Authority  for  it. 

THE  CASE  OF  HECTOR  MACKENZIE. 

Dr.  B.  MACDONALD  (Boss  and 
dromarty)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  man 
Hector  Mackenzie,  now  lying  in  In- 
Temess  Gaol  under  sentence  of  death 
for  a  murder  at  Fort  George,  has 
always  been  looked  on  by  his  ac- 
tquaintances  as  an  imbecile;  and, 
whether  he  was  discharged  from  the 
Army  as  such,  as  also  that  his  father 
and  two  uncles  were  of  weak  intellect  ? 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE :  This  case 
Jhas  received  the  careful  consideration  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  An  inves- 
iigation  has  been  made,  with  the  result 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has  felt 
liimself  justified  in  recommending 
"Her  Majesty  to  commute  the  sentence 
<A  death  to  one  of  penal  servitude. 

POST  OFFICE  ARRANGEMENTS  AT 
STOWMARKET. 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
"bome)  asked  the  Postmaster  General  if 
Any  further  arrangements  have  been 
made  as  to  the  contemplated  Post  Office 
:alterations  at  Stowmarket;  and,  if  so, 
what;  and  when  will  they  be  carried 
into  effect  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES  :  A  definite  proposal 
irill  be  submitted  shortly. 

THE    LONDON    BRIGADES    OF 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  NEVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
"dhange)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  the  Volunteer  Begi- 
xnents  of  the  London  Brigades  were  m- 
Tited  to  join    Brigade  Gamps,   under 


their  Brigadiers,  for  four  days,  at 
Easter ;  and,  whether  their  Command- 
ing Officers  have  been  directed  to  reduce 
the  number  of  the  men  attending  below 
the  numbers  sent  in ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
ground  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  It  is  the  case 
that  the  Volunteer  regiments  of  the 
London  brigades  have  been  invited  to 
join  brigade  camps,  it  being  held  by  the 
military  authorities  that  it  is  advisable 
to  exercise  Volunteer  regiments  with 
the  brigades  to  which  they  belong.  As 
a  similar  effort  will  be  made  in  the  oase 
of  all  Volunteer  brigades,  a  limit  as  to 
the  numbers  drawing  camp  allowance 
has  had  to  be  fixed,  but  this  will  not  pre- 
vent any  number  from  being  present 
without  the  allowance  where  barrack 
accommodation  is  available.  The  allow- 
ance in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
days  is  somewhat  higher  than  in  the 
case  of  regimental  camps,  and  an  in- 
creased sum  has  been  taken  in  the  Esti- 
mates for  the  year. 

THE  COUNTY  COUNCILS. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  whether  he  intends 
this  Session  to  make  any  Provisional 
Orders  for  transferring,  under  section 
10  of  <*The  Local  Government  Act, 
1888,"  powers  of  certain  Government 
Departments  and  other  authoritiea  to 
the  Ck>unty  Oouncils  of  England  and 
Wales ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  ]^ro- 
visional  Orders  will  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  at  an  early  date  ? 

Thb  PEESIDENT  of  ths  LOOAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Bitotik, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  It  is  in- 
tended to  make  a  Provisional  Order  for 
transferring  certain  powers  of  Gx>yem- 
ment  Departments  to  the  County  Oonn- 
cils  of  England  and  Wales,  and  I  hope 
to  submit  the  Order  to  Parliament  at  an 
early  date.  It  is  not  proposed  by  the 
Order  to  deal  with  the  powers  ox  any 
other  authorities. 

THE  SALT  DUTY  IN  INDIA. 

Mb.  MAONEILL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  since  the  recent  increase 
in  the  Salt  Duty  in  India  there  has 
been  a  diminution  in  the  demand  for 
salt,  to  the  extent  of  120  million 
of  poxmds;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  salt  is  an  abao* 
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lute  necessity    of  existence  in   India,  | 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will   take 
any  steps  to  abrogate  or  diminish  a  tax 
whicli  presses  severely  on  the  poorest 
classes  of  the  community  ? 

Sir  J.  GOBST :  The  diminution  re- 
ferred to,  which  is  about  6  per  cent  of 
the  total  consumption,  occurred  imme- 
diately after  the  increase  of  the  tax. 
The  large  stock  then  on  hand  sufficiently 
accounts  for  it ;  and  in  the  latter  part  of 
1888  there  was  a  recovery  in  the  quan- 
tity of  salt  passed  into  consumption. 
The  Government  of  India  are  closely 
watching  the  Betums  of  salt  consump- 
tion, and  the  Secretary  of  State  feels 
convinced  that  the  earliest  opportunity 
will  be  taken  of  abrogating  the  increase 
of  the  Salt  Tax,  to  which  his  assent  was 
given  with  so  much  reluctance. 

THE  ROYAL  BARRACKS,  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Doneml,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
TVar  how  many  Boards  and  Commit- 
tees have  during  the  past  five  years  in- 
vestigated the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
Boyiu  Barracks,  Dublin ;  what  has 
been  the  cost  of  these  investigations; 
what,  if  any,  of  the  measures  recom- 
mended by  these  Boards  of  Inquiry 
have  been  adopted ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  letter 
in  the  2Vm#«,  over  the  signature  ''  A 
Field  Officer,"  in  which  the  writer  says 
that  he  had  been  a  member  of  a 
Board  investigating  the  condition  of  the 
Boyal  Barrai£s,  and  that  it  was  foxmd 
that  the  ground  was  saturated  with 
poisonous  matter;  would  he  have  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  this  Beport ;  and  whether  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
ICetum,  showing  the  regiments  that 
have  been  quartered  in  the  Boyal 
Barracks,  Dublin,  during  the  past  nve 
years,  and  the  number  of  each  regiment 
including  women  and  children,  and  the 
Qumber  of  deaths  in  each  regiment  in- 
cluding women  and  children  during  the 
69riod  of  its  sojourn  in  the  Boyal 
arracks? 

Mr.  £.  STANHOPE :  I  have  already 
said  that  the  first  Beport  of  Mr.  Bogers- 
Field  on  the  Drainage  of  the  ]£)yal 
Barracks  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  im- 
mediately. I  xmderstand  that  it  will 
contain  an  account  of  the  recommenda- 
tions made  by  previous  Boards,  and  the 


extent  to  which  they  have  been  adopted. 
This  will  meet  the  request  contained  in 
the  first  portion  of  the  Question  of  the- 
hon.  Memoer  for  Donegal.  I  am  not 
able  to  trace  the  Beport  to  which  refe- 
rence has  been  made  by  the  writer  in 
the  Time9  newspaper.  The  average 
number  of  troops  quartered  in  the  Boyal 
Barracks,  in  addition  to  women  and 
children,  during  the  last  five  years  ha9^ 
been  1,565;  and  the  average  yearly 
number  of  deaths  from  all  causes,  a 
little  over  15,  giving  a  death  ratio  of 
918,  as  against  6*93,  the  ratio  for  hom» 
service  generally. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  end  of 
my  Question.  I  want  to  know  what 
the  cost  of  these  investigations  has> 
been? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  In  regard  to* 
the  cost,  I  am  afraid  I  can  only  tell  the^ 
hon.  Member  that  one  of  the  investiga-^ 
tions  cost  100  guineas.  I  am  not  yet- 
able  to  estimate  the  cost  of  the  one  now 
taking  place. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  HENBT  H.  FOWLEE  (WoN 
verhampton,  E.)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  clauses  proposed* 
to  be  introduced  into  Private  Bill» 
enabling  certain  Bailway  Companies  to* 
increase  the  nominal  amount  of  their 
ordinary  share  capital  without  any 
corresponding  increase  in  the  amount 
actually  paid  up  ;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  7  and  8  Vic. 
c.  85,  and  to  the  general  question  of 
railway  rates,  he  wm  state  what  course 
he  proposes  to  adopt  with  respect  to- 
such  clauses  f 

Thb  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOABE^ 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hioks-Bxaoh,. 
Bristol,  W.):  My  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  matter  referred  to,  and 
I  am  now  in  communication  with  the- 
autiiorities  of  both  Houses  with  the  view 
of  checking  any  attempts^  to  evade  the- 
provisions,  either  of  the  earlier  Act 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  or 
of  the  Act  of  last  Session. 

LOCAL  GRANTS. 

Mr.  HOBHOXTSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  GK>vem- 
ment  Board  up  to  what  dates  the^ 
various  local  grants  referred  to  in  seo' 
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tion  24  of  the  Local  Government  Act, 
1888,  will  continue  to  be  payable  to 
local  authorities ;  whether  there  is  any 
enactment  that  prevents  the  Police 
Grant  or  any  other  grant  being  payable 
tip  to  the  end  of  the  present  local  finan- 
cial year ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
ensure,  by  legislation  or  otherwise,  the 
oontinuance  of  such  grants  until  the 
Oounty  Councils  become  entitled  to  the 
full  benefits  of  the  local  taxation  licences 
4nd  probate  duty  grant ;  and,  if  he  can 
inform  the  House  when  the  last  in- 
stalments of  the  local  grants  are  likely 
to  be  made,  and  at  what  periods  pay- 
ments may  be  expected  to  be  made  from 
the  new  local  taxation  account  to  the  j 
Oounty  Councils  ? 

Mr.  EITOHIE:  The  several  local 
^ants  which  have  been  voted  by  Par- 
liament in  respect  of  the  present  finan- 
tial  year  will  be  paid  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  year.  No  further  Vote  for 
«uoh  grants  will  again  be  proposed.  In 
the  coming  financial  year  the  local 
authorities  will  have  ceded  to  them  cer- 
tain licence  duties  and  a  proportion 
of  the  receipts  from  probate  duty  in 
Bubstitution  for  those  grants.  The  local 
authorities  will  not  receive  in  the  next 
financial  year  any  grants  in  addition  to 
the  Uceuce  duties  and  probate  duty, 
which  are  in  substitution  for  the  grants. 
I  am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  say 
at  what  dates  payment  from  the  local 
taxation  account  will  be  made  in  the 
next  financial  year,  but  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  arrange  that  payment  shall  be 
made  by  instalments  at  such  times  as 
will  be  convenient  to  the  authorities. 

Mb.  H0BH0U8E;  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answer  more  definitely 
the  first  parai^aph  in  my  Question  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  Tfie  Government 
will  pay  the  usual  grants  thfit  are  paid 
in  the  financial  year.  After  the  present 
financial  year  the  local  authorities  will 
receive  no  grants  at  all,  but  will  re- 
oeive  the  licence  duties,  out  of  which 
they  will  have  to  meet  the  claims  upon 
them. 

THE    aOVERNOR    OF  GUERNSEY. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the 
amount  of  the  salary  and  allowances  of 
the  Governor  of  Guernsey;  how  much 
of  this  is  contributed  by  Guernsey  and 
how  much  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer  ; 
and,    whether    the    U-overnment     will 

Mr,  Sohhouse 


undertake  that  the  present  vacancy  in 
this  post  shall  not  be  filled  up  till  Parlia- 
ment has  had  an  opportunity  of  pro* 
nouncing  an  opinion  on  the  necessity  of 
the  offioe? 

Mr.  E.  ST  VNHOPE :  The  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Guernsey,  who  also  com- 
mands the  troops  on  the  island  and  in 
Aldemey,  receives  from  Army  funds 
£1,700  a  year  (consolidated  pay)  and 
something  under  £80  a  year  from  Crown 
lands.  I  cannot  undertake  to  abstain, 
from  filling  up  the  post  as  suggested  in 
the  Question. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS :  Is  the  (Jovemor 
provided  with  a  house  in  addition  to 
these  allowances  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No. 

THE  COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT . 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME.  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  decision 
given  by  Sheriff  Orr  Paterson  at  Ayr 
to  the  effect  that  the  workmen  employed 
in  Knockterra  Pit  had  no  power  to 
appoint  the  Secretary  to  the  Miner's 
Union  to  make  an  intimation  on  their 
behalf  anent  the  election  of  a  oheck 
weighman,  and,  whether  such  decision 
is  in  accordance  with  Sections  13  and 
14  of  the  Coal  Mines  Eegulation  Act;, 
and,  if  so,  what  action  he  proposes  to 
take  in  order  to  have  this  anomalous 
state  of  affairs  amended  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes.  Sir;  I  have 
seen  the  decision  in  question,  which  I 
understand  to  have  been  to  the  effect  that 
the  masters  were  not  bound  to  recognize 
the  check  weighman  on  the  ground 
that  insufficient  notice  of  his  appoint- 
ment had  been  g^ven.  No  particular 
form  of  notice  is  required  by  the  Act, 
and  I  think  that  employers  would  not 
be  justified  in  refusing  to  recognize  a 
duly- elected  check  weigher,  of  whose 
election  they  have  had  sufficient  notice ; 
but  I  concur  with  the  Sheriff  in  thinking^ 
that  some  sufficient  notice  shouldbe  g^ven 
before  damages  can  be  cledmed  from 
the  employer.  The  Sheriff  has  deter- 
mined that  question  of  fact,  and  I  see 
no  reason  to  take  any  further  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  C.  graham  :  Is  there  anything 
in  the  Idth  and  14  th  sections  of  the 
Goal  Mines  Act  that  empowers  the 
Sheriff  to  refuse  to  receive  a  repre« 
sentation  made  on  behalf  of  the  work** 
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men  by  a  Secretary  acting    on  their 
behalf  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  Question  without 
notice. 

THE  CUSTOMS  AT  LIVERPOOL. 

Mr.  NKVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
ohange)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  what  are  the  hours  of 
employment  of  the  first  and  second-class 
(respectively)  outdoor  officers  of  the 
Customs  at  Liverpool ;  how  many  Cus- 
toms officers  at  that  port  are  now  doing 
duty  as  ''acting  officers,"  and  at  what 
extra  rate  of  pay ;  and,  how  many  copy- 
ists are  now  doing  at  that  port  the  work 
of  first-class  outdoor  officers? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leedd,  N.):  I 
am  informed  there  is  no  distinction  as 
to  hours  of  employment  between  the 
first  and  second  class  of  Customs  out- 
door officers  at  Liverpool,  or  at  any 
other  port.  The  hours  of  attendance 
vary  according  to  the  kind  of  duty  on 
which  they  are  employed,  being  from 
seven  or  eight  hours  a  day  (according  to 
season)  on  warehousing  stations  to  (at 
Liverpool)  12  hours  out  of  the  24  when 
boarded  on  vessels  from  foreign  ports  ; 
but  officers  on  this  latter  duty  are  now 
usually  relieved  every  six  hours.  The 
number  of  Customs  officers  who  do 
duty  as  acting  examining  officers  neces- 
sarily varies  from  day  to  day,  according 
to  the  exigencies  of  the  service.  At 
Liverpool  there  were  yesterday  employed 
in  this  capacity  46  officers,  and  the  extra 
rate  of  pay  for  officers  approved  for  that 
service  when  so  employed  is  2d.  for  each 
hour,  not  exceeding  Is.  a  day.  I  am 
informed  that  no  copyists  are  doing  at 
Liverpool  the  work  of  outdoor  officers 
of  either  class. 

IRELAND— THE    MURDER    OF    HEAD- 
CONSTABLE  WHELEHAN. 

Mr.  cox  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  Cullinane,  the 
informer,  swore  at  the  preliminary 
investigation  into  the  murder  of  Head- 
constable  Whelehan,  and  again  at  the 
trial  of  the  men  charged  with  that  crime 
at  the  Wicklow  Assizes,  1887,  that  he 
had  been  in  the  pay  of  the  police  for  a 
number  of  years;  and,  whether  he  is 
still  in  the  employment  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland;  and,  if  so,  whether 


facilities  will  be  given  to  the  solicitor 
for  the  defence  at  the  Special  Commis- 
sion to  have  a  subpoena  served  on  that 
person  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  evidence  given  by  the  man 
referred  to.  I  would  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  reply  given  by  me 
a  day  or  two  ago  to  the  inquiry  repeated 
in  the  second  paragraph. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  considering 
that  the  police  were  in  the  service  of  the 
Times,  he  will  further  facilitate  the  dis- 
covery of  the  truth  in  the  inquiry  before 
the  Special  Commission  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  be 
glad  to  facilitate  the  discovery  of  truth 
in  every  way  in  ray  power. 

Mr.  cox  :  On  Monday  I  will  put 
a  further  Question  on  this  subject,  and 
give  this  man's  sworn  depositions. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  wish  to  know 
what  number  of  paid  informers  or  police 
spies  are  being  kept  by  the  Govern* 
ment  ? 

No  answer  was  given  to  this  Question. 

PRISON  DISCIPLINE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  four  of  the  Barbavilla  prisoners  at 
present  undergoing  sentences  of  seven 
years'  penal  servitude  in  Mountjoy- 
Prison  has  not  been  placed  on  the 
special  treatment  to  which  they  became 
entitled  in  December  last — namely,  im- 
proved diet,  less  work,  and  visits,  and 
letters  every  two  months  until  expiration 
of  sentences ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state 
the  reason  why  those  privileges  have  not 
been  extended  in  their  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  informs  me  that  the  facts 
are  not  accurately  represented  in  the 
question.  Two  of  the  prisoners  referred 
to  were  duly  approved  for  the  special 
class  privileges.  These  privileges  in- 
clude letters  and  visits  every  two  months, 
but  do  not  affect  diet  or  work.  In  the 
case  of  the  other  two  prisoners,  they 
were  disqualified  under  the  rules  for  pro- 
motion to  the  special  class,  owing  to  mis- 
conduct. 

COLONEL  SAUNDERSON  AND  HOME 

RULE. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
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published  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barrow  when  travelliDg  in  India; 
whether  he  has  examined  the  state- 
ments therein  relative  to  the  rapid  in- 
crease of  the  consumption  of  intoxicants 
in  India;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
public  opinion  attributes  this  increase 
to  the  licensing  policy  adopted  by  the 
Indian  Goyernment  for  the  sake  of 
Kevenue;  whether  the  Government 
of  India  intends  to  alter  their  Abkari 
(licensing)  system;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  de- 
scription Mr.  Oaine  g^ves  of  the  opium 
dens  in  Lueknow  ;  and,  whether  he 
will  undertake  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment will  inquire  into  the  truth  of  these 
statements,  and,  if  they  are  found  to  be 
accurate,  will  suppress  these  opium 
dens? 

The  under  SECRETARY  for 
INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst.  Chatham) :  The 
Secretary  of  State  has  reason  to  believe 
that  the  most  friendly  communica- 
tions took  place,  between  the  hon. 
Member  for  Barrow  and  the  authorities 
in  India  during  his  recent  travels  in 
that  country,  and  that  the  valuable 
observations  and  statements  contained 
in  the  letters  of  the  bou.  Member  have 
been  brought  to  the  notice  of  those 
authorities  by  the  hon.  Member  himself. 
The  excise  law  and  the  excise  adminis- 
tration vary  in  the  several  Provinces  of 
India,  according  to  the  diverse  circum- 
stances of  each  Province,  and  it  would  be 
unwise,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  to  attempt  the  imposition  on 
the  local  Governments  of  one  rigid 
system  for  the  whole  of  India.  The 
policy,  however,  which  is  uniformly 
inculcated  on  the  Governments  both  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  of  India  is  to  make  the  repression 
of  intoxication  and  of  the  use  of 
deleterious  drugs  the  first  object  of 
their  excise  legislation  and  administra- 
tion, and  to  treat  the  raising  of  revenue 
as  a  purely  secondary  object.  To  this 
policy  the  Secretary  of  State  has  reason 
to  believe  that  all  the  local  Governments 
in  India  are  using  their  best  efforts  to 
give  effect,  and  they  will,  no  doubt, 
derive  material  assistance  from  the 
researches  of  the  hon.  Member. 

THE  CARDIFF  SAVINGS  BAXK. 

Mr.  ho  well  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  can  inform  the  House  what 

Mr.  Samusl  Smith 


has  been  done,  and  is  being  done,  to 
insure  the  repayment  to  the  depositors 
in  the  Cardiff  Trustee  Savings  Bank 
of  the  moneys  lost  by  them  through 
the  frauds  of  the  late  actuary  and  the 
negligence  of  the  trustees  and  managers, 
as  reported  to  this  House  in  December 
1887  by  the  Commissioner  appointed  to 
inquire  into  this  case  ? 

Thk  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's. 
Hanover  Square) :  The  hon.  Member 
will  recollect  that,  upon  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  by  the 
Treasury  to  inquire  into  the  failure  of 
the  Cardiff  Savings  Bank,  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners  applied  to  the 
High  Court  for  an  order  to  have  the 
affairs  of  the  bank  wound  up  under  the 
Companies  Act.  This  order  was  made» 
and  a  liquidator  appointed.  In  wind- 
ing up  the  affairs  of  the  bank,  the  liqui- 
dator, who  is  going  most  fully  into  all 
the  details,  is  acting  under  the  direction 
of  the  Court,  and  the  Government  can- 
not give  directions  to  him  as  to  the 
course  he  is  to  pursue,  which  it  is  for 
the  Court  alone  to  decide. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras.  W.): 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  as  a  period  of  three  years  has 
now  elapsed  since  the  failure  of  the  bank, 
it  is  not  desirable  that  steps  should  be 

I  taken  to  repay  the  depositors  ?  

I  The  C  H  ANCELLOR  of  thk  EXCHE- 
QU ER  :  I  have  done  my  utmost  to 
push  the  matter  forward,  and  such  in- 
fluence as  is  in  the  power  of  the  Trea- 
sury will  be  exercised.  We  have  no 
power,  however,  to  expedite  the  certifi- 
cates of  the  Commissioner. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS. 

Mr.  HOWELL  asked  the  Postmaster 

General  whether  Trade  Societies  and 

j  branches  of  Trade  Unions    have    for 

I  many  years  been  allowed  to    depomt 

!  their  funds  without  limit  in  the  T^oet 

,  Office  Savings  Banks,  in  the  same  way 

as  Friendly  Societies ;  and,  whether  any 

Trade  Union  or  branch  of  a  Union  has 

recently  been   refused  this    privilege; 

and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state  upon 

'  whose  authority  such  refusal  has  been 

luftde 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Cambridge) : 
The  facts  as  stated  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  are  substantially  cor- 
rect ;   but  I  am  in  communication 
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the  CommiMioiiers  for  the  Reduction  of 
the  National  Debt,  with  a  view  to  get- 
ting over  certain  difficulties  in  connec- 
tion with  the  three  recent  applications 
which  are  alluded  to  in  the  Question. 

BECHUANALAND. 

8iB  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretarj  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  he  has  jet  been 
informed  as  to  the  result  of  the  investi- 
Mtion  commenced  at  the  end  of  Decem- 
ber last,  at  the  Limpopo  in  Bechuana- 
land,  by  Her  Majesty  s  Deputy  Com- 
missioner in  South  Africa,  as  to  tho 
collision  in  that  neighbourhood  in  the 
previous  August  between  a  Boer  named 
Orobbelaar,  said  to  be  a  Consul  accre- 
dited by  the  Transvaal  Qovernmeut,  and 
messengers  of  the  Chief  Kbama ;  and 
trhen  the  Oovemmant  will  be  able  to 
present  to  Parliament  correspondence 
respecting  this  and  other  proceedings  in 
the  Beohuanaland  Protectorate  subse- 
quent to  last  August  F 

Thb  under  SECKETART  or 
STATE  roE  thk  COLONIES  ;Baron 
Hehrt  »>  Worms,  Liverpool,  East 
Toxteth) :  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  Sir  Sydney  Shippard's 
Report  on  the  subject;  but  the  corre- 
spondence is  not  yet  oomptete.  When 
it  is  it  will  be  presented  to  Parliament 
with  other  papers  reladng  to  Beohuana- 
land which  are  now  partly  in  type. 

Sir  R.  fowler  :  How  long  will  it 
be  before  the  correspondence  is  pre- 
sented? 

Baros  H.  de  WORUS  :  At  present  I 
am  unable  to  say  exactly. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Is  it  not 
the  case  that  a  Report  was  received 
during  last. Session  of  Parliament,  and 
that  when  I  asked  a  Question  in  refer- 
enoe  to  it  a  promise  was  made  that  it 
should  be  printed  and  circulated  ? 

Baboh  H.  ds  WORUS :  I  will  make 
inquiry  about  ii. 

POST  OFFICE  STATIOSERY. 
Mr.  HENNIKEBHEATON  ^Canter- 
bury)  aaked  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  in  a  posi- 
tion to  inform  the  House  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  concessions  that  De  La  Rue 
and  Company  are  prepared  to  make  in 
the  proposed  sew  contract  for  Post 
Office  stationery,  &o. ;  and,  whether  he 
will  undertake  to  invite  tenders,  and 


gire  others  an  opportunity  of  c3m- 
[iptmg  for  the  supply  of  Post  Office  sta- 
tionery, stamps,  &a.,  without  delay,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  eitenaive  outlay 
and  preparations  will  be  necessary  for 
the  special  work  required  to  be  ander- 
taken  in  1890,  when  the  present  contracta 
will  expire  ? 

TsB  CHANCELrX)R  op  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  I  have  to  state  that  the 
coDceasions  offered  by  Messrs.  De  La- 
Rue  amount  to  a  considerable  sum; 
liut  they  are  conditional  on  a  prolonga- 
tion of  the  period  of  the  contract.  I  am 
now  considering  whether  the  advantages 
ofTered  compensate  for  such  a  prolonga- 
lioti,  involving  as  it  does  the  absence 
of  public  competition.  I  have  caused 
searching  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to 
whether  the  revised  prices  offered  by 
Messrs.  De  La  Rue  are  as  favourable  a» 
tliose  which  would  be  likely  to  he  ob- 
tairiiid  under  open  competition,  and  I 
hope  shortly  to  be  able  to  announce  my 

Mb.  HANBUBY  (Preston) :  What 
terms  have  been  given  to  Messrs.  De  La 
Rue  and  Company  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  thb  EXCHE- 
QFER :  A  term  of  eight  years  aiter 
tbo  two  years  during  which  the  Contract 
has  now  to  run. 

POSTAGE  OF  LETTERS  ABKOAD. 

ilB.  HENNIKER  HEATON  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  i» 
aware  that  the  cost  of  posting  a  letter 
from  France,  Germany,  or  Russia  to 
British  India  is  only  2h<i..  while  the 
clinrge  from  the  United  Kingdom  i» 
bd. ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  many 
British  merchants  and  newspaper  pro- 
prietors in  London  post  a  large  quan- 
tity of  letters  in  France  for  India  and 
China,  thereby  saving  nearly  50  per 
ceiit  in  the  cost  for  postage;  and 
whether  India  is  in  the  Postal  Union  ? 

Mr.RA1KES:  lam  well  aware,  as- 
is  also  the  House,  and,  I  think,  th» 
public  generally,  that  the  facts  are  as- 
stated  in  the  hon.  Member's  first 
Question,  and  I  may  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  difference  of  charge  arisea 
havQ  been  already  explained  in  this 
House,  I  think,  more  than  once.  Aa 
regards  the  second  point,  I  am  not 
aware  that  any  practice  prevails  on  th& 
part  of  British  merchants  and  news- 
paper proprieton  of  sending  letters  U> 
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Trance  to  be  there  posted  for  India  and 
China.  On  the  contrary,  from  inquiries 
recently  made,  I  have  reason  to  believe 
-that  such  is  not  the  case.  But  I  under- 
stand that  newspapers  are  poAted  in  the 
manner  described,  althougn,  I  am  glad 
i;o  say,  not  to  the  detriment  of  the 
British  Beyenue,  as  my  Department 
Tather  gains  than  loses  by  the  arrange- 
ment.   India  is  in  the  Postal  Union. 

ME.HBNNIKER  HEATON:  Arising 
out  of  the  Question,  is  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  aware  that  there  is  a 
£rm  in  Comhill  which  saves  £300  a 
jear  by  posting  newspapers  for  India 
and  Cluna  in  France  ? 

Mr.  KAIKES:  I  have  heard  that 
istatement,  but  do  not  know  what  is  the 
:authority  for  it. 

THE  CASE  OF  HECTOR  MACKENZIK 

Dr.  E.  MACDONALD  (Ross  and 
dromarty)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  ho  is  aware  that  the  man 
Hector  Mackenzie,  now  lying  in  In- 
Terness  Gaol  under  sentence  of  death 
for  a  murder  at  Fort  George,  has 
always  been  looked  on  by  his  ac- 
<quaintances  as  an  imbecile;  and, 
whether  he  was  discharged  from  the 
Army  as  such,  as  also  that  his  father 
and  two  uncles  were  of  weak  intellect  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE :  This  case 
Jhas  received  the  careful  consideration  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland.  An  inves- 
tigation has  been  made,  with  the  result 
that  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  has  felt 
bimself  justified  in  recommending 
'Her  Majesty  to  commute  the  sentence 
^f  death  to  one  of  penal  servitude. 

POST  OFFICE  ARRANGEMENTS  AT 
STOWMARKET. 

Me.  OONYBEARE  (CornwaU,  Cam- 
"bome)  asked  the  Postmaster  Generid  if 
any  further  arrangements  have  been 
made  as  to  the  contemplated  Post  Office 
alterations  at  Stowmarket;  and,  if  so, 
what;  and  when  will  they  be  carried 
into  effect  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  A  definite  proposal 
^ill  be  submitted  shortly. 

THE    LONDON    BRIGADES    OF 
VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr.  NEVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  the  Volunteer  Begi- 
ments  of  the  London  Brigades  were  in- 
Tited  to  join    Brigade  Oamps,   under 


their  Brigadiers,  for  four  days,  at 
Easter ;  and,  whether  their  Oommand- 
ing  Officers  have  been  directed  to  reduce 
the  number  of  the  men  attending  below 
the  numbers  sent  in ;  and,  if  so,  on  what 
ground  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  It  is  the  case 
that  the  Volunteer  regiments  of  ilie 
London  brigades  have  been  invited  to 
join  brigade  camps,  it  being  held  by  the 
military  authorities  that  it  is  advisable 
to  exercise  Volunteer  regiments  with 
the  brigades  to  which  they  belong.  As 
a  similar  effort  will  be  made  in  the  case 
of  all  Volunteer  brigades,  a  limit  as  to 
the  numbers  drawing  camp  allowanoe 
has  had  to  be  fixed,  but  this  will  not  pre- 
vent any  number  from  being  present 
without  the  allowance  where  barraok 
aooommodation  is  available.  The  allow- 
ance in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
days  is  somewhat  higher  than  in  the 
case  of  regimental  camps,  and  an  in- 
creased sum  has  been  taken  in  tiie  Esti- 
mates for  the  year. 

THE  COUNTY  COUNCILS. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  whether  he  intends 
this  Session  to  make  any  Provisional 
Orders  for  transferring,  under  aeotioa 
10  of  <*The  Local  Government  Aot» 
1888,"  powers  of  certain  Govemmmit 
Departments  and  other  authoritiea  to 
the  Oounty  Councils  of  Engluid  and 
Wales ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  Pro- 
visional Orders  will  be  submitted  to 
Parliament  at  an  early  date  ? 

Thb  president  of  ths  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Bitohib, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  It  is  in- 
tended to  make  a  Provisional  Order  lor 
transferring  certain  powers  of  Govern- 
ment Departments  to  the  Goun^  Oonn- 
cils  of  England  and  Wales,  and  I  hope 
to  submit  the  Order  to  Parliament  at  an 
early  date.  It  is  not  proposed  by  the 
Order  to  deal  with  the  powers  of  any 
other  authorities. 

THE  SALT  DUTY  IN  INDIA. 

Mb.  MAONEILL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  since  the  recent  inerease 
in  the  Salt  Duty  in  India  tliere  has 
been  a  diminution  in  the  demand  tost 
salty  to  the  extent  of  120  ndllion 
of  pounds;  and,  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  salt  is  an  abae- 
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lute  necessity  of  existence  in  India, 
Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  will  take 
any  steps  to  abrogate  or  diminish  a  tax 
which  presses  severely  on  the  poorest 
classes  of  the  community  ? 

Sir  J.  OOBST :  The  diminution  re- 
ferred to,  which  is  about  6  per  cent  of 
the  total  consumption,  occurred  imme- 
diately after  the  increase  of  the  tax. 
The  large  stock  then  on  hand  sufficiently 
accounts  for  it ;  and  in  the  latter  part  of 
1 888  there  was  a  recoyery  in  the  quan- 
tity of  salt  passed  into  consumption. 
The  GoTemment  of  India  are  closely 
watching  the  Betums  of  salt  consump- 
tion, and  the  Secretary  of  State  feels 
conyinced  that  the  earliest  opportunity 
will  be  taken  of  abrogating  the  increase 
of  the  Salt  Tax,  to  which  his  assent  was 
given  with  so  much  reluctance. 

THE  ROYAL  BARRACKS,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
IfVar  how  many  Boards  and  Commit- 
tees have  during  the  past  five  years  in- 
vestigated the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
Boyid  Barracks,  Dublin ;  what  has 
been  the  cost  of  these  investigations; 
what,  if  any,  of  the  measures  recom- 
mended by  these  Boards  of  Inquiry 
have  been  adopted ;  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  letter 
in  the  7Vm#«,  over  the  signature  **  A 
Field  Officer,"  in  which  the  writer  says 
that  he  had  been  a  member  of  a 
Board  investigating  the  condition  of  the 
Hoyal  Barracks,  and  that  it  was  found 
that  the  ground  was  saturated  with 
poisonous  matter;  would  he  have  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  this  Beport ;  and  whether  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Betum,  showing  the  regiments  that 
have  been  quartered  in  the  Boyal 
Barracks,  Dublin,  during  the  past  five 
years,  and  the  number  of  each  regiment 
including  women  and  children,  and  the 
number  of  deaths  in  each  regiment  in- 
cluding women  and  children  during  the 
Sdriod  of  its  sojourn  in  the  Boyal 
arracks? 

Mr.  K  STANHOPE :  I  have  already 
said  that  the  first  Beport  of  Mr.  Bogers- 
Field  on  the  Drainage  of  the  Bopral 
Barracks  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  im- 
mediately. I  understand  that  it  will 
contain  an  aooount  of  the  recommenda- 
tions made  by  previous  Boards,  and  the 


extent  to  which  they  have  been  adopted. 
This  will  meet  the  request  contained  in 
the  first  portion  of  the  Question  of  the- 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal.  I  am  not 
able  to  trace  the  Beport  to  which  refe- 
rence has  been  made  by  the  writer  ia 
the  2\mes  newspaper.  The  average 
number  of  troops  quartered  in  the  Boyal 
Barracks,  in  addition  to  women  and 
children,  during  the  last  five  years  has^ 
been  1,565 ;  and  the  average  yearly 
number  of  deaths  from  all  causes,  a 
little  over  15,  giving  a  death  ratio  of 
9-18,  as  against  6*93,  the  ratio  for  hom& 
service  generally. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  end  of 
my  Question.  I  want  to  know  what* 
the  cost  of  these  investigations  hae 
been  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  In  regard  to- 
the  cost,  I  am  afraid  I  can  only  tell  the^ 
hon.  Member  that  one  of  the  investiga- 
tions cost  100  guineas.  I  am  not  ye& 
able  to  estimate  the  cost  of  the  one  now 
taking  place. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Mr.  HENBY  H.  FOWLEB  (WoI- 
verhampton,  £.)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  clauses  proposed 
to  be  introduced  into  Private  Bills' 
enabling  certain  Bailway  Oompanies  to- 
increase  the  nominal  amount  of  their 
ordinary  share  capital  without  any 
corresponding  increase  in  the  amoimt 
actually  paid  up ;  and,  whether,  having- 
regard  to  the  provisions  of  7  and  8  Vic. 
c.  85,  and  to  the  general  question  of 
railway  rates,  he  wm  state  what  course 
he  proposes  to  adopt  with  respect  to- 
such  clauses  f 

The  PBESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TBADE  (Sir  M.  Hices-Bxaoh,. 
Bristol,  W.):  My  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  matter  referred  to,  and 
I  am  now  in  communication  with  the- 
authorities  of  both  Houses  with  the  view 
of  checking  any  attempts  to  evade  the 
provisions,  either  of  the  earlier  Act 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or 
of  the  Act  of  last  Session. 

LOCAL  GRANTS. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Somerset,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  up  to  what  dates  the 
various  local  grants  referred  to  in  sec-^ 
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tion  24  of  the  Local  Government  Act, 
1888,  will  continue  to  be  payable  to 
local  authorities ;  whether  there  is  any 
enactment  that  prevents  the  Police 
Orant  or  any  other  grant  being  payable 
up  to  the  end  of  the  present  local  finan- 
cial year;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
ensure,  by  legislation  or  otherwise,  the 
continuance  of  such  grants  until  the 
County  Councils  become  entitled  to  the 
full  benefits  of  the  local  taxation  licences 
end  probate  duty  grant ;  and,  if  he  can 
inform  the  House  when  the  last  in- 
stalments of  the  local  grants  are  likely 
to  be  made,  and  at  what  periods  pay- 
ments may  be  expected  to  be  made  from 
the  new  local  taxation  account  to  the 
County  Councils  ? 

Mr.  EITOHIE:  The  several  local 
^ants  which  have  been  voted  by  Par- 
liament in  respect  of  tlie  present  finan- 
tial  year  will  be  paid  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  year.  No  further  Vote  for 
fluch  grants  will  again  be  proposed.  In 
the  coming  financial  year  the  local 
authorities  will  have  ceded  to  them  cer- 
tain licence  duties  and  a  proportion 
of  the  receipts  from  probate  duty  in 
substitution  for  those  grants.  The  local 
authorities  will  not  receive  in  the  next 
financial  year  any  grants  in  addition  to 
the  licence  duties  and  probate  duty, 
which  are  in  substitution  for  the  grants. 
I  am  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  say 
at  what  dates  payment  from  the  local 
tcucation  account  will  be  made  in  the 
next  financial  year,  but  I  hope  to  be 
able  to  arrange  that  payment  shall  be 
made  by  instalments  at  such  times  as 
will  be  convenient  to  the  authorities. 

Mr.  H0BH0U8E;  Will  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  answer  more  definitely 
the  first  psurafifraph  in  my  Question  ? 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  Government 
will  pay  the  usual  grants  that  are  paid 
in  the  financial  year.  After  the  present 
financial  year  the  local  authorities  will 
receive  no  grants  at  all,  but  will  re- 
ceive the  licence  duties,  out  of  which 
they  will  have  to  meet  the  claims  upon 
them. 

THE  GOVERNOR  OF  GUERNSEY. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS  (Lanark  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  the 
amount  of  the  salary  and  allowances  of 
the  Governor  of  Guernsey;  how  much 
of  this  is  contributed  by  Guernsey  and 
how  much  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer  ; 
and     whether    the    Government     will 

Mr,  Mbhhouse 


undertake  that  the  present  vacancy  in 
this  post  shall  not  be  filled  up  till  Parliai- 
ment  has  had  an  opportunity  of  pro* 
nouncing  an  opinion  on  the  necessity  of 
the  offioe? 

Mr.  E.  ST  VNHOPE :  The  Lieutenant 
Governor  of  Guernsey,  who  also  com- 
mands the  troops  on  the  island  and  in 
Aldemey,  receives  from  Army  funds 
£1,700  a  year  (consolidated  pay)  and 
something  under  £80  a  year  from  Grown 
lands.  I  cannot  undertake  to  abstain 
from  filling  up  the  post  as  suggested  in 
the  Question. 

Mr.  PHILIPPS :  Is  the  Governor 
provided  with  a  house  in  addition  to 
these  allowances  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  No. 

THE  COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT . 

Mr.  CUNrNGHAME.  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  decision 
given  by  Sheriff  Orr  Paterson  at  Ayr 
to  the  effect  that  the  workmen  employed 
in  Knockterra  Pit  had  no  power  to 
appoint  the  Secretary  to  the  Miner's 
Union  to  make  an  intimation  on  their 
behalf  anent  the  election  of  a  ohedc 
weighman,  and,  whether  such  decision 
is  in  accordance  with  Sections  13  and 
14  of  the  Coal  Mines  Begulation  Act;, 
and,  if  so,  what  action  he  proposes  to 
take  in  order  to  have  this  anomalous 
state  of  affairs  amended  f 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir;  I  have 
seen  the  decision  in  question,  whioli  I 
understand  to  have  been  to  the  effect  that 
the  masters  were  not  bound  to  recognize 
the  check  weighman  on  the  ground 
that  insufficient  notice  of  his  appoint- 
ment had  been  given.  No  particular 
form  of  notice  is  required  by  the  Act, 
and  I  think  that  employers  would  not 
be  justified  in  refusing  to  recognize  a 
duly- elected  check  weigher,  of  whose 
election  they  have  had  sufficient  notice ; 
but  I  concur  with  the  Sheriff  in  thinking 
that  some  sufficient  notice  should  be  given 
before  damages  can  be  claimed  from 
the  employer.  The  Sheriff  has  deter- 
mined that  question  of  fact,  and  I  see 
no  reason  to  take  any  further  action  in 
the  matter. 

Mr.  C.  GRAHAM  :  Is  there  anything 
in  the  Idth  and  14  th  sections  of  the 
Coal  Mines  Act  that  empowers  the 
Sheriff  to  refuse  to  receive  a  repre* 
sentation  made  on  behalf  of  the  wdA- 
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men  by  a  Secretary  acting    on  their 
behalf? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  Question  without 
notice. 

THE  CUSTOMS  AT  LIVERPOOL. 

Mr.  NKVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
ohange)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  what  are  the  hours  of 
employment  of  the  first  and  seoond-olass 
(respectively)  outdoor  officers  of  the 
Customs  at  Liverpool ;  how  many  Cus- 
toms officers  at  that  port  are  now  doing 
duty  as  '*  acting  officers,"  and  at  what 
extra  rate  of  pay ;  and,  how  many  copy- 
ists are  now  doing  at  that  port  the  work 
of  first-clasR  outdoor  officers? 

The  SECBETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.):  I 
am  informed  there  is  no  distinction  as 
to  hours  of  employment  between  the 
first  and  second  class  of  Customs  out- 
door officers  at  Liverpool,  or  at  any 
other  port.  The  hours  of  attendance 
vary  according  to  the  kind  of  duty  on 
which  they  are  employed,  being  from 
seven  or  eight  hours  a  day  (according  to 
season)  on  warehousing  stations  to  (at 
Liverpool)  12  hours  out  of  the  24  when 
boarded  on  vessels  from  foreign  ports  ; 
but  officers  on  this  latter  duty  are  now 
usually  relieved  every  six  hours.  The 
number  of  Customs  officers  who  do 
duty  as  acting  examining  officers  neces- 
sarily varies  nrom  day  to  day,  according 
to  the  exigencies  of  the  service.  At 
Liverpool  there  were  yesterday  employed 
in  this  capacity  46  officers,  and  the  extra 
rate  of  pay  for  officers  approved  for  that 
service  when  so  employed  is  2d.  for  each 
hour,  not  exceeding  Is.  a  day.  I  am 
informed  that  no  copyists  are  doing  at 
Liverpool  the  work  of  outdoor  officers 
of  either  class. 

IRELAND— THE    MURDER    OF    HEAD- 
CONSTABLE  WHELEHAN. 

Mr.  cox  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  Cullinane,  the 
informer,  swore  at  the  preliminary 
investi^ration  into  the  murder  of  Head- 
constable  Whelehan,  and  again  at  the 
trial  of  the  men  charged  with  that  crime 
at  the  Wicklow  Assizes,  1887,  that  he 
had  been  in  the  pay  of  the  police  for  a 
number  of  years;  and,  whether  he  is 
still  in  the  employment  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland;  and,  if  so,  whether 


facilities  will  be  given  to  the  solicitor 
for  the  defence  at  the  Special  Commis- 
sion to  have  a  subpoena  served  on  that 
person? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  evidence  given  by  the  man 
referred  to.  I  would  beg  to  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  reply  given  by  me 
a  day  or  two  ago  to  the  inquiry  repeated 
in  the  second  paragraph. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether,  considering 
that  the  police  were  in  the  service  of  the 
Times,  he  will  further  facilitate  the  dis- 
covery of  the  truth  in  the  inquiry  before 
the  Special  Commission  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  be 
glad  to  facilitate  the  discovery  of  truth 
in  every  way  in  ray  power. 

Mr.  cox  :  On  Monday  I  will  put 
a  further  Question  on  this  subject,  and 
g^ve  this  man's  sworn  depositions. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  I  wish  to  know 
what  number  of  paid  informers  or  police 
spies  are  being  kept  by  the  Govern- 
ment ? 

No  answer  was  given  to  this  Question. 

PRISON  DISCIPLINE  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath.  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  four  of  the  Barbavilla  prisoners  at 
present  undergoing  sentences  of  seven 
years'  penal  servitude  in  Mountjoy- 
Prison  has  not  been  placed  on  the 
special  treatment  to  which  they  became 
entitled  in  December  last — namely,  im- 
proved diet,  less  work,  and  visits,  and 
letters  every  two  months  until  expiration 
of  sentences ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state 
the  reason  why  those  privileges  have  not 
been  extended  in  their  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  informs  me  that  the  facts 
are  not  accurately  represented  in  the 
question.  Two  of  the  prisoners  referred 
to  were  duly  approved  for  the  special 
class  privileges.  These  privileges  in- 
clude letters  and  visits  every  two  months, 
but  do  not  affect  diet  or  work.  In  the 
case  of  the  other  two  prisoners,  they 
were  disqualified  under  the  rules  for  pro- 
motion to  the  special  class,  owing  to  mis- 
conduct. 

COLONEL  SAUNDERSON  AND  HOME 

RULE. 
Mr.  T.    p.   O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
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whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fotlowing  la  iguage,  reported  as 
having  been  nsed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saimderson) — 

#  *'  As  to  a  Home  Rule  Parliament,  nothing 
under  Heaven  will  make  us  recog^ze  the  Par- 
liament, or  obey  its  laws,  so  long  as  we  hare 
right  arms  to  smke  with.  The  very  moment 
there  is  a  chance  of  a  Home  Rule  Parliament, 
we  should  arm,  we  should  drill,  and  in  a  fort- 
night we  could  put  60,000  men  in  the  field 
under  arms.  I  have  the  authority  of  leading 
men  in  the  Army  that  they  wotdd  never 
allow  British  soldiers  to  be  used  against  the 
Irish  Loyalists  ;  " 

and  whether  he  intends  to  institute  any 
prosecution  against  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  use  of  such  language  ? 
Perhaps  I  may  make  to  that  Question 
an  addendum  intimately  connected  with 
it — namely,  whether  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  since  the 
appearance  of  this  speech  in 
the  Daily  Express  that  journal,  in  its 
editorial  comments,  has  expressed  its 
entire  assent  with  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman ;  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
proceed  against  the  Daily  Express,  imder 
Sub-section  4  of  Section  2  of  the  Grimes 
Act,  under  which  section  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  already  proceeded 
against  the  editors  of  seyeral  Nationalist 
journals  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  have  not 
read  the  article  in  the  Daily  Express, 
but  I  think  the  answer  to  the  general 
Question  on  the  Paper  will  probably 
apply  to  the  addendum  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  just  read  to  the 
House.  I  understand  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Armagh,  in  the 
speech  to  which  reference  is  made  in 
the  Question,  foreshadowed  an  act  of 
war  against  a  hypothetical  Government. 
If  that  GoTemment  should  ever  emerge 
from  the  land  of  dreamland  into  actual 
existence  it  will  be  for  it  to  determine 
what  course  should  be  taken  with  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Arising  out 
of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, as  to  the  character  of  which  I  will 
make  no  observations,  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the 
words  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man are  not  a  direct  incitement  to  civil 
war  against  a  law  that  may  be  passed 
by  the   Imperial    Parliament   of   this 

Mr.  T.  P.  0'  Connor 


country,  and  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  prosecuted  several 
Gentlemen  for  intimidating  unknown 
persons — [^Ministerial  laugUmr] — I  will 
call  them  hypothetical  persons  if  that 
will  please  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite^ 
and  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  not  think  that  language  like  this, 
applied  to  a  population  which  to  a  large 
extent  is  armed,  owing  to  the  neelect  of 
the  Government,  ^oe^  not  direcUy  tend 
to  interfere  with  the  administration  of 
law  and  justice  in  Ireland  .' 

Mb.  PIOION  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  has  noticed 
the  words,  ''in  a  fortnight  we  oonld 
put  50,000  men  in  the  field  under 
arms,"  which  implies  that  50,000  men 
are  already  enrolled  ? 

Mb.  H.  GARDNER :  May  I  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  thait 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  says  in 
his  threat,  ''  If  there  is  a  ohanoeof  a 
Home  Rule  Parliament."  I  would  ask 
him  whether  these  words  come  under 
his  answer  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  shall  not 
be  Chief  Secretary  if  there  is  such  a 
chance,  and  I  do  not  believe  there  will 
be  such  a  chance. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
doctrine  of  contingent  disloyalty  is  per- 
mitted  in  the  British  Army  ? 
«Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
must  point  out  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  question  is  whether  the  Ohief 
Secretary  intends  to  institute  a  proeeou- 
tion.  An  answer  has  been  g^ven  that 
no  prosecution  is  intended,  and  I  do  not 
think  any  further  question  arises. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  With  your  leave, 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  ask  whether 
the  Secretary  for  War  has  inqoired 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Ibmber 
the  names  of  the  lea£ng  officers  in  tiie 
British  Army  who,  as  he  publicly 
asserted,  pledged  themselves  to  him  in 
a  certain  event  that  they  would  violate 
their  oaths  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  No,  Sir;  1 
have  had  no  communication  on  the  waUb^ 
ject  from  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 
My  attention  is  now  called  to  the  matter 
for  the  first  time  by  the  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  sexton  :  By  way  of  spurring 
the  singularly  languid  curiosi^  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman,  I  shall  at  the 
earliest  opi>ortunity  move — 


""nuA,  in  the  judgmeat  o(  thit  Hoom,  and 
in  tlie  iDt«r«at*  of  public  order,  it  ii  rsqnitita 
that  the  Member  for  North  Armagh,  himwlf  ft 
military  officer,  be  called  upon  to  diicloae  the 
namei  of  those  leading;  officnn  of  the  Britilh 
Army  who  pledged  them«elT(H  to  him,  on  the 
oooan«ace  of  a  certain  event,  that  they  woold 
violate  their  oatha  of  fidelity  and  obedience  to 
the  Crown." 
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Oommittee  will  sit  at  an  earlr  date,  and 
its  delibetatioDa  an  not  Ukelj  to  be 
prolonged.  Upon  receiving  its  Beport 
the  QoTemment  irill  settle  the  soheme 
of  dietrlbutioa.  The  sum  Toted  vill,  of 
course,  be  available  for  the  oolle^es 
which  are  entitled  to  share  in  it  dunng 
the  coming  finaooial  year. 


THE  ARGENTINE  HEPUBUC. 

Hr.O'KEEFFE  asked  the  Under  8eo- 
retar;  of  State  for  Foreign  AfFaira  if  his 
attention  bas  been  directed  to  a  large 
nnmber  of  persons,  mechanics  and 
labourers — 400  alone  from  the  <dty  of 
Limsriok — who  left  per  steamer  i^rM^tN, 
&om  Queenstowu  to  Buenos  Ayres,  on 
about  the  15th  of  January  last;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  expres- 
sion of  high  eodeaiastioal  and  lay  opinion 
in  Ireland  as  to  the  danger  of  numbers 
of  these  emigrants  being  left  destitute 
after  their  arrival,  he  will  direct  Her 
Majeaty's  Consular  Agent  at  the  Argen- 
tine Bepnblio  to  make  inquiries  as  to 
their  present  condition  and  prospects, 
with  a  view  to  give  reliable  information 
in  case  of  any  further  projected  emigra- 
tion to  that  county  P 

8is  J.  FERGUSSON  said,  the  at- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Ovvsmmant 
has  been  for  some  time  directed  to  the 
large  extent  to  which  emigration  to  the 
Argentine  Repablio  has  increased,  and 
they  have  been  in  communication  with 
Her  Majesty's  Bepresentative  at  Buenos 
Ayree  on  the  subject,  and  are  consider- 
ing whether  any  special  agency  is  neces- 
sary for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  the 
Question  of  the  hoa.  Uember. 

PBOTINCIAL  COLLEGES. 

Ur.  UUNDELLA  asked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  whether  he  is 
now  prepared  to  lay  upon  the  Table  the 
promised  scheme  for  aiding  provincial 
colleges,  and  to  &x  the  date  when  it  will 
come  into  operation. 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  ov  the  EX- 
CHEQUER: A  Vote  for  Provinoia] 
Colleges  has  been  put  down  in  ths 
Estimates  for  18S9-90.  The  Qovem- 
ment  have  found  considerable  difflcnltj 
in  deciding  what  colleges  should  be  en- 
titied  to  share  in  it,  and  in  what  propor- 
tions and  on  what  conditions  it  should 


be    distributed   between 


THE  LASH. 

Mb.  PI0KEB8GILL  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
whether  the  sentence  of  flogging  (30 
lashes)  for  contempt  of  Court,  imposed 
on  Thomas  Taylor,  on  July  27  last,  by 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Bahamas,  was 
carried  ont  ? 

BiEoir  HENRY  db  WORMS:  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Uember,  I  have  to  say 
that  the  sentence  was  carried  out  on  the 
day  it  was  passed. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER:  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  Chief  Justice  still 
holds  office  under  the  Crown  ? 

Barok  HENET  dk  WOB^S  :  Tes. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMSHSSION. 
Ma.  LABOUCHSBE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  it  had  been  brought  to 
his  notice  that  it  had  been  sworn  that 
Head  Constable  Gallagher  and  Sergeant 
Faussett,  of  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, and  being  now  in  this  country  on 
Bubpcenas  from  the  solicitor  of  the  Timtt, 
were  directed  by  one  Shannon,  an  agent 
of  the  Time*,  to  accompany  the  Tim»i 
witness  Pigott  from  the  Boyal  Courts  of 
Justice  to  his  hotel,  and  to  reside  at  said 
hotel,  in  order  to  protect  Pigott  in  case 
of  need;  whether  the  memoers  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  now  in 
London  on  subpoenas,  were  permitted  to 
take  the  orders  of  the  agents  and  sub- 
agents  of  the  Tim»3,  or  to  protect  the 
Timet*  witnesses  by  order  of  the 
said  agents  or  sub-agents ;  whether 
Head  Constable  Gallagher  and  Ser- 
geant Faussett  reported  to  their 
official  superiors  Uiat  they  were 
being  employed  by  a  sub- agent  of  the 
Timti  in  protecting  a  Timet'  witness; 
whether  they  were  in  receipt  of  official 
full  pay  during  the  period  of  their 
residence  in   London  under  aubpcena. 


They    and  their  employment  by  the  agents  or 


have    aocordingly    appointed    a    small  sub-agents  of  the  Timet  ;    whether  be 

Committee  to  make  particular  inquiries  was  aware  that  Sergeant  Faussett  had 

and  advise  them  on  these  points.     The  already  appeared  as  a  witness  for  the 
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Mb.  BALFOUR :  I  never  heard  of  it. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  put  the 
Question  on  the  paper,  I  will  make 
inquiry. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  ask  the  Home 
Secretary  whether  he  has  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  visits  of  Head-constable 
Preston? 

The  home  SECRETARY:  No; 
my  information  is  inconsistent  with  the 
suggestion. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
When  am  I  likely  to  get  permission  to 
▼iait  Nally  ?  I  asked  for  it  on  the  2 1st 
instant. 

The  home  SECRETARY :  The 
authority  is  on  its  way.  Reference  was 
made  to  the  prison  authorities,  and  as 
soon  as  it  was  found  that  Nally  was 
entitled  to  receive  a  visitor,  the  permis- 
sion was  given. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Can  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  assure  the  House  that 
these  two  men  have  been  visited  by 
nobody  except  by  persons  entitled  under 
the  prison  rules  to  visit  them  ? 

The  home  SECRETARY :  I  have 
given  the  hon.  Gentleman  all  the  infor- 
mation I  can  on  the  subject. 

NEGLECT  OF  CHILDREN. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
if  he  had  taken  advice  whether  or  not 
Boards  of  Guardians  were  the  only 
persons  who  were  competent  to  institute 
a  prosecution  against  parents  under  the 
37th  Section  of  the  Poor  Law  Amend- 
ment Act,  1868,  for  wilfuUy  neglecting 
to  provide  food  for  their  children,  being 
in  their  custody;  and  in  any  case, 
whether  he  would  issue  a  circular  call- 
ing the  attention  of  Boards  of  Guardians 
to  their  duties  and  responsibilities  in  the 
matter? 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  am  advised  that 
Boards  of  Guardians  are  not  the  only 
persons  who  are  competent  to  institute 
proceedings  against  parents  under  the 
enactment  referred  to  ;  but  I  should  be 
Sony   if  the    fact  that  such    proceed- 
ings   may    be    instituted     by    others 
should   have    any    effect    in    inducing 
Boards  of  Guarviians  to  be  less  vigilant 
with  regard  to  such  ca^^es.     So  recently  I 
as  the  3 1  $t  of  December  last  I  caused  a  ! 
circular  letter  to  he  issued  to  the  sereral 
Boards    of  Guardians,    drawing    their 
attention  to  the  Section,  and  inipndssing  , 
upon  them  the  duty  which  attaches  to 


them  of  instituting  prosecutions  in  the 
cases  to  which  it  refers. 

IRELAND-THE   MITCHELSTOWN 
AFFRAY,  1887. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether 
Mr.  O'Neil  Segrave,  R.M.,  who  was  in 
command  of  the  forces  of  the  Crown  at 
Mitchelstown  in  September,  1887,  on 
the  occasion  of  a  collision  with  the 
people,  in  which  three  lives  were  lost, 
is  the  same  Mr.  O'Neil  Segrave  of 
whom  the  following  notice  appears  in 
the  Government  Gazette  of  the  Cape  of 
Good  Hope,  published  by  authority  on 
Friday,  September  4th,  1885  : — 

'*  Head  Quarters,  Colonial  Forces, 
King  WUUam's  Town.  24th  Augnst,  188d, 
Colonial  Forces  Order,  Ko.  281. 

'*  His  Excellency  the  Governor,  with,  the  ad- 
vice of  the  Executive  Council,  has  been  pleased 
to  approve  of  the  following  alterations,  ftc,  in 
the  Colonial  Forces  : — 

**  No.  2  Cape  Infantry  Regiment. 

<*  Lieutenant  O'Xeil  Segiave's  eerrioes  an 
dispensed  with  from  Slst  July,  1885. 

**  Herbert  Watson  Major,  gentleinaii*  to  be 
Lieutenant,  from  1st  August,  1885,  Tioe  Se- 
grave, whose  services  have  been  difpenaed 
with. 

«*  By  Older, 

"  P.  Kenion  FfolUott,  Lt.  Cokm^ 

<*  Military  Secretary,  Cdonial  Serrieea.*' 

And,  what  inquiries,  if  any,  did  the 
GoTemment  make  into  the  antecedeoti 
of  Mr.  O'Neil  Seg^ve  preyiooalj  to  bia 
appointment  to  the  post  of  Resident 
Magistrate  in  Octoher,  1886? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  IhaTaalroadj 
explained  that  the  GoTemment  are 
making  full  inquiries  into  all  the 
circumstances,  and  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  agree  with  me  it  woold 
be  wise  to  await  the  result  ol 


inquiries. 

Mr.  SEXTOX  ^Belfast,  W.) :  May  I 
ask  how  it  happens  that  ten  weeks  liave 
been  consumed  in  making  these  in- 
quiries *r  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man any  objection  to  gire  the  Honee  an 
assurance  that  the  inquiry  will  be  rlneiil 
before  the  salary  of  this  person  is  foied 
bT  the  House  ? 
'  Mr.  COXYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Gbm- 
bome^ :  Is  it  not  a  matter  of  nototiety 
that  this  man  was  turned  out  of  theC^pe 
Armv  for  embezzlement  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  B.\I:F0U£  :  I  am  making 
erery  inquiry  into    the    matter^    and 
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have  done  so  since  the  infonnation 
laid  before  the  House  led  me  to 
believe  there  was  something  to  be 
investigated,  which  is  not  always  the 
case.  This  Gentleman  at  once  went  on 
leave,  and  has  remained  on  leave  ever 
since.  I  apprehend  that  is  the  only 
course  which  it  is  proper  to  pursue. 
When  I  have  made  full  investigation,  it 
then  remains  for  the  Government  to 
determine  what  course  to  adopt.   . 

Mr.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  my 
Question.  Has  he  any  objection  to 
give  the  House  an  assurance  that  the  in- 
quiry will  be  closed  before  we  are  asked 
to  vote  the  salary  for  the  Office  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  •  I  have  every 
expectation  that  it  will ;  but  I  cannot 
say  definitely.  I  cannot  conceive  that 
it  will  last  so  long. 

Mr.  mac  NIELL  :  I  will  repeat  the 
Question  on  Monday,  and  if  necessary, 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 


PUBLIC  MEETINGS  ON  THE  HORSE 
GUARDS  PARADE, 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  any  decision  has  been  arrived 
at  by  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
holding  of  Public  Meetiogs  on  the 
Horse  Guards  Parade;  and  whether 
any  objection  will  be  raised  to  the  hold- 
ing of  meetings  there,  under  the  same 
rules  and  regulation  as  are  applied  to 
meetings  in  the  Public  Parks  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Rules  of 
Hyde  Park,  of  Battersea  Park,  of 
Regent's  Park,  and  of  Victoria  Park 
allow  Public  Meetings  to  be  held  in 
those  Parks,  and  the  Government  have 
no  intention  of  altering  the  Rules  of  St. 
James's  Park,  which  prohibit  the  de- 
livery of  Public  Addresses  on  the  Horse 
Guards  Parade. 

Mr.  CREMER  :  Am  I  to  understand 
by  the  answer  gpiven  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  meetings  are  not  to 
be  permitted  on  the  Horse  Guards 
Parade,  and,  if  I  have  rightly  interpre- 
ted the  answer,  has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman any  objection  to  stating  the 
reasons  that  induced  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  arrive  at  that  conclu- 
sion ?  

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  interpreted  my  answer  quite 
correctly,  and  the  reasons  which  induced 


Her  Majesty's  Government  to  come  to 
that  conclusion  are  these :  The  Horse 
Guards  Parade  is  situated  in  the  eentre 
of  a  large  number  of  public  offices, 
palaces,  and  public  buildings,  and  in 
the  immediate  proximity  to  a  large  and 
important  thoroughfare,  and,  in  the 
opinion  of  those  best  competent  to  form 
an  opinion,  public  meetings  there  and  the 
assemblage  of  large  masses  of  people 
going  to  the  meetings,  would  be  extremely 
likely  to  cause  public  obstruction. 

Mr.  CREMER  :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  Government  has  been  directed 
to  the  fact  that  occasionally  tens  of 
thousands  of  people  assemble  on  the 
Horse  Guards  Parade  to  witness  mili- 
tary reviews,  and  on  no  occasion  has 
there  ever  been  a  disturbance  such  as 
he  fears  ? 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  proclamation  of  Sir 
Charles  Warren  is  still  in  force  ? 

The  two  latter  Questions  were  not 
answered. 

CONVICTIONS  UNDER  THE  CRIMINAL 
LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRELAND) 

ACT. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  what  is  the  number  of  con- 
victions during  the  year  1888  under  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland; 
Act  (1)  for  intimidation;  (2)  for  riot; 
and  (8)  for  taking  forcible  possession. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  number 
of  convictions  during  the  year  1888 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act  under  the  heads  indicated 
in  the  Question  were  as  follows: — (I) 
For  intimidation,  137 ;  (2)  for  riot,  164  ; 
(8)  for  taking  forcible  possession,  50.  I 
have  also  been  asked  if  I  would  lay  on  the 
Table  a  Return  which  I  quoted,  showing 
the  percentage  of  convictions  by  Jurors 
and  Magistrates.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
proper  paper  to  lay  on  the  Table,  be- 
cause the  result  was  simply  arrived  at 
by  a  sum  in  arithmetic  from  Returns 
already  in  possession  of  the  House.    On 

Sage  24  of  the  Criminal  and  Judieial 
tatistics  for  the  year  1887,  it  is  stated 
that  the  total  number  of  persons  pro- 
ceeded against  under  the  Crimes  Act 
was  628,  of  whom  414  were  convicted, 
a   percentage    of   66.    A   little  lower 
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down  oa  tbe  eamB  page  it  ia  stated  that 
1,991  were  tried  bj  Jury  ia  the  same 
year,  and  practically j  7 1  per  cent  were 
oonvioted.  These  were  the  figures  I 
gare  to  the  Honse. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT:  May  I  ask 
whether,  in  a  case  where  the  Gkivem- 
ment,  for  the  same  speech,  for  the  same 
act  of  intimidation,  frame  half-a-dozen 
different  charges — that  ia  to  say,  in  a 
speech  one  might  be  charged  probably 
with  riot,  taking  part  in  an  illegal 
eoospiraoy,  taking  part  in  an  illegal 
aaaembly,  and  also  intimidation — baring 
obtained  a  ocai*iction  on  one  charge, 
the  GoTernment  direct  tbe  Magistrates 
to  enter  acquittals  on  tbe  others? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  ahonid  like 
to  inqnire  into  the  matter ;  bnt  what  I 
apprehend  ia  the  fact  is,  that  if  a  man  is 
tried  on  several  charges  and  is  connoted 
under  one  and  not  nnder  the  others,  if 
the  others  are  withdrawn  I  presume  he 
would  not  be  returned  aa  having  been 
oonricted  under  tbem. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  the  Ma^s- 
trates  are  credited  with  making  so  many 
aoqnittals  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  answer  that  question  off-hand 
My  information  ia  only  taken  from  the 
ordinary  statistical  iaformatioii. 

THE  SALE  AKD  USE  OF  REVOLVERS. 

Mb.  B.  W.  HANBUET(n«ston):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  measures  to  restrain 
the  sate  and  use  of  revolrers  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  answer  the  Question,  but  I 
oan  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
matter  is  not  being  lost  sight  of. 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATIOS. 
Me.  CRAIG  SELLAE  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick; :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  tbe  Treasury  whether  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemmeut  intend  this  Session  to  in- 
troduce a  meaaure  to  give  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  th^  Joint  Com- 
mittee of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
appointed  last  Session  to  examine  into 
the  present  system  of  PrivateBill  Legis- 
lation, in  favour  of  "  tbe  establishment 
of  Commisaionera  entrusted  with  the 
functions  of  Private  Bill  Committees." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
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measure  dealing  with  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation, baaed  on  the  report  of  the  Joint 
Committee. 

&.  CEAIG  SBLLAR :  I  beg  to  gin 
notice  that  on  Tuesday  I  shall  ask  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  establiabing  a 
Commission  to  examine  and  report  on 
Private  Bills  in  Parliament  and  mattera 
relating  thereto. 

MININQ  BENTS  AND  HOYALTIES. 

Mb.  OONTBEABE:  I  beg  to  ask 
tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether 
he  will  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  which  the  Bills 
which  honourable  Members  have  in- 
troduced, dealing  with  the  question  of 
Mining  Rents  and  Royalties,  may  b« 
referred. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  asks  whether  a  oertain 


Mr.  A.  J.  Balfo%\ 


Bill  not  yet  drafted— and  consei^uentlT 
not  yet  received  at  the  Pubbo  BiU 
Office  —  is  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  TTuder  the  oircumetancBa  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  make  any  state- 

Me.  CONrBEARE:  I  will  repeat 
the  Queation  another  day. 

THE  SPECIAL  COJimSSION. 

Mb.  JOHN  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
RuahcIilTe) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Firat  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  what  sum  of  publie 
money  haa  already  been  advanced  from 
the  Temporary  Commissions  Vote  to- 
wards defraying  the  charges  of  the 
Special  Commiesion  (Members  of  Par- 
liament Charges  and  Allegations)  Act, 
1888? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  total  ex- 
penditure to  date  from  the  Temporary 
Commission  Vote  on  acncunt  of  the 
Special  Commiesion  is  as  follows  :— 
Salariea,  £375  ISa.  3d.;  travelliog, 
£20  158.  7d.  ;  shorthand-writing, 
£920  4s.;  incidents,  £27  19s.  4d. ; 
imprest  outstanding,  £40 :  total, 
£1,384  12a.  2d.  The  paymenU  under 
salaries  are  for  the  secretary  and  some 
copying  clerks  employed  under  him  with 
Treasury  authority.  Tbe  only  item  of 
importaoce  under  "  Travelling "  ia 
£8  16s.  2d.  to  the  Commissloaer  of 
Police,  for  the  expenses  of  officers  seat 
by  order  of  the  Court  after  MoUoy. 
'*  Incidents  ''  represent,  almost  entizely, 
postage  and  telegrams.  Besides  the 
above,  there  is  no  doabt  a  heavy  charge 


«9d 


The  Special 


tF£BBUABT28,  1889} 


Commueion, 


594 


on  the  Stationery  Vote  for  printing,  &c. 
The  Special  Commission  is  being  treated 
in  exactly  the  same  way  as  any  other 
temporary  Commission,  with  the  excep- 
tion that  no  money  is  being  found  for 
'\7i  tn  esses 

Mr.  c!  BBADIiAUGH  (Northamp- 
ton) !  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  whether  any  moneys 
'have  been  or  will  be  paid  out  of  the 
Secret  SerTice  Vote  to  any  person  or 
persons  for  or  in  connection  with  the 
Special  Commission  now  sitting ;  or  for 
or  in  connection  with  the  collection  of 
evidence  in  Ireland  to  be  laid  before 
such  Commission  ;  or  for  or  in  connec- 
tion with  the  inyestigatioDS  made  in 
Ireland  or  elsewhere  as  to  matters  laid 
"before  such  Commission,  or  otherwise  ' 
in  connection  with  the  charges  and  alle- 
gations made  by  the  Ttme*  against 
Members  of  this  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  do  not  think 
it  right  under  ordinary  circumstances 
to  make  any  statements  with  reference 
to  the  application  of  Secret  Service 
money,  but  under  the  special  circum- 
stances I  feel  I  ought  to  reply  to  the 
hen.  Member.  I  assure  him  that  no 
Secret  Service  mooey  has  been  or  will 
be  spent  for  the  purposes  indicated  by 
the  hon.  Member.  It  is,  of  course,  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  use  Secret 
Service  money  for  the  purpose  for 
which  it  is  principally  provided  — 
namely,  the  prevcDtion  and  detection  of 
crime ;  but,  I  repeat,  no  muney  has 
been  or  will  be  used  by  the  Government 
ior  the  purposes  specified  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Do  the  Government 
intend  to  make  any  proposal  in  regard 
to  the  costs  of  the  defence  with  reference 
to  the  forged  letters  which  the  Times 
admitted  to-day  they  had  falsely  at- 
tributed to  Mr.  Farnell.  Mr.  Egan,  Mr. 
0*Kelly,  and  Mr.  Davitt. 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order. 
That  has  no  connection  with  the  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  Question  on  the  I^aper  al- 
ludes  

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order.  The 
Question  on  the  Paper  refers  to  the 
application  of  the  Secret  Service  Fund. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  tiie/aesimik 
letter  published  in  the  Star  of  Monday  ' 


I  last,  purporting  to  be  a  letter  addressed 
I  by    Joseph    Soames,    Solicitor    to    the 
Time^i  newspaper,   to  the   Proprietors, 
announcing  the  suspension  of  the  usual 
dividend,  and  containing  the  following 
sentence: — ''No     provision    has    been 
made  by  '  The  Special  Commission  Act, 
1888,'  for  the  payment  of  any  part  of 
the  expense  incurred  by  the  parties  to 
the  present  inquiry.      What  action,  if 
any.  Parliament  may  take  in  this  respect 
remains  to  be  seen.    In  view,  however, 
of  this  uncertainty,  and  of  the   heavy 
expense,''  &c.;  and,  whether  he,  or  any 
other  person  on  behalf  of  the  Govern* 
ment,  has  given  the  Timet  any  ground 
or  reason   for   thus  intimating  to    the 
Proprietors  that  their  expenses  might 
hfi  recouped  to  them  by  a  Parliamentary 
Vote. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Perhaps  under  this 
Question  my  Question  will  be  relevant. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether  the  Government 
propose  to  defray  any  of  the  costs  of 
the  defence  of  the  forged  letters 
which  the  Times  admit  they  have 
falsely  attributed  to  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr. 
Egan,  Mr.  O'Kelly,  and  Mr.  Davitt, 
and  which  were  the  product  of  a  gross 
and  diflgraceful  fraud,  and  also  whether, 
as  the  Government  intend  to  faciliate 
the  detection  of  crime,  they  will  aid  Irish 
Members  financially  to  .  pursue  what 
they  claim  to  be  a  foul  and  criminal 
conspiracy  against  them,  of  which 
the  man  Iloustou  is  one  of  the  instru- 
ments. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  reply  at 
once  to  the  queotion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, although  I  think  it  would  have 
been  better  if  notice  had  been  given. 
The  Government  are  not  in  a  position 
to  make  any  recommendation  to  the 
House  until  they  have  considered  the 
Report  of  the  Commission,  which  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament ;  and,  as  regards 
that  which  is  alleged  to  be  a  foul 
conspiracy 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  ^Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  AUeffed  ?    Admitted. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  no  know- 
ledge  of  the  circumstances  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  refers.  I  can  only  repeat 
what  I  have  always  stated — that  any 
exertion  which  the  Government  can  use 
for  the  detection  of  crime  and  the  punish* 
ment  of  crime  will  be  used  by  the 
Government.  In  answer  to  the  question 
of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  savl  hare 
not|  nor  has  any  person  on  behalf  of  th9 
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Government,  intimated  to  the  proprietors 
of  the  Timee  that  their  expenses  might 
be  recouped  by  a  Parliamentary  Vote. 

Mb.  p.  a.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) : 
Arising  out  of  the  Question  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  might  I  ask  him 
whether  he  will  take  effective  steps  to 
secure  that  no  documents  in  the  posses- 
sion of  any  officer  of  the  Government 
will  be  destroyed  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  hardly 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
serious  in  asking  that.  Any  Member  of 
the  Government  who  was  privy  to  the 
destruction  of  documents  which  were 
necessary  to  the  enforcement  of  justice 
would  deserve  to  be  impeached. 

Mr.  chance  :  That  is  not  answer- 
ing my  question,  Sir.  My  question  was 
whether  the  Government  would  see 
that  effective  steps  were  taken  that  no 
officer  of  the  Government — no  Govern- 
ment official — should  be  permitted  to 
destroy  documents. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  it  is 
hardly  necessary  for  me  to  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  Government  has  recon- 
sidered the  offer  they  formerly  made  to 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
namely,  to  lend  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Members  the  services  of  Her  Majesty's 
Attorney-General  to  prosecute  the  Timet 
in  connection  with  the  criminal  publica- 
tion of  the  forged  letters. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  hardly 
wish  me  to  answer  that  question.  At 
all  events,  if  he  does  think  it  necessary, 
it  will  be  desirable  he  should  put  it  on 
the  paper.       

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  have  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  if  Her 
Majesty's  Attorney  General  persists  in 
the  making  of  criminal  charges  and 
allegations  against  Members  of  this 
House,  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
view  of  the  withdrawal  by  that  official 
of  the  forged  letters,  alleged  by  him  to 
have  been  written  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  will  continue  him  in  his  office 
of  Attorney  General ;  can  he  state  what 

Eortion  of  his  time  has  been  devoted  to 
is  office  of  Attorney  General  during 
the  sittings  of  the  Koyal  Commission  ; 
and  whether  any  previous  Attorney 
General  has  been  allowed  exclusively  to 
devote  himself  for  several  months  to 
private  practice  ? 

Mr.  jr.  H.  Smith 


Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  is  notorious 
that  any  charges  which  the  Attorney 
General  has  advanced  have  been  made 
in  his  capacity  as  counsel  for  tiie  JWrm, 
and  in  strict  accordance  with  the  rales 
which  regulate  the  conduct  of  eooi^ 
sel.  He  has  not  departed,  so  far  as 
I  am  aware,  in  any  respect  from  the 
practice  which  has  prevailed  with  regard 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  It 
is  not  in  my  power  to  say  what  time  he- 
has  recently  devoted  to  the  special 
duties  of  his  office:  but  he  has  dis- 
charged them  with  assiduity  and  to  ths 
satisfaction  of  the  Government.  Foimar 
Attorney  Generals  have  certainly  nnder- 
taken  private  practice  to  the  f  oU  extent 
to  which  the  present  holder  of  that 
office  has  done. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  shonld  like  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasoiy,. 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that,  so  far  back  as  the  begin- 
ning of  the  month  of  November,  now 
nearly  four  months  since,  the  learned 
Attorney  General,  who,  as  he  says,  was* 
discharging  his  functions  to  the  satis-^ 
faction  of  Her  Majesty's  Governments 
had,  under  the  hand  of  Richard  Figott, 
a  statement  that  he  was  tmable  to  bear 
cross-examination,  and  that,  if  prodaoe& 
as  a  witness,  the  most  damag^ing  ad- 
missions would  have  to  be  made  by  hin^ 
in  regard  to  his  previous  character ;  and 
whether  he  has  referred  that  statement 
to  the  learned  Attorney  General,  and 
whether  the  Government  retain  that 
confidence  in  the  learned  Gentleman  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  jost- 
given  expression  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  haTe  no 
knowledge  of  the  circumstanoes  to- 
which  the  hon.  Member  refers. .  I  most, 
therefore,  ask  him,  if  he  desires  an* 
answer,  to  put  the  Question  on  the 
paper.  I  have  referred  to  the  way  in 
which  the  Attorney  General  has  die* 
charged  his  duties  qua  Attorney  Gtone^ 
ral. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  giTO^ 
notice  that  at  the  first  opportonitj  I 
will  move, — Resolved,  that  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  Mr.  Attorneys 
General  has  forfeited  its  confidence. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE:  I  wish  to- 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Attorney  (}eneral» 
speaking  as  the  Attorney  General  from 
the  Front  Bench,  did  not,  in  the  disoos* 
sion  upon  the  Special  Commission  BiH  p 
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say  08  an  argument  for  passing  that 
Bill,  that  if  he  were  counsel  for  the 
Times  again  he  would  prove  one  of 
those  forged  letters  to  be  genuine. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  E.  Wbbstbe,  Isle  of  Wight) :  Mr. 
Speaker :  May  I  be  allowed  to  answer 
that  Question  myself?  I  never  made 
any  such  statement,  or  anything  which, 
by  any  distortion  of  my  words,  is  capable 
of  that  interpretation. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  I  wiU  put  the 
words  down  in  a  Question  lor  to- 
morrow. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  ask  the  learned 
Attorney  General  whether  he  adopts 
the  conclusion  stated  in  open  court 
by  his  clients,  the  Times — that  the 
letters  were  the  product  of  a  gross  and 
disgraceful  fraud  ? 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  ["  Order,  order ! "] 
These  are  not  proper  questions  to  ask 
in  the  House  of  Common ;  they  ought 
to  be  asked  elsewhere. 

Mb.  J.  W.  PHILIPPS  :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  what  pre- 
cautions he  has  taken  that  neither 
Houston  nor  any  other  of  the  Times 
witnesses  shall  be  able  to  escape  out 
of  the  jurisdiction. 

M^.  MATTHEWS :  The  practice  of 
making  suggestions  against  priyate 
individuals  under  cover  of  questions  of 
this  kind  appears  to  me  to  be  open  to 
the  very  grayest  objection.  I  must  ab- 
solutely decline  to  state  what  steps  I 
take  against  any  individual  whatever. 
I  may  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  it 
is  no  part  of  my  duty,  and  it  is  not 
within  my  power,  to  look  after  persons 
whom  he  styles  witnesses.  The  duty  of 
the  Home  Secretary  and  of  the  police  of 
the  Metropolis  is  to  look  after  and  pre- 
vent the  escape  of  persons  charg^  with 
crime.  Whenever  notice  of  any  charge 
of  crime  eomes  to  my  ears  I  shall  act  as 
the  law  requires. 

Mm.  PHILIPPS :  With  reference  to 
the  objection  of  the  Home  Secretary  as 
to  the  form  of  my  Question,  I  should 
like  to  remind  him  that  the  same  Ques- 
tion  

♦Mb.  SPEAE:ER  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
will  ask  a  question  he  will  be  in  order. 

Mb.  PHILLIPS:  My  Question  is 
whether  the  same  Question  waflTnot  put 
to  the  Home  Secretary  yesterday,  and 
whether  he  did  not  promise  to  answer  it 
to-day. 


Mb.%MATTHEWS  :  No  ;  I  gave  no 
such  promise. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  th& 
Home  Secretary  with  reference  to  the* 
steps  taken  to  apprehend  Pigott,  at  what 
hour  telegrams  were  sent  out  from  Scot- 
land Yard  to  British  agents  at  home  and 
abroad  to  aid  in  the  capture  of  Pigott  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  must  take 
leave  to  say  that,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  desires  to  facilitate  the  esoaije 
of  Pigott,  the  effect  of  Questions  in  thi» 
House  as  to  the  action  of  the  police  un- 
doubtedly tend  in  that  direction.  I  must, 
therefore,  in  the  discharge  of  my  duty^ 
decline  to  say  more  than  that  the  police 
are  taking  all  the  steps  that  are  usual 
and  proper  in  a  case  of  perjury  and 
forgery. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  will  it. 
facilitate  in  any  way  the  escape  of 
Pigott  ? 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  proceeding 
to  argue  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.. 
The  question  is  a  purely  argumentative 

one. 

MEETINGS  IN   TRAFALGAR   SQUARE. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green,. 
S.W.)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Home  Secre- 
tary whether,  since  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Munro  as  Chief  Commissioner,  the 
Proclamation  issued  bv  Sir  Charles 
Warren  respecting  Trafalgar  Square  haa 
been  withdrawn  or  whether  it  is  still  in 
force? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  proclama- 
tion has  not  been  withdrawn. 

CONDUCT  OF  THE  POLICB. 
Mb.  PICKERSGILL :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  another  Question 
on  a  matter  afiPecting  my  own  Constitu- 
ency, and  it  is  of  such  urgency  that  I 
venture  to  put  it  without  notice.  I  have 
a  letter  from  Mr.  James  Branch,  a  well- 
known  manufacturer  in  Bethnal  Green,, 
and  a  member  of  the  London  County 
Council,  in  which  he  says,  "  A  policeman 
called  here  for  a  oojpy  of  the  bill  en- 
closed." The  bill  is  simply  an  an- 
nouncement of  a  public  meeting  at  the 
Bethnal  Green  Liberal  and  Radical 
Club,  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  a  lec- 
ture by  a  Member  of  this  House  upon 
«  Democracy  and  its  aims."  Mr.  Branch 
writes: — 

"  The  policeman  stated  that  he  was  ordered 
to  call  for  the  bill  by  lui  sergeant  at  the  Com- 
mercial Street  Station.      I   told  him  to  tell 
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liU  «BTK«ant  that  bs  had  do  _  rigljt  or 
snUiority  to  Mod  for  these  bilU,  and  I 
should  cartaioly  decline  to  give  him  one. 
They  did  the  nme  at  Bow  a  few  days  since, 
when  we  instructed  oar  printer  to  refose  any 
isuch  application,  and  I  thinlc  it  is  being  dona 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  intimidation." 

I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman 
1)7  whoie  direatjons  this  is  done,  and 
why  these  inquisitorial  annoyanoss  are 
.committed  b;  the  polioa,  seeing  that 
-they  veie  absolute!;  unknown  until  the 
advent  to  power  of  the  right  hon. 
<3entleman  1 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  oircum- 
stanoes  mentioned  b;  the  hon.  Member 
are  entirely  unknown  to  me ;  but  it  is 
-the  well- established  practice  of  the  police 
to  obtain  iaformstion  of  meetings  where 
large  numbers  of  people  would  probably 
be  gathered   together,   with  a  view  to 

Srerenting  any  breaoh  of  the  peace  or 
isorder  occurring.  The  object  is  not 
to  intimidate,  but  to  protect.  The  prac- 
tice was  a  recognisea  one  long  before  I 
ibeoame  Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  PICKEKSaiLL  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  take  an  early  oppot- 
■tunity  of  calling  further  attention  to 
this  matter. 

Me.  CONYBEAEE  :  I  happen  to  be 
the  hon.  Member  who  is  to  deliver  this 
address.  Will  the  right  hon.  Oeutleman 
institute  inquiries  at  the  Commercial 
Street  Station  as  to  why  constables  are 
appointed  to  guard  the  street  in  which 
.a  club  is  situated,  at  which  I  have  the 
honour  of  attendiag.  Is  he  aware  the 
meeting  in  question  is  held  on  private 
premises  and  not  in  an  open  space  ? 

The  SPEAKER:  Order,  order.  It 
will  be  more  convenient  for  Queetiona 
of  this  character  to  be  given  notice  of. 

IRELAND— IMPKISONMEKT  OF  MH. 

CAREW. 
Ma.  J.  J.  CL.4.NCZ  (Dublin  Co., 
If.)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Cluef  Secretary  , 
A  Question  which  was  put  to  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  yesterday. 
It  is  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Xiord  Lieutenant  will,  by  removing  Mr. 
Carew  from  Kilkenny  Gaol  to  Dublin, 
give  the  hon.  Gentleman  facilities  for 
consulting  his  legal  adviser  and  pre- 
paring his  defence  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  would  have 

been  more  convenient  to  have  had  notice 

of  this  Question.      I    have  seen  some 

Report,  but  I  must  say  X  do  not  under- 

Mr.  Pi«ktr*giU 
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stand  how  it  would  enable  Mr.  Qarew 
to  prepare  his  defence  if  ha  be  removed 
from  Kilkenny  to  Kilmainham. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  Mr.  Carew'a  eoUoitor 
resides  in  Naas,  and  I  have  a  letter  from 
the  solicitor  to  say  that  if  he  leavea 
home  at  5  o'clock  in  the  morainfif  to  see 
Mr.  Oarew  he  cannot  get  bs4^  nntil 
7  o'olook  at  night.  Mr.  Carew'a  oonnsal 
lives  in  Bublm,  and  he  must  leave  at 
10  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  he  oan- 
Qot  get  home  again  until  7  o'clock.  To 
keep  Mr.  Carew  in  Kilkenny  meaiu 
that  he  is  to  be  deprived  of  the  oppo- 
tunity  of  consulting  his  legal  advisers. 
My  Question  is,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment  will  connive  at  that  ? 

Ma.  SEXTON :  Is  it  true  that  Mr. 
Carew  has  been  put  in  a  boarded  nail 
and  supplied  with  hospital  diet,  but 
that  his  clothes  have  not  been  reetored 
to  him  f 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  of  that.  I  believe,  but  I  am  not 
sure.  The  right  bon.  Oeutleman  had 
better  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper;  it 
is  very  inconvenient  to  answer  without 
notice. 

Mb.  CLANCY :  I  am  sorry  to  have 
to  put  another  question  on  the  aubjeett 
but  I  do  it  because  no  time  is  to  be  lost 
in  this  matter.  The  action  is  to  be  tried 
shortly,  and  Mr.  Carew  wants  all  the 
time  between  the  present  and  the  trial 
in  order  to  consult  his  legal  adviaeie. 
I  wish  to  ask  whether,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  observes  tliat  the  keeping  of 
Mr.  Carew  in  Kilkenny  Qaol  will  ptso- 
tioally  deprive  him  of  consulting  his 
legal  advisers,  he  will  pass  over  the 
prison  rules,  and  direct  Mr.  Osrew'a 
removal  to  Kilmainham. 

He.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  never 
yet  heard  it  suggested  that  a  prisoner 
should  be  removed  from  one  prison  to 
another  in  order  to  be  near  his  eolioitor. 
If,  however,  Mr.  Carew's  solicitor  will 
lay  the  facts  before  the  Prisons  Board 
the  matter  will  no  doubt  be  considered. 

Mb.  CLANCY  :  I  am  very  sonr  to 
have  to  interfere  once  more,  but  I  beg 
to  inform  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Frisous  Board  have  already 
been  informed  of  the  facts,  and  have 
refused  the  request. 

Mr.  J.jREDMOND  (Wexford,  N.): 
May  I  bb^  permitted  to  put  a  Queatioa 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  tlw 
matter,  of  which  I  can  speak  with  some 
knowledge,  as  I  happened  to  be  |>n>- 
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was  before  Ur.  Boohe's  eleration  to  the 
magifitracj,  Hr.  Houston's  employer  and 
paymaster. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  knovr  no- 
thing: about  that,  nor  do  I  think  it  ia  s 
proper  subject  to  put  a  Question  to  me 


feaaionally  engaged  in  the  case.  It  is 
porfectly  imposaible  for  Ur.  Oarev  to 
have  the  neeeasatr  consultations  with 
his  professional  advisera  in  the  jail  ia 
vhioh  he  is  at  present.  The  facts  have 
been  laid  before  the  Prisons  Board,  and 
they  have  refused  to  remove  Kr.  Oarew. 
I  have  therefore  to  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary whether  in  this  state  offsets  he  will 
take  upon  himself  to  recommend  that 
the  Prisons  Board  should  at  once  order 
the  removal  of  Mr.  Oarew  to  Dublin  ? 
The  case  is  coming  on  at  the  forthooming 
assizes  at  Belfast,  and  therefore  the 
matter  is  one  of  the  moat  extreme 
urjrency. 


about. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORH. 
Jabez  Spencer  Balfour,   esquire,  for 
Burnley. 

STOWMARKET  COUNTY  COURT. 
Mk.  CONTBEARE  {ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for 
\.    •  t     T   m  T  uTiTTo     ne  r    the  Home  Department,  if  be  ia  aware 

^^r\  ^'  ii?-^™^=  Of  course  I   ^j^^^  ^^e  clerk  to  the  Registrar  of  the 

shall  be  verylglad  to  make  any  inquiry  ;    r..  .    .^    ..    ^ ?i.__    __.__. 

it  I  think  the  h       "     " 


Stowmarket  Ooiinty  Court  has   not  yet 


but  I  think  tEe  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  ^een  appointed  bySir  Francis  Roxburgh, 
House  wUl  feel  that  this  is  rather  ^^^  ^^^^^  (.^^^^  j^^  j^  ^^^i^^; 
an  extraordinary  reqneat  to  make.     In-  \  .„,  „„.l.  .."L  j„  Qj,ti„n  ftn  nf  *»,«  Xm  nl 


stead  of  the  solicitor  going  to  the  pri-  ' 


aoner,   the  prisoner  is  to  be  "moved  ,  j.^  j.„,jj^;iti^„„^ijj^j^,^g„ij„ble  per- 

'  BODS   iQ   every    distnct    to    administer 

I  oaths  in  the  absence  of  the  Registrars  7 

.  MATTHEWS:    I  am  informed 

by  the  Lord  Chancellor  that  he  does 

it    know    whether    the    Judge    has, 

has   not,  made  any  such  appoint- 


from  one  prison  to  another  to  euit  the  | 

convenience  of  the  solicitor.  ■ 

Mk.  J.  REDUOND :  May  I  ask  the 

right  hon.  Oentlemau  whether  his  atton- 

tion  has  been  called  to  the  remarks  of  [  ^^j  ""knoV' wh"e"h« 
the  Lord  Uhief  Justice  of  Ireland  in  a 

similar  case  heard  the  other  day,  which  ]  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^,j^,  ,,  ,^„  „,g  j^^^ 
were  to  the  effect  that  he  and  the  mem-.  „^i,,  within  the  discretion  of  the 
^Tw^fw'"/''"'  'i''Pt^.*^'"''l,'^'""'?j'U'>dge.and  does  not  appear  to  be  in- 
of  that  kind  every  facility  possible  woiJd  j^^  j»  ^  ^,  ^  provision  for  the  absence  of 
be  given  by  the  Pnsons  Board  to  enable  ^j,^  Registrar.  Any  complaint  on  the 
pnsoners  to  have  the  necewary  consul-  |  ^^„^^  *t^^,j  ^e  addressed  directly  to 
tations  with  their  solicitors  ?  ^^^g  Judee 

DEFECTIVE  CAVALRY  SWORDS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
whether  it  was  the  fact,  as  statod  by  the 
Timet  Indian  correepoadeat  on  25th 
February,  that  "of  5.0  swords  of  the 
Madras  Cavalry  recently  tasted  half  were 
broken  ur  bent "  ;  if  so,  what  number  so 
tested  were  defective ;  and  what  pro- 
portion of  the  swords  and  bayonets  in 
the  hands  of  British  and  Native  troops 
in  India  have  been  submitted  to  a 
Oovernuient  test,  and  what  proportion 
of  those  so  tested  have  proved  defec- 
tive? 

LoBD  HENRY  BRUOE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  Stato  for  War  whether  the 
statement  is  substantially  correct  that 
out  of  500  swords  of  the  Madras 
Cavalry  recently  tested,  half  were 
broken  or  bent;  and,  if  so,  who  is  to 
blame? 


tations 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  may  be  sure  that  of  those 
remarks  I  eulirely  approve. 

Mr.  T.M.  HEALY:  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  it  is  impoeeihle  to 
remove  prisoners  from  one  jail  to 
another  for  the  convenieoce  of  a  par- 
ticular solicitor,  will  be  say  how  it  is 
that  certain  prisoners  have  been  brought 
from  Ireland  to  London  in  the  interest 
of  the  TiwM  ,*• 

.  Ma.  A.J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not  fully 
aware  of  the  facts ;  but  I  understand 
that  that  was  in  obedience  to  some  man- 
date of  a  Court. 

IRELAND-MR.  CECIL  ROCHE. 

Mk.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  :  I  desire  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  one  of 
the  Resident  Magietrates  who  recently 
sentenced  Mr.  O'Bciea  to  imprisonment ; 
it  is,  whether  it  is  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Houston,  whose  name  will  not  be 
unfamiliar  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
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goal.  I  might)  perhaps,  recommend  to 
right  hon.  GeDftlemen  opposite  a  little 
book  called  **  Prison  Lyrics,"  which  was 
committed  to  memory  by  Mr.  Wilfred 
Blunt,  while  he  was  in  prison  recently. 
The  same  policy  was  followed  in  the 
imprisonment  of  Mr.  O'Oonnell.  He, 
convicted  of  conspiring  to  intimidate  and 
create  terror  among  the  people,  was 
treated  in  prison  with  extraordinary 
indulgence.  On  many  days  his  dinner 
party  consisted  of  as  many  as  30  people. 
It  is  stated  also  that  Sir  Oharles  Gavan 
Duffy  received  lessons  in  elocution 
during  the  tin^e  he  was  in  gaol.  I  quote 
these  instances  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing what  was  the  practice  in  the  past, 
and  I  say  the  Chief  Secretary  has  prac- 
tically inaugurated  a  new  policy  by 
treating  Irish  Members  and  others  in  the 
manner  he  has  treated  them—a  policy, 
I  venture  to  say,  discreditable  to 
this  country,  and  opposed  to  the 
good  fame  of  England.  It  appears 
to  me  to  have  been  the  deliberate  policy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  affix  to 
Irish  Members  the  status  of  criminals. 
He  always  speaks  of  offences  under  the 
Crimes  Act  as  crimes  and  the  perpe- 
trators as  criminals,  and  in  a  speech 
from  which  I  quoted  a  short  time  ago 
he  spoke  of  the  offence  committed  by 
Irish  Members,  and  afterwards  alluded 
to  those  who  committed  such  offences  as 
''  shocking  criminals."  It  appears  to 
be  part  of  that  same  policy  that  has 
been  exposed  before  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission— the  policy  of  branding  the 
Irish  Leader  and  his  principal  Ool- 
leagpies  with  connivance,  with  outrage 
and  crime.  In  Ireland  the  policy  has  been 
to  treat  those  Members  who  have  com- 
mitted offences  under  the  Crimes  Act  as 
criminals  in  every  sense  of  the  term. 
One  part  of  this  policy  has  altogether 
failed.  It  is  exploded.  The  accused  have 
become  the  accusers,  and  I  will  ven- 
ture to  say  the  policy  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, in  reference  to  the  Crimes  Act,  will 
be  equally  unsuccessful.  It  was  on  the 
very  day  for  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
Crimes  Act  that  the  forged  letters  were 
published,  with  the  object  of  influencing 
public  opinion  and  enabling  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  their  Act  through  ;  and  I 
say,  therefore,  that  forged  letters,  Coer- 
cion Act,  and  Government  might  appro- 
priately disappear  from  the  scene  to- 
gether. I  would  not  even  make  an  ex- 
ception   in    favour  of    my  right  hon. 

Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre 


Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Esohequer. 
In  conclusion,  let  me  say  a  word  on  the 
effect  of  the  policy.  The  treatment  of 
Irish  prisoners  and  others  in  this  matter 
has  been  foolish  and  wanton,  and  has 
not  had  the  desired  effect.  It  does  not 
deter  people  from  committing  offences 
of  this  kind  ;  on  the  contrary,  it  rather 
stimulates  and  induces  people  to  do  the 
same  thing.  There  are  numbers  of 
people  in  Ireland  who  have  been  in- 
duced, by  the  very  manner  in  which 
these  prisoners  have  been  treated,-  to 
commit  similar  offences.  In  yesterday's 
Freeman^  Journal  it  appears  that  the 
evictions  upon  the  Clanrioarde  estate 
have  been  renewed.  I  was  nndto  the 
impression  that  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
refused  to  lend  the  forces  of  the  Grown 
for  carrying  out  evictions  on  this  estate. 
I  thought  that  Dr.  Healy/  the  coad- 
juting  Bishop  of  the  diooese,  had  per- 
suaded the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
that  it  was  not  wise  to  do  so,  and 
I  am  surprised  that  a  force  is  as- 
sisting the  landlord  on  that  estate. 
The  account  in  the  FreemanU  Jomnuii 
says  six  families  were  evicted  on  the 
previous  day,  and  turned  out  upon  the 
roadside.  The  weather  was  intense^ 
cold,  and  snow  covered  the  ground.  It 
was  pitiful,  the  correspondent  said,  to 
see  old  men,  women,  and  young  obilton 
shivering  in  the  cold,  while  their  honse- 
hold  goods  were  being  scattered  about 
the  yard.  Twenty  Emergency  men, 
a  hundred  police,  and  a  detachment  of 
soldiers  assisted  at  the  erictions;  It 
appears  that  the  force  assembled  on  the 
previous  night.  For  my  own  part,  I 
can  only  say  that,  having  taken  np  the 
case  of  these  unfortimate  people,  I  wiU 
not  be  backward  in  supporting  them  in 
future,  in  the  absence  cz  their  legitimate 
advisers,  their  Bepresentatives,  and  the 
Leaders  of  the  Irish  Party — Mr.  O'Brien 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  who,  I 
am  sorry  to  hear,  is  compelled  to  leare 
England  for  the  benefit  of  his  healtii. 
The  Eepresentatives  of  the  country  are 
about  to  go  to  prison,  and  I  say  that  M 
I  can  render  any  assistance,  if  they 
desire  it,  by  going  there  and  holding  a 
meeting  to  protest  against  these  cruel 
evictions,  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  do 
so,  and  I  will  give  whatever  advice  to 
the  tenants  may  seem  pertinent  to  the 
occasion.  In  conclusion,  I  will  rrfer 
to  words  used  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Chairman    of   Committees.      He    con* 
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eluded  his  short  speech  by  saying  that, 
in  Ireland — 

*'  A  great  system  was  working  for  equity 
and  freedom,  and  an  ever- increasing  attempt 
to  give  the  same  guarantees  for  independence 
as  Rngland  possessed/* 

I  am  sorry  to  think  my  right  hon* 
Friend  is  living  in  a  fool's  paradise ;  for 
that  appears  to  me  exactly  the  converse 
of  what  is  taking  place.  For  my  part, 
after  some  inquiry  in  Ireland  during 
several  visits,  and  having  paid  more 
attention  to  the  facts  of  the  oases  that 
have  occurred  there  under  the  Coercion 
Act  than  most  Members  during  the 
last  tnro  years,  I  have  certainly 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
administration  of  Ireland  under  the 
present  Chief  Secretary  is  being  carried 
out  by  an  organised  system  of  police 
espionage,  supported  by  and  supporting 
a  system  of  Coercion,  oarriea  out  in 
total  contempt  of  Irish  opinion— in  total 
disregard  of  all  those  Constitutional 
principles  which  the  English  people 
most  value  and  uphold. 

Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming. 
ham,  West) :  I  must  confess  that  I  am 
somewhat  disappointed  by  the  speech  to 
which  we  have  just  listened.    When  my 
right  hon.  Friend  rose  yesterday  after- 
noon I  hoped  that  he  would  at  least  intro- 
duce some  novelty  into  the  debate,  and 
rise  to  the  height  of  this  great  argu- 
ment.   My  right  hon.  Friend  has  de- 
voted special  attention  to  Ireland  and  to 
Irish  policy,  and  he  has  devoted  to  that 
question  all  the  resources  of    a  most 
painstaking  intellect;  and  certainly  I 
hoped  that  on  the  present  occasion  he 
would  have  given  to  the  House  some 
general  principles  of  policy  upon  which 
we  might  have  continued  the  aiscussion, 
and  that  he  would  not  have  confined 
himself,  as  he  has  done,  strictly  to  the 
lines  of  previous  speakers,  and  to  a  dis- 
quisition on  all  the  petty  details  of  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland.    I  wish  to  re- 
call to    the  House    the  fact  that  the 
Amendment  we  are  considering  consists 
of  two  branches.     In  the  first  place,  this 
Amendment  condemns  in  unhesitating 
and  unqualified  terms  the  present  sys- 
tem of  administration  in  Ireland ;  and, 
in  the  secon4  place,  it  goes  on  to  suggest 
an  alternative  policy  and  the  adoption 
of    such  measures  of    conciliation    as 
would  bring  about  the  contentment  of 
the  Irish  people  and  establish  a  real 
union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 


land.    Surely  the  second  part  of   the 
Amendment   is  much  more  important 
than  the  first,  and  yet,  from  first  to  last, 
although  wehave  had  three  days'  debate, 
no  single  speaker  has  uttered  one  single 
word  upon  the  second  branch.  The  line  of 
argument  hitherto  has,  in  my  opinion,  not 
been  broad  enough  to  sustain  a  Vote  of 
Censure.  What  is  it  that  we  are  asked  ta 
do?      We   are  asked  to    censure   the 
Government,  knowing  that  the   result 
of  that  would  be  a  change  of  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  what  is  more  important,  ao 
entire  change  in  the  relations  between 
this  country  and  Ireland.     Surely,  if 
we  are  to  take  so  important  a  step  a» 
that,  we  ought  to  know  something  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  whion  i& 
to  succeed  the  one  we  are  asked  to- 
condemn.    It  may  be  a  good  thing  to 
make  such  a  change ;  it  may  be  that 
the  time  has  come  for  it;   but,  if  so, 
why    do  you  argue,  why  do  not    you 
give  us  and  the  country  an  opportunity 
of  considering  what    are    the  circum- 
stances which  should  now  lead  us    to- 
reverse  the  policy  at  which  we  arrived 
only  two  years  ago  ?  In  1886  the  policy 
of  Home  Rule,  the  policy  of  a  separate 
Parliament  in  Dublin,  was  rejected  io 
this  House;   and  it  was  rejected  still 
more  conclusively  in  the  country.     It 
may  be  that  our  fears  which  led  us  to 
join  in  that  rejection  may  have  been 
groundless.     It  may  be  that  in  course 
of  the  two  years  which  have  elapsed 
you  have  found  new  arguments  which 
will  enable  you  to  recommend    more 
successfully  the  policy  which  was  then 
rejected.     Why    do  not  you  produce 
the  arguments  to  the  House?     Why 
do  you  ask  us  to  give  a  verdict  on 
false  pretences?     Why    do    you    ask 
us  to  accept  Home  Bule  not  by  any 
arg^uments  in  favour  of   Home  Eule, 
but  by  petty  attacks  on  the  Administra- 
tion?   I  say  that  the  course  we  are 
asked  to  take  is  too  iniportant  to  be 
decided  by  a  side  wind.    The  fate  of  the 
Empire,  the  peace  of  Ireland,  by  your 
own  assertion,  depend  upon  the  course 
which  you  are  recommending.    The  fate 
of  the  Empire  and  the  peace  of  Ireland 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  depend  upon 
the  question    whether  one    particular 
Member  of  Parliament  has  had  his  hair 
cut  and  another  Member  of  Parliament 
has  refused  to  be  weighed.     What  are 
the  grounds,  hitherto  submitted  to  this 
House,  upon  which  we  are  asked    to 
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xeverse  the  decision  at  which  we  arrived 
in  1886?    We  are  to  accept  a  Home 
Bule  Administration — because  that    is 
the  question — because  it  appears  that 
under  the  Coercion  Act,  out  of   some 
5,000,000  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  in 
Ireland,  there  are  at  the  present  time 
111  persons,  all  told,  who  have  been 
<K)nfined  for  short  periods  of  imprison- 
ment in  the  Irish    gaols.     It    is    not 
denied  by  anybody  that  these  persons 
have  committed  the  offences  with  which 
they  are  charged.     They  boast  of  it ;  it 
is  made  part  of  the  case  on  their  behalf 
that  they  have  committed  these  offences 
deliberately,  of  course  with    the    best 
intentions  and  motives.  It  is  not  denied, 
I  believe,    that   offences   of  this  kind 
must  be  repressed.    Either  you  must  do 
away  with  the  state  of  things  under 
which  these  offences  are  committed  or 
you  must  repress  the  offenders.     But  it 
is  said  in  a  few  cases — as  far  as  I  know 
not  in  more  than  half-a-dozen  of  them — 
the  sentences  which  have  been  inflicted 
are  harsh  and  excessive ;  and  it  is  said 
that  in  another  small  number  of  cases, 
probably  a  score,  or  it  may  be  a  little 
more  than  a  score,  the  treatment  of  those 
offenders,   after  they  have  been   con- 
victed, has  been   unnecessarily  harsh. 
These  allegations  are  all  of  them  made 
on  ex  parte  statements.     They  are  made 
either  on  the  authority  of  the  persons 
themselves  or  on  the  authority  of  news- 
paper editors,  and  I  should  have  thought 
hon.    Gentlemen    below    the     Gang- 
way were  not  inclined  to  place  implicit 
reliance   upon   newspaper    statements. 
Yet  it  is  upon  this  evidence  with  which 
the  House  is  called  upon  to  deal,  and 
with  which,  even  if  it  were  better  evi- 
dence, the  House  is  incapable  of  dealing 
— it  is  upon  this  evidence,  which  is  not 
good  enough  to  hang  a  dog  upon,  that 
you  are  asked  to  turn  out  a  Government 
and  to  replace  them  with  what  I  may 
call  a  Home  Eule  Administration.  Even 
if  these  allegations  were  proved  up  to 
the  hilt :  that  there  has  been  harsh  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  in  Ireland ;  that, 
to  accept  the  language  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle,  there 
has  been  a  prostitution  of  the  law  in 
Ireland;  that  there  are  unjust  Judges 
in  Ireland  ;  that  there  are  gaolers  devoid 
of  human  sympathy,  who  actually  take 
a  personal    delight  in  torturing  their 
prisoners — even  if  all  that  were  true, 
although  it  might  be  ground  for  an  in- 
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quiry  by  this  House,  and  for  the  con- 
demnation of  the  persons  concerned,  and 
for  an  appeal  to  the  Crown  to  remove 
these  unjust  Judges,  and  to  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  to  remove  these  unjust  gaolers,  yet 
it  would  not  of  itself  be  a  ground  for 
removing  the  Government.  Certainly 
not ;  and  it  is  no  ground  at  all  for  alter- 
ing the  policy  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  taKen  their  stand.  It 
is  perfectly  evident  that  the  pro- 
moters of  this  debate  feel  that  they 
are  weak.  They  feel  that  it  is  not 
enough  to  prove  up  to  the  hilt  charges 
against  officials  in  Ireland,  but  that  it  is 
necessary  to  connect  the  Government 
with  their  malpractices,  and,  aocord- 
ingly,  they  have  not  hesitated  to  impute 
the  basest,  the  meanest,  andthevricked- 
est  motives  to  the  Members  of  the 
Government,  and,  above  all,  to  the 
Chief  Secretary.  It  has  been  insinu- 
ated from  these  Benches,  and  directly 
alleged  from  the  Benches  below  the 
Gangway,  that  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
consented  to,  and  has,  in  fact,  stimu- 
lated, the  torture  of  political  opponents 
who  have  worsted  him  in  debate. 

Mb.  DILLON :  They  have  done  it  all 
the  same. 

Mb.  CHAMBEHLAIN  :  We  have  a 
precedent  for  action  of  this  kind.  I  re- 
member that  in  a  previous  Administra- 
tion there  were  some  abominable  crimes, 
not  alleged,  but  proved,  against  officials 
and  persons  of  position  in  Ireland — 
some  persons  connected  with  Dublin 
Castle.  The  accused  were  brought  to 
trial,  convicted,  and  sentenced  to  im- 
prisonment, and  then  the  Party  below 
the  Gangway  charged  the  Government 
of  the  day — charged  Lord  Spencer  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow — 
with  conniving  at  those  outrag^us  of- 
fences. They  even  went  further,  and 
charged  them  with  personal  sympathy 
with  those  outrages.  Now  this  pre- 
cedent is  followed,  and  the  same  Party, 
cheered,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  from  above 
the  Gangway,  are  charging  the  Govern- 
ment, not,  indeed,  with  connivance  with 
crime,  for  crime  is  not  alleged,  but,  at 
all  events,  with  motives  which  I  shoold 
deem  to  be  criminal.  I  say  that  the 
charge  is  preposterous.  I  say  more. 
There  is  not  a  man  in  this  Houset 
wherever  he  sits  and  whatever  he  may 
think  it  fit  to  do  in  these  bitter  Party 
recriminatory  discussions — there  is  not  a 
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man  in  this  Hoiue  who  believeB  a  word 
of  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  can  afford  rery  well  to 
dinreffard  these  charges.  He  knows 
that  if  he  would  come  down  here  to- 
morrow— if  he  would  say,  like  some  of 
his  predecessors,  that  he  had  *' found 
salvation  "  in  four-and- twenty  hours — 
if  he  would  say  that  he  was  a  con- 
vert to  Home  Rule,  he  would  be  covered 
with  the  profuse  adulation  of  the  hon. 
Members  who  now  abuse  him,  although, 
perhaps,  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other, 
their  personal  admiration  would  not  be 
accompanied  by  much  personal  respect. 
Well,  Sir,  supposing  for  the  sake  of  ar- 
gument I  go  further  and  admit,  not  the 
motives  charged  against  the  Ohief  Sec- 
retary— that  would  be  absurd — but  sup- 
posing I  admit  that  he  has  made  a  mis- 
take, and  by  an  error  of  judgment  done 
something  which  he  ought  not  to  have 
done,  or  refrained  from  something 
which  he  ought  to  have  done,  I  say 
that  again  would  be  a  reason  for  a  re- 
presentation from  this  House,  but  it 
would  not  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  re- 
placing the  Ohief  Secretary  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  he  is  a  Member  by 
a  new  Ohief  Secretary  and  a  (Govern- 
ment pledged  to  a  policy  which  by 
hypothesis  we  are  all  bound  to  oppose. 
I  complain  that  in  this  debate  hitherto 
we  have  not  reached  the  real  kernel  of 
the  argument.  I  wish  to  come  to  the 
second  branch  of  the  Amendment  which 
has  been  proposed.  I  quite  admit  that 
if  there  be  such  a  policy  as  is  here  indi- 
cated, if  there  be  a  policy  of  conciliation 
which  will  secure  contentment  in  Ireland, 
and  if  that  policy  is  refused  by  the  (Go- 
vernment, then  undoubtedly  you  have  a 
sufficient  reason  for  turning  them  out, 
and  I  think  the  sooner  you  do  so  the 
better.  But  if  you  have  such  a  policy 
as  that,  why  do  you  not  put  it  before  us  ? 
Why  do  yott  not  tell  us  what  it  is? 
Why  do  you  not  allow  us  to  judge  of  it  7 
No ;  I  know  that  that  would  not  answer 
your  purpose.  Tou  want  us  to  swallow 
your  pohcy  with  our  eyes  shut.  We 
respectfully  decline  to  do  so.  Now  in 
18H6  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  contended  that  there 
were  only  two  alternatives  before  the 
House  and  the  oountiy.  One  was  a 
system  of  Ooercion  more  stringent  than 
any  which  had  previously  existed,  and 
the  other  was  ms  own  policy  of  con- 
ciliation, whieh  was  represented  by 
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two  Bills.  At  that  time  we  protested 
against  this.  We  said  there  was  a 
third  alternative,  and  that  it  was  possible 
to  continue  on  the  ancient  lines  of 
Liberalism,  and,  while  steadily  main- 
taining the  Union  in  all  its  fulness  and 
completeness,  at  the  same  time  to  seek 
out  and  remedy  any  proved  g^evances 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  people.  But 
we  said  at  the  same  time  that  it  would 
be  within  your  power  to  make  that 
alternative  impossible.  We  said  it  was 
within  the  power  of  hon.  Members,  and, 
above  all,  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
to  create  such  an  agitation  in  Ireland 
as  would  make  repressive  measures  ab- 
solutely necessary,  and  we  all  know 
that  since  that  time  it  has  been  the 
deliberate  and  avowed  policy  of  the 
Irish  Members  to  make  the  Government 
of  Ireland  impossible,  and  to  force 
Ooercion  on  the  Government  of  the 
coimtry.  But,  at  least,  I  say  this.  If 
we  were  to  have  Ooercion,  so  far  from 
its  being  the  most  stringent  Ooercion 
ever  known,  it  is  the  mildest  in  the 
history  of  the  country.  ["No,  no!"] 
Well,  let  us  contrast  it  with  some  Ooer- 
cions  which  preceded  it.  Under  this 
Act,  which  is  represented  as  so  arbi- 
trary and  as  so  tyrannical,  under  which 
the  whole  country  of  Ireland  is  alleged 
to  be  groaning,  you  have  just  ill  men, 
and  no  more,  in  prison,  and  for  short 
periods  of  imprisonment.  In  the  time 
of  the  late  Mr.  Forster  over  1,000 
men  were  in  prison  at  one  time, 
and  at  that  time  there  was  very 
much  less  success  attended  the  im- 
prisonment of  those  1 ,000  persons  than 
has  now  attended  the  imprisonment  of 
111  gentiemen  who  are  now,  unfortu- 
nately, confined  for  the  pacification  of 
Ireland ;  because  as  to  the  result  of  this 
Ooercion  Act  there  can  be  no  two 
opinions.  Tou  may  say,  if  you  like, 
that  other  things  have  contributed  to 
this  result;  but  the  result  itself  is 
indubitable  and  undeniable.  You 
may  test  the  condition  of  Ireland 
by  any  of  the  usual  tests,  and  you 
will  find  that  in  all  respects  it 
has  been  enormously  improved.  Since 
the  Act  was  passed  tne  number  of 
outrages  has  diminished,  boveotting 
has  been  immensely  reduced,  the  num- 
ber of  persons  claiming  protection  is 
very  much  less,  and,  more  important 
than  all,  people  begin  to  recognize  that 
they  can  do  what  they  have  a  legal 
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right  to  do,  and  are  beginning  to  take 
vacant    farms    all    over    the    country. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  say  there 
is  no  case  where  so  much  good  in  the 
way  of  pacifying  the  country  has  been 
effected  with  so  little  real  repression  and 
interference  with  individual  liberty.  But 
then  it  may  be  said  that  although  the 
law  can  be  justified,  yet  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law  has  been  conducted  with 
excessive  harshness.    Now,  just  let  us 
look    into  the    alleged  abuses  of  the 
law,  and  let  me  point  out  that  this  kind 
of  allegation  is  made  against  every  law 
in  every  country  and  at  all  times.    I 
am  bound  to  say  that  there  is  not  a 
bench    of  magistrates    in  the  United 
Kingdom  against  which  similar  charges 
have  not  been  made — charges,  that  is  to 
say,  of  administering  law  in  such  a  way 
as  to  inflict  imjust  or  unequal  sentences. 
These  charges  are  very  often  made  with- 
out sufficient  proof ;  but,  even  if  they 
were  proved,  you  never  heard  anybody 
coming  to  the  Ilouse  of  Commons  and 
proposing    a  Vote   of  Censure  on  the 
Government   because  some  magistrate 
committed  a  man  for  six  months  when 
he  should  only    have    given  him  two. 
Now  we  have  had  a  number  of  indivi* 
dual  cases  brought  before  the  House. 
Every  one  of  these  has  been  replied  to 
categorically,  either  by  the  Chief  Sec- 
reti^    for    Ireland     or    the    Solicitor 
(General  for  Ireland  ;  and  with  one  ex- 
ception,   to   which    I    will   refer,    the 
answers  appear  to  me  to  be  satisfactory. 
At  all  events,  they  are  sufficient  to  show 
oondusiyely  that  there  are  two  sides  to 
the  case,  and  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons would  be  very  improperly  advised 
if  it  accepted  a  purely  $x parte  statement. 
Take  one  case  as  a  type  of  the  rest  and 
as  significant  of  the  light  way  in  which 
these    accusations,    apparenUy  without 
any  investigation,  are  brought  forward. 
Here  is  a  case  brought  forward  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle, and  made  part  of  his  solemn  in- 
dictment of  the  Government,  for  it  was 
not  like  a    speech    in   debate — it   was 
a     deliberately     prepared     indictment 
against  the  G\>rennuent  ;  and  he  <|uoted 
it  as  one  reason  why«  as  I  hare  »aid,  we 
should  turn  out  the   Government    and 
adopt  a  Homo  Kule  iH>Iioy. 

**  There  i»  one  oj\«»,'*  taid  my  n^^hl  hc^n. 
Friend.  **  in  which  I  hoiy»  the  Chief  S*cwl*ry 
wiU  give  uf  further  information,  for  the  cireum^ 
st«nce««  A»  stikUKl.  are  »j  extrmordinMrr  Ihjil  1  . 
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cannot  beliere  them.  Bathe,  perhaps,  can  tall 
UB  whether  they  are  true  or  not.  Two  yomu^ 
men  were  chaxg^  with  obstracting  a  constat^ 
at  Ennifl  on  f^bniary  10th.  The  obstruction 
consisted  in  the  defendants,  while  engaged  in 
conversation,  langhing  at  the  constable.  Tlie 
defendants  denied  that  they  were  laoghizig. 
The  magistrates  sentenced  them  to  three 
months'  imprisonment,  in  default  of  fin<iif|g 
bail  for  good  behaviour.  I  say  this  may  not  be 
true,  but  it  requires  investigation." 

Tes,  Sir ;  certainly  it  requires  investiga- 
tion. I  cannot  conceive  a  fairer  ease  for 
putting  a  question  to  the  Solicitor 
General  and  getting  a  reply ;  but  is  it 
upon  an  allegation  of  this  kind,  as  to 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  does  not 
venture  to  offer  an  opinion,  even  though 
it  is  a  true  accusation,  that  we  are  to 
found  a  great  Oonstitutional  argument 
and  to  attack  the  Government  of  the 
country  ?  Now,  what  was  the  answer 
of  the  Solicitor  General  ?  In  the  firat 
place,  it  was  not  a  prosecution  under  the 
Crimes  Act  at  all.  It  was  under  the 
ordinary  law.  These  young  men  were 
proved  to  have  deliberately  insulted  the 
constable.  They  said  to  him,  "  You  are 
a  scoundrel.  Tou  are  the  meanest  man 
in  Ennis,  and  we  shall  soon  kick  you 
out  of  Ennis."  The  men  were  ordered 
to  give  bail.  One  man  gave  bail ;  the 
other  refused  to  do  so,  and  he  was  im- 
prisoned in  default.  Well,  now  this  is 
the  proof  of  the  iniquity  of  the  Gt>Teni- 
ment,  of  the  arbitrary  character  of  the 
Crimes  Act,  and,  of  course,  of  the 
tyrannical  cruelty  and  inj  ustice  which  is 
proceeding  in  Ireland.  Why,  it  is  the 
most  ordinary  case  in  the  world  at  a 
couple  of  rude  roughs  brought  before  a 
magistrate  and  ordered  to  find  bail  for 
eood  behaviour  and  sent  to  gaol  in 
default.  The  only  other  case  to  whidi  I 
wish  to  refer  is  that  of  Mr.  E.  Harring* 
ton,  and  which,  as  I  have  said.  Is  the 
exception  to  the  satisfactory  reply  of  tiie 
Government  to  the  charges  against  them. 
Mr.  Edward  Harrington,  at  all  ereiiti^ 
is  a  man  of  courage.  He  has  gone  to 
gaol,  and  he  has  taken  his  punishment 
bravely.  He  has  not  complained  about 
putting  on  the  prison  clothes,  and  he 
has  sutfered  all  the  penalties  infl^^^trwl 
upon  him.  although  we  are  told — and  I 
daresay  it  is  true— the v  involve 
physical  suffering.  Well,  Mr. 
ton  committed  an  offence  whidi  I 
do  not  want  to  depredate,  and«  being 
bnmght  before  x'.-*  magistrates,  he  vns 
9(^ntenced    to    what    I   beliere    is  Ike 
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utmost   punishment  allowed    by  law — 
namely,  six  months  with  hard  labour.  I 
think   that  a  tremendous  punishment, 
especially  for  a  man  of  education.     But 
that  is  not  all.    It  is  admitted  that  the 
Court  offered  Mr.  Harrington    to    let 
him  off  altogether  if  he  would  give  an 
assurance  not  to  repeat  the  offence.    I 
think  two  things  follow  from  that.     It 
shows  that  the  Court  was  not  rindic- 
tiyely  inclined,  but  it  shows  that  the 
Court  was  of  opinion  that  the  offence 
committed  was  of  a  kind  which  it  was 
necessary  to  deter  others  from  commit- 
ting, but  not  of  a  kind  which  required 
penal  infliction.     There  is  all  the  differ- 
ence in  the  world  between  punishment 
for  the  sake  of  punishment  and  forthesake 
of   prevention.     I  confess   it    appears 
to  me  that   this  was  a  case  in   which 
the  only    punishment  that  was  neces- 
sary was   for  the  sake  of  prevention ; 
and  I  do  venture  to  urge  the  Govern- 
ment,  in  view  of  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  to  especially  consider  the 
case  of  Mr.  Harrington,  and  see  whether 
it  be  not  one  to  which  the  clemency  of 
the  Crown  might  be  extended.     I  now 
pass  to  the  other  classes  of  complaint 
with  regard  to  the  prison  treatment  of 
prisoners  under  the  Crimes  Act.    There 
IS  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Brien.     I  do  not 
want  to  say  much  about  Mr.  O'Brien's 
case,  especially  in  his  absence,   but  I 
think  it  is  fair  to  say  this — that  every- 
one who  has  seen  him  in  this  House 
must  know,  not  only  that  he  is  a  delicate 
man,    bnt    also    a  person  of  a  rather 
excitable  temperament ;  and  it  is  quite 
possible,  under  the  circumstances — the 
irritating  circumstances  in  which  he  was 
placed    the    other  day — that  he    may 
not   have    recollected  all  that  passed. 
At    all   events    we    have  to   consider 
the  statement,  which,  we  are  told,  comes 
directly  from  him,  and  which  was  given 
to  us  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.   Dillon).     Well,   but  since 
then  a  paper  has  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  to  which  we  are  entitled 
to  pay  some  attention,  and  as  to  which 
all  I  am  goinff  to  say  is,  that  it  conflicts 
very    materiuly    with    the    statement 
given  to  us  the  other  day.    This  is  a 
paper  called  for  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy),  and  laid 
on  the  Table  accordingly.    It  is  a  state- 
ment by  the  prison  doctor  t  Dr.  O'Far- 
rell),  and  I  will  read  the  omy  passages 
whidi  I  think  are  in  eonfiiot  with 
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O'Brien's  statement,  and  simply  leave 
the  matter  to  the  judgment  of  t^e 
House.     Dr.  O'Farrell  says^ 

**  Mr.  O'Brien  was  lying  in  bed  on  two  mat« 
trestet,  with  a  plentiful  supply  of  good  and 
new  bed  oovering.  Receiving  me  coiMeoualy, 
and  affording  me  every  facility  for  examining 
him,  he  ezpreMed  himself  as  feeling  well,  and 
seemed  in  very  jg^ood  spirits.    In  reply  to  my 

auestions.  he  said  he  had  every  confidence  in 
le  skill  and  kindness  of  the  prison  medical 
officer." 

That  is  the  gentleman  against  whom  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  brought 
the  most  extraordinary  and  violent 
accusations  the  other  day.  He  said,  I 
think,  that  in  his  opinion  the  conduct 
of  this  ffentleman  was  infamous.  Dr. 
O'Farrell  continues — 

"  And  that  the  friction  which  occurred  with 
him  last  Thursday  was  owing  to  a  misunder- 
standiug  on  his  own  part  He  stated  that  he  had 
no  complaint  of  any  kind  to  make  regarding  his 

Erison  treatment;  and  that  if  the  rule  depriving 
im  of  his  clothing  had  to  be  insisted  on,  he 
would  say  no  excessive  violence  had  been  used 
in  forcing  it.  On  my  remarking  that  it  was  not 
easy  to  measure  the  exact  degree  of  force  neces- 
sary once  a  struggle  was  provoked,  as  official, 
like  other  human  temper,  is,  unfortunately,  an 
imponderable  quantity,  Mr.  0*Brien  at  once 
candidly  said  that  the  officials  had  displayed  no 
temper  on  the  occasion  in  question." 

I  shall  say  no  more  on  that  particular 
case,  but  I  would  submit  that  on  the 
general  question  it  is  a  fair  subject 
for  discussion  whether  the  gentlemen 
convicted  under  the  Crimes  Act,  or 
the  majority  of  these  gentlemen, 
should  or  should  not  be  treated  as  first- 
class  misdemeanants ;  and  if  a  Bill  or 
Resolution  were  brought  before  the 
House  dealing  with  the  subject  I  confess 
I  should  be  inclined  to  support  it.  But 
it  is  perfectly  beside  the  main  issue  to 
put  forward  as  a  reason  for  turning  out 
the  Government,  that  they  have  carried 
out  the  law  as  it  exists  at  present.  I 
think  these  charges  are  an  attempt  to 
avoid  the  main  issue.  They  are  an 
attempt  to  get  a  verdict  from  the  country 
on  a  side  issue,  not  by  argument  ad- 
dressed to  the  understanding,  but  by  an 
appeal  to  sensation  and  sentimental  de- 
chimation.  I  do  not  agree  for  a  moment 
with  the  statement  in  the  Amendment  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  policy 
administered  in  Ireland  is  viewed 
with  reprobation  and  aversion  by  the 
people  of  Great  Britain.  L<<Oh!"} 
1  may  be  blind,  but  I  do  not  see  the  point. 
It    is   true   the  r%ht    hoiu    Gentlf!* 
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man  the  Member  for  Newcastle  said 
the  other  day  there  was  an  irresistible 
voice — that  the  hour  had  struck,  and 
that  the  irresistible  voice  would  sweep 
the  Government  from  power.  Well,  I 
confess  I  do  not  hear  the  irresistible 
voice.  I  suppose  the  irresistible  voice 
is  to  be  found  in  what  the  Gladstonian 
papers  dignify  by  the  name  of  the 
'*  National  Protest."  I  should  like  to 
ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  whether  he 
really  is  satisfied  with  the  result  of  the 
latest  atrocity  agitation  ?  I  have  been 
in  a  great  number  of  agitations.  I 
have  witnessed  them  from  near  at  hand. 
I  am  bound  to  say  there  is  no  agitation, 
in  my  opinion,  in  recent  times  which  has 
been  so  little  effective  as  this  one.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  is  more  behind  the 
scenes  than  I  am,  but  it  appears  to  me 
as  if  this  irresistible  voice  was  the  voice 
of  Mr.  Schnadhorst,  speaking  through 
the  Sub-Committees,  the  General  Com- 
mittees, the  Executive  Committees,  and 
the  Management  Committees,  whose 
operations  ne  so  ably  controls.  So  far  as 
I  can  see,  the  great  heart  of  the  people 
is  beating  with  perfect  tranquillity,  in 
spite  of  all  the  agitation.  But  then,  per- 
haps, my  right  hon.  Friend  relies  upon 
recent  elections.  All  I  ask  him  on  that 
point  is  to  enter  upon  the  study  of  com- 
parative meteorology,  and,  if  he  does, 
he  will  find  there  is  no  case  of  any 
Government's  being  in  power  for  the  time 
this  Government  has  been  in  power  and 
losing  so  little.  [''Oh!  Oh!"]  WeU,Iam 
quite  certain  that  the  Government  of 
which  I  know  most  lost  a  good  deal.  We 
never  took  that  view  of  by-elections  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  in  power.  I  do 
not  think  that  they  are  any  conclusive 
key  to  the  current  of  public  opinion; 
and  I  have  really  more  faith  in  the  good 
sense  and  intelligence  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen  than  to  believe  that  they 
will  allow  their  opinions  upon  a  subject 
which  involves  the  highest  interests  to 
be  changed  by  such  miserable  side- 
issues  as  these  by  which  it  is  now  sought 
to  influence  their  decision.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  dealt  as  far  as  I  intend  to  deal 
with  the  first  part  of  this  Amendment. 
It  is  the  only  part — or  else  I  should  not 
have  spent  my  time  on  it — with  which 
the  promoters  of  the  Amendment  have 
dealt  up  to  the  present  time.  I  say 
with  regard  to  it  that  the  allega- 
tions are  not  pr^^veil,  and  if  they 
were    proved,    they    would    not   con- 


stitute  in  themselves  a  sufficient  case 
for  tumihg  out  the  Government. 
If  you  want  to  do  that,  the  only  way  is 
to  produce  an  alternative  and  a  better 
policy  than  their  policy.  And,  again,  I 
ask  my  right  hon.  Friends  on  this  bench, 
when  they  speak  at  the  concluding  por- 
tion of  this  debate,  to  tell  us  what  their 
policy  is.  [^Ironical  laughter.']  Hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  think 
that  this  is  a  most  laughable  request  to 
make.  They  are  afraid,  perhaps,  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  behind  me  would 
fall  into  a  trap  if  he  told  the  country 
what  he  would  do  with  regard  to  the 
relations  of  the  Government  to  Ireland 
if  he  were  sitting  opposite.  I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  an  unreasonable  demand 
to  make,  and  I  will  support  it  by  a 
historical  precedent.  In  1868  there  was 
a  Conservative  Government  in  power. 
There  was  coercion  in  Ireland 
and  discontent  in  Ireland.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  was  then  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition.  What  did 
he  do  ?  He  put  before  the  country  and 
the  House  a  remedial  policy  for  Ireland 
in  all  its  details.  That  was  the  date 
when  he  told  us  of  the  upas  tree  with 
its  three  branches. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Mid 
Lothian)  :  I  did  not  go  into  any  details. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN :  WeU,  he 
put  before  country  the  main  prineiplei 
of  his  policy.  He  spoke  of  the  iipaa 
tree.  He  proposed  remedial  legislation 
in  three  branches — for  education,  for 
the  land,  and  the  Irish  Church  ;  and  lie 
promised  that  as  the  result  of  that  legis- 
lation there  should  be  content  and 
union  of  hearts  in  Ireland.  But  mj 
right  hon.  Friend  did  more  than 
that.  He  put  before  the  House 
a  series  of  Besolutions  upon  the 
disestablishment  and  disendowment 
of  the  Irish  Church.  That  is  all 
we  ask  him  to  do  now.  Let  him  put 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  and  let  as 
discuss  Resolutions  embodying  the  main 
principles  of  his  Irish  policy.  We  are 
perfectly  ready  to  grapple  with  and  dis- 
cuss them,  and  possibly  we  may  be  aUe 
to  agree.  I  say  possibly.  I  admit  tiiat 
I  am  not  so  sanguine  as  I  once  was. 
In  1886  we  knew  perfectly  well  what 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  policy  was.  It 
was  put  before  us  in  two  Bills,  and.  of 
course,  with  great  detail  and  elaboratioii. 
But  we  cannot  discuss  with  you  upoa 
those    Bills,  because   they   are   dead. 
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That  is  no  longer  the  policy  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.  [Mr.  Oladstonb  expressed 
dissent.]  My  right  hon.  Friend  cor- 
rects me.  Do  I  understand  him  to  dif- 
fer ?  Then  what  is  the  policy  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend?  That  is  what  I 
have  been  trying  to  get  at  ever  since 
the  Bills  were  defeat^  in  1886,  and  I 
have  never  got  it  to  this  moment.  Now 
we  know  that  these  Bills,  one  of  which 
we  were  told  was  abandoned,  the  other 
of  which  was  to  be  altered  in  material 
particulars,  and  both  of  which  were 
dead — that  these  Bills  are  now  resus- 
citated and  alive,  and  that  they  stand 
as  the  policy  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  the 
opinion  of  the  country  or  of  the  House 
is  changed  with  regard  to  these  Bills. 
Let  him  bring  them  forward  again  as 
Bills  or  as  Resolutions,  and  we  are  pre- 
pared to  discuss  them  again.  Then  it 
will  be  fair  to  ask  the  House  to  turn  out 
the  Government  if  it  agrees  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  But  I  confess  that 
although  we  know  now  that  these  Bills 
contain  the  policy  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
we  know  also — because  he  has  told  us 
so  himself — that  there  are  to  be  impor- 
tant alterations  in  them.  I  assume  that 
if  he  should  challenge  the  House  again 
upon  this  policy  he  will  be  prepared 
to  tell  us— and  I  do  not  see  why  he 
should  not  tell  us  in  the  present 
debate—what  those  alterations  are. 
That  is  not  asking  for  details,  for  the 
alterations  affect  the  greatest  principle— 
the  principle  which  he  has  himself  put 
into  the  forefront — the  supremacy  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament.  I  think  we  have 
a  right  to  ask  for  some  information  with 
regard  to  this  question.  I  know  it  is  no 
use  to  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen ;  but  I 
should  like  to  appeal,  through  them,  to 
the  country,  to  consider  what  is  the  result 
of  this  policy  of  silence — of  this 
abstinence  from  all  information  of 
which  we  can  oatoh  hold.  I  want  them 
to  see  what  a  situation  they  are  forging 
for  themselves.  Suppose  that  upon  this 
Amendment  Uiey  were  successful.  That 
is  not  very  likely,  but  they  must  be  suo- 
oessf  ul  sooner  or  later.  [  OppontumeheerBJ] 
You  receive  that  as  if  it  were  a  Heaven- 
sent communication.  I  wonder  whether 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  so  absolutely  hope- 
less of  ever  getting  baok  into  power 
that  tiiey  are  grateful  for  an  intimation 
from  me  ihaX  at  some  time  or  other  they 
must   be    suooeeiful.      I   suppoee   no 


Government  can  always  remain  in  offiee, 
and  when  this  Government,  in  the  or- 
dinary course  of  events,  gives  place  to 
the  Government  led  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  when  that  time  comes  which  is 
so  ardently  desired  by  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  then,  at  all  events,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  have  to  state  his 
policy,  and  not  merely  the  main  prin- 
ciples of  it,  but  the  full  details.  I  will 
suppose  that  he  is  successful  in  per- 
suading the  then  House  of  Commons  to 
adopt  it.  I  will  also  suppose  that  he  is 
suocessful  in  persuading  the  coimtry  to 
adopt  it  on  the  occasion  of  the  second 
general  election  which  must  take  place 
before  a  great  constitutional  change  is 
made,  and  which  it  is  perfectly  certain 
would  take  place.  Assuming  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  is  perfectly  successful 
on  both  occasions,  even  then  I  would 
ask  him  to  consider  what  chance  there 
is  of  a  final  settlement  if  it  is  to  be,  as 
it  will  be  on  this  hypothesis,  forced 
upon  an  unwilling  but  a  powerful 
and  energetic  minority  in  Ireland, 
and  if  it  is  to  be  carefully  watched, 
strenuously  criticized,  and  persistently 
opposed  by  a  powerful  minority  in  this 
Mouse  and  in  this  country  ?  I  do  not 
believe,  after  all,  if  it  were  possible  to 
look  on  this  matter  apart  from  Party 
interests,  that  any  reasonable  man 
would  deny  my  proposition — namely, 
that  there  is  no  ehanoe  of  any  Party 
making  a  final  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion without  some  sort  of  general  assent. 
The  only  chance  of  a  final  settlement 
is  where  all  the  moderate  men  of  all 
Parties  agree.  It  is  all  very  well  in  the 
heat  of  Party  discussion  to  forget  that ; 
but  although  it  is  unsafe  to  prophesy,  I 
prophesy  with  the  most  absolute  cer- 
tainty of  fulfilment,  that  if  you  carry 
the  old  scheme,  or  any  new  Home  Bule 
scheme,  it  will  break  down  within  six 
months  under  such  opposition  as  I  have 
indieated.  If  that  is  so,  is  it  not  worth 
while  once  more  to  see  whether  there  be 
not  some  points  on  which  we  are  all 
agreed  ?  1  am  not  speaking  of  myself — 
I  am  speakinff  of  the  moderate  men  of 
all  Parties.  Are  there  any  points  at  all 
upon  which  the  moderate  men  of  all 
Parties  are  agreed,  and  the  considera- 
tion of  which  offers  a  chance  of  further 
agreement?  From  time  to  time  it  is 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  House 
of  Oommons  to  ooniider  whether  this  is 
the  case. 
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them  on  the  Table. 

Hb.  chamberlain  :  I  say  that 
there  are  pointa  of  agreement  upon 
wfaioh  moderate  men  do  agree  even  at 
the  preseot  time.  Here  is  the  Grst  one. 
I  believe  that  moderate  men  of  al! 
Parties  agree  in  thie — the  primary  im- 
portance of  a  settlement  of  the  land 
queetion.  Joat  note  one  thing  in  pass- 
ing. Here  we  are  disouseing  the  ad- 
miaistration  of  the  Crimes  Act,  and  a 
number  of  oasee  are  brongfat  forward. 
I  notice  that  every  one  of  those  cases  is 
an  agrarian  case,  and  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  directly  with  the  Home  Rule 
?[ueBtion.  I  do  not  press  that  point  too 
or.  I  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit  that 
when  you  have  settled  the  laud  ques- 
tion there  may  remain  a  very  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  Home  Bule  of  some 
kind  or  other.  I  admit  that,  but  I  say 
if  you  oould  do  away  with  the  agrarian 
difficulty  you  would  do  away  with  the 
syetam  of  coercion  and  the  neoessity  of 
such  a  debate  aa  this,  and  all  these 
oases  of  grievances  which  have  been 
brought  before  the  Hoase.  And, 
therefore,  if  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  a  land  policy  to  propose 
which  will  secure  these  results,  that 
would  be  a  very  proper  thing  to 
challenge  the  opinion  of  the  House  upon, 
and,  if  the  Oovemment  did  not  adopt  it, 
to  turn  them  out.  We  are  ^reed  as  to 
the  primary  importance  of  such  a  qnee- 
ticn.  I  w»iit  to  call  attention  to  the 
language  used  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle  {ilLr.  J. 
Horiey).  This  is  an  extract  which  I 
know  expresses  his  present  view,  but  it 
is  an  extract  which  appeared  in  the 
SintUtntk  Ctnturi/  of  November,  1882. 
He  then  wrote — 

"  If  then  were  no  other  chack.  the  land 
quNtioa  voold  itauid  in  the  nr  if  we  Me  to 
undertake  Home  Rule  in  (Dch  ■  eenee  M  would 
ntisfr  Ur.  Davitt  uid  Ur.  Dillon.  Are  we  to 
make  tamu  with  the  Undlorda  beforehand  f  If 
■o.  what  a  the  lecuritj  that  thoee  tanna  will  be 

I  just  note,  in  passing,  that  this  is  pre- 
cisely one  of  our  difficulties  about  any 
propiksal  for  the  oxtonsioD  of  local 
government  in  Ireland.  \Ve  want  to 
IT  what  is  the  security  that  anv  farms 


Btit  at  any  rate  in  1882  he  did  not  think 
80,  because  ha  put  this  question.  He 
goes  on  to  say — 

' '  If  not,  are  wa  prepared  to  lee  the  landlordi 
tent  flying  (or  thair  lives  with  bag  and  bag- 
Kage  P  l^e  land  ii  the  qaestion  that  interests 
the  Iriah  more  than  all  other  qnesbon*  put  to- 
gether. What  value  would  they  set  upon  an 
airangenient  which  aiclndsd    uiia    from    tha 

3  here  o(  their  own  control  ?  If  it  ia  not  ex- 
uded, can  wa  expect  tham  to  handla  the  in- 
tereata  of  thoae  whom  they  legaid  aa  their 
hereditary  tyranta  and  mott  cruel  oppreasoit 
with  teapact  for  property  and  intereata  that  ii 
exacted  by  pnbhc  opinion  in  this  oonntry, 
where  the  diapcsiMaod  claaa  hanien  to  sa 
powerfully  represented?  U  thii  be  a  well- 
gnnmded  appreheonon,  then  soma  form  of 
equitable  expropiiation  mnit  pt«oeda  any 
affactual  form  of  Home  Rule." 
Now,  Sir,  I  say  I  agree  with  every  word 
of  that,  and  I  believe  it  will  be  oon- 
ourred  in  by  every  reasonable  man.  Is 
there  what  my  right  hon.  Friend  ealls  a 
reasonable  form  of  expropriation  which 
can  be  found  and  whicn  will  not  involve 
excessive  risk  to  the  British  taxpayer, 
beoause  that  is  the  only  reason,  ao  fu  as 
I  know,  which  led  any  of  ss  to  o^poae 
the  Land  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  Fnend; 
at  all  events,  it  was  the  primanr  reuon- 
Well,  is  there  such  a  plan  ?  Can  sneh 
a  plan  be  proposed  T  I  think  there  can 
be.  Some  hon.  Members  have  jnat  in- 
vited me  to  consider  the  subject  of  the 
Round  Table.  I  observe  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  W.  Harcoart),  aprnk- 
tng  last  night  at  Derby,  alluded  to  that 
celebrated  Conference,  and  gave  his  own 
account  of  what  took  place  there.  Now, 
the  proceeding  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  very  characteristic — charactoriatia  of 
the  proceedings  of  hie  Party  in  thia  da- 
hate.  When  I  heard  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  contemplating  a  statontsnt 
aa  to  the  proceedings  of  the  Bonnd 
Table,  I  wrote  to  him  to  saggeat  that  we 
should  confer  on  the  facta  only — not 
upon  anything  else — in  order  that  thera 
might  be  an  agreement,  at  least,  upon 
the  facts.  It  was  open  to  eaeh  of  na  to 
make  our  own  comments  upon  tha  Cwts ; 
but  I  thought  we  might  eompuw  onr 
respective  notea  of  what  took  plaoa  at 
the  time,  and  that  that  would  avoid  aab- 
sea^uent  controversy.  Hy  right  hoa. 
Fnend  declined. 

Sa  W.  HAKCOURT  (Derby) :  Why? 


Mk.    CHAMBERLAIN: 
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right 


>  make  will  be  observed.      My  right    hon.  Friend  says.   Why  ?     Betxaaa  ha 
hon.  Friend  says  now,  "Oh,  you  have  ,  preferred,   as  mj    right   hon.  Fri^id'a 


armies    and     aavisa,    and    by    them 
yon  can  contr<d  the  Irish  Parliamant."' 


illsaguea  appear  alao  to  pxafn-,  to  nlf 
upon  an  ar  f»rU  statement. 
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8iK  W.  HAROOURT  :  The  reason 
why  I  declined  the  proposal  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  because,  before  he  went 
to  Scotland  and  demanded  the  publica- 
tion of  a  secret  proceeding,  he  never 
said  a  word  to  his  colleagues  about  his 
intention  to  divulge,  or  to  demand  the 
divulffiug,  of  that  secret,  and  I  told 
him  that,  as  he  had  chosen  to  take  liis 
own  course  without  consulting  us,  we — 
I  and  my  colleagues — ^took  our  course 
without  consulting  him. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  state- 
ment which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
just  made  necessitates  a  further  allusion 
to  the  matter,  which  I  had  intended  to 
reserve  for  discussion  in  the  public 
Press.  It  is  quite  true  that  my  right 
hon.  Friends  accused  me  of  challenging 
them  and  forcing  their  hands,  and  com- 
pelling them  to  divulge  something  which 
I  suppose  they  did  not  want  to  divulge. 
But  I  have  pointed  out  to  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  correspondence,  that  the  cause 
of  the  remarks  of  which  he  complains  is 
to  be  found  in  a  previous  speech  delivered 
some  considerable  time  oefore  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-on-Tyne  (Mr.  Morley).  Speaking 
at  Ipswich  in  October,  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  answer  to  some  such  request 
as  that  which  I  have  made  to-day  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  that  he  would  disclose  his 
policy,  said, — *'  My  right  hon.  Friend 
Mr.  Chamberlain  knows  what  our  policy 
is.  He  knew  it*at  the  Round  Table ;  " 
and  then  he  went  on  to  condemn  in  the 
strongest  possible  terms  what  he  called 
the  Birmingham  plan  of  Irish  land 
settlement.  Now,  Sir,  as  it  is  my  opinion, 
and  as  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show, 
that  the  only  plans  which  were  discussed 
at  the  Round  Table  were  the  Birming- 
ham plans,  I  think  I  was  justified  under 
those  circumstances  in  protesting  against 
the  inferences  which  would  be  drawn  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  statement,  and  in 
offering  them  my  permission,  at  all 
events,  to  publish  anything  which  took 
place  at  that  Conference.  Now,  Sir, 
that  is  only  a  digroMion.  I  come  back 
to  my  rignt  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby.  He  has  taken,  as  he  has 
said,  his  own  course.  Well,  that  will 
necessitate  my  taking  my  own  course. 
I  cannot  admit  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement  of  our  nrooeed- 
ings  is  adequate  or  aooarate,  ana  I  shall 
take  the  earliest  poasible  opportunity  of 


correcting  him  in  those  particulars  that 
I  think  to  be  material.  But  all  I  want 
to  do  now  is  to  refer  to  this  Conference 
foi  the  sake  of  my  present  argument. 
I  was  dealing  with  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. I  was  dealing  with  the  possibility 
of  finding  some  scheme  which  might 
settle  the  Land  Question,  which  might 
carry  through  -  an  equitable  expropria- 
tion without  involving  British  credit. 
Well,  now,  one  thing,  at  all  events,  is 
absolutely  beyond  dispute  in  connection 
with  the  Round  Table.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle-on- 
Tyne  said,  the  other  day,  if  we  were  not  in 
entire  agreement  we  were  at  least  in  sight 
of  one  another.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby,  speaking  last  night, 
confirmed  that  statement.  He  even 
went  beyond  it,  and  said  we  were  in  sub- 
stantial agreement.  Well,  what  were 
we  in  agreement  upon  ?  What  were 
the  plans  that  were  discussed  at  the 
Round  Table  ?  Were  they  the  Bills  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian?  Certainly  not.  Those 
Bills  were  laid  on  the  shelf ;  they 
were  never  referred  to.  [Sir  W. 
Harcourt  :  Oh  !  ]  There  was  no  refer- 
ence whatever,  and  the  discussion  pro- 
ceeded from  first  to  last — ['*  Oh,  oh !"] 
—this  is  my  statement— the  discussion 
proceeded  from  first  to  last  as  reeards 
the  land  question  upon  a  plan  which  I 
submitted,  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
possesses  at  this  moment  in  writing,  and 
which,  if  anybody  doubts  me,  I  chal- 
lenge him  to  produce ;  and,  as  regards 
Home  Rule,  it  proceeded  upon  a  consi- 
deration of  the  inter- provincial  system 
of  Canada,  which  is  totally  distinct  from 
the  plan  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and 
which  I  offered  to  accept  as  a  basis  of 
discussion  in  the  debates  upon  the  Home 
RuleBill.  We]l,I  say  under  thosecircum- 
stances  I  am  justified  in  asserting  that, 
at  all  events,  the  plans  which  were  dis- 
cussed there  were  not  the  plans  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  But,  as  regards 
Local  Government,  just  consider  for  a 
moment  what  that  means.  Consider 
what  the  inter-provincial  system  of 
Canada  is.  The  discussion  turned  upon 
a  system  under  which,  in  the  first  place, 
there  would  have  been  a  separate  treat- 
ment of  Ulster.  It  turned  upon  a 
system  under  which  there  would  have 
been  a  representation  of  Irish  Members 
at  Westminster,  and  the  supremaoy  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament  would  have 
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been  maintamed.  It  tamed  on  a  sys- 
tem nnder  whicli  the  administration  of 
the  law — the  appointment,  that  is  to 
say,  of  the  Judges  and  the  magistrates 
— was  to  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Im- 
perial authority,  and  not  of  the  local 
authority ;  it  turned  on  a  system  under 
which  there  were  to  be  statutory  pro- 
visions for  protecting  the  private  rights 
of  every  man,  for  preventmg  undue  pre- 
ference, either  of  classes  or  individuials, 
and  for  preventing  the  taking  of  any 
man's  property  without  adequate  com- 
pensation. Aiid  it  provided,  besides  all 
this,  for  the  continuance  of  an  Imperial 
authority — not  the  Army ;  not  the 
Navy — in  order  to  see  that  those  statu- 
tory provisions  were  observed  by  the 
local  and  subordinate  authorities.  I  say 
that  may  be  a  bad  system  or  a  good 
system — ^I  am  not  discussing  that  now. 
All  I  want  to  know  is  this — we  were  at 
that  time  within  sight  of  one  another 
upon  that  system — are  we  still  within 
sight  of  one  another  upon  that  system  ? 
[Crtes  0/ **  No  "  from  the  Irish  Memhsrs,'] 
Oh,  you  have  changed  your  minds. 
I A  Voice :  *'  You  have  changed  yours."] 
Well,  who  are  the  real  Leaders 
of  the  Party?  That  may  be  the 
difficulty.  I  have  my  own  opinion  why 
the  Bound  Table  Conference  came  to  an 
end,  and  it  is  not  the  opinion  which  was 
expressed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby.  I  think  there  was 
a  power  behind  t^e  Throne  which  got 
uneasy  at  the  negotiations,  and  ac- 
cordingly they  were  brought  to  a  pre- 
mature conclusion.  But  I  say  again,  if 
my  right  hon.  Friends  are  still  witliin 
sight  of  me  upon  these  points,  why  don't 
they  put  their  propositions  in  the  form 
of  Besolutions  before  the  House  and  let 
us  discuss  them  ?  I  think  it  is  very 
likely  that  we  might  find  other  persons 
to  aeree  with  us — perhaps  persons 
on  both  sides  of  the  House.  Let 
us  go  a  step  further  with  re- 
gard to  the  land  question.  I  have 
already  called  attention  to  the  fact  in 
another  place  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
at  a  dinner  party  at  which  he  spoke  in 
London  about  the  time  of  the  Bound 
Table  Conference  stated  that,  although 
he  adhered  to  his  original  intention — 
that  is,  his  land  scheme  of  perfect 
seeurity  —  yet  that  he  admitted  the 
strength  of  the  objections  to  the  use  of 
BritiiSi  credit,  and  that  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  on  reconsideratioQ  that 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


plans  might  be  found  for  carrying  out 
the  object  without  having  reoonrae  to 
British  credit. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Hear,  hear ;  that 
is  so.    I  never  denied  it. 

Mb.  J.  CHAMBEBLATN ;  Very 
well;  my  right  hon.  Friend  ia*  no 
doubt,  still  of  the  same  opinion.  I  do 
not  say — I  am  not  alleging  that  the 
plan  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  had  in 
view  was  the  plan  which  I  submitted  to 
the  Bound  Table  Conference,  and 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  considerB 
to  be  too  ingenious  and  too  impracti- 
cable ;  but,  at  all  events,  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  if  he  does  not  accept  my  plan, 
has  a  plan  of  his  own.  He  sees  his  way 
to  the  general  lines  of  a  plan  which 
would  affect  this  object,  an  object — and 
I  want  to  bring  the  House  back  to 
this — which  is  essential  to  the  suc- 
cess of  your  policy.  You  oannot 
have  Home  Bule  without  an  effec- 
tive and  satisfactory  Land  Bill. 
With  an  effective  and  satisfactory  Land 
Bill  Home  Bule  would  be  robbed  ol 
half  its  terrors.  Well,  I  say  that  if  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  a  plan  of  this 
kind,  and  if  he  would  produce  it  in  this 
House  for  discussion,  or  if  he  woold 
follow  the  course  pursued  on  the  Irish 
Church  Question  and  put  forward  re- 
solutions on  the  main  lines  of  such  a 
plan 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  laid  down  no 
main  lines  for  the  Irish  Ohuroh  Dis- 
establishment. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN:  My  right 
hon.  Friend  says  he  did  not  ffive  any 
main  lines  in  his  resolution  about  the 
Irish  Church  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN :  Wall,  I  ao- 
cept  his  statement.  As  regards  what  I 
am  now  speaking  about,  I  wish«- 
whether  there  be  a  precedent  for  it  or 
not — he  could  see  his  way  to  give  an  in* 
dication  to  the  House  of  the  main  lines 
upon  which  at  least  a  land  scheme 
miffht  be  carried,  and  I  believe  that  bj 
so  doing  he  would  render  greater  servioe 
to  the  House  and  to  the  eountry  than  any 
services  that  he  has  rendered  during  the 
long  course  of  his  political  existenoe.  If 
this  land  question  were  out  of  the  way 
the  greatest  obstacle  to  further  progress 
would  be  removed.  Why?  Does  any  one 
doubt  for  a  moment  that  if  the  T.^ 
War  were  out  of  the  way  ther«  would 
be  any  objection  in   any    part  of  the 
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House  at  once  to  proceed  with  Local 
GK)yemment  in  Ireland,  at  least  on  the 
lines  of  the  Enelish  and  Sootoh  Local 
GoTemment  Bill.  Surely  hon.  Members 
below  the  Oangway  would  agree  that 
in  a  proposal  for  the  settlement  of  the 
Lrish  Question  a  proposal  for  conferring 
Local  County  Government  on  Ireland 
must  form  a  part?  \^Mr,  MwrUy  here 
said  eomething  to  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  in  an  undertone,']  Oh,  yes;  but 
that  does  not  make  any  difference  in 
the  argument  that  Local  Gt)Yemment 
for  Ireland  is  necessary,  whether  it  be 
carried  out  by  an  Irish  Parliament  or 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  All  I  say 
is,  that  if  we  got  a  land  scheme  which 
would  end  the  Land  War,  then  a  Local 
Government  System  for  Ireland  presents 
no  difficulties  either  by  a  Local  or  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  so  far,  at  all  events,  you 
would  settle  the  question.  I  have  never 
made  the  slightest  concealment  of  the 
opinion  to  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
referred  last  night,  and  which  I  gave 
expression  to  at  the  Bound  Table  Con- 
ference, and  again  and  again  in  public 
speeches,  that  if  you  got  as  far  as  this 
you  might  go  farther.  I  express  my 
own  opinion ;  but  I  have  always  thought 
that  in  these  circumstances  it  would  be 
possible,  and  it  might  be  wise,  to  relieve 
this  overworked  Parliament  by  a  system 
of  delegation  of  some  of  its  business.  I 
do  not  believe  in  that  case  that  there 
would  be  any  difficulty  or  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  subjects  which  should 
be  submitted  to  any  local  assembly  which 
might  be  created.  There  are  certain 
subjects  which  would  suggest  themselves 
to  the  mind  of  every  Member  of  the 
House— -questions  affecting  Education, 
Temperance,  Local  Government,  Public 
Works,  and  many  other  Questions,  on 
which  we  could  agree,  which  eould 
be,  in  my  opinion,  most  conveniently 
dealt  with  bv  Local  Assemblies  in  Ire- 
land, in  Scotland,  and  perhaps  in  Wales. 
The  difficulty  does  not  arise  there.  I 
think  inyself  it  is  worth  while  even  for 
Home  Kule  (Gentlemen  to  consider  the 
difficulties  which  they  have  to  overcome ; 
and  the  difficulties  which  I  think  they 
have  to  overcome  before  they  can  suc- 
ceed in  persuading  the  House  and  the 
country  to  carry  Home  Bule  are 
stupendous.  The  difficulties  are  two- 
fold. In  the  first  plaee,  you  have  to 
devise  some  plan  by  which  the  system 
of  the  control  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 


ment may  be  maintained.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  told  us  we  have  got  the 
Army  and  Navy.  It  is  not  enough 
to  tell  us  that  we  have  got  the  Army 
and  Navy.  We  do  not  want  to 
be  out  of  one  difficulty  into  another. 
We  do  not  want,  six  months  after  the 
granting  of  Home  Rule,  to  have  to  re- 
conquer Ireland.  I  am  not  so  certain 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  seems  to  think 
that  it  would  be  so  easy  a  thing  to 
accomplish;  but  whether  easy  or  difficult 
we  do  not  want  to  have  to  do  it.  And 
before  we  see  our  way  clearly  to  grant- 
ing these  local  liberties  we  ought  to  see 
our  way  to  a  means  by  which  the 
control  of  Parliament  may  be  given 
over  to  local  authorities.  The  second 
point  with  which  you  have  to  deal — 
indeed  it  is  the  crux  of  the  whole  situa- 
tion [ironical  laughter"] — there  ought  to 
be  no  jeering  or  laughing  when  this 
subject  is  pientioned;    it  is    not    the 

Sohcy  of  wise  men  to  jeer  and  laugh  at 
ifficulties  of  this  magnitude — the  next 
question  with  which  vou  have  to  deal 
is  the  question  of  Ulster.  When  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh  spoke  the  other  day 
you  laughed  at  his  statement  that  there 
would  be  forcible  resistance  against  the 
decrees  of  an  Irish  Parliament,  and 
you  seek  to  institute  a  similarity  be- 
tween a  threat  of  resistance  to  an  Irish 
Parliament  and  resistance  to  the  Im- 
perial Parliament.  I  say,  at  all  events, 
that  the  two  things  stand  on  a  totally 
different  footing.  I  say  that  there  is 
one  thing  which  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment has  no  moral  right  to  do.  If  it 
chooses  it  has  a  perfect  right  to  repu- 
diate the  allegiance  of  any  part  of  the 
Empire.  It  has  a  right  to  send  them 
adnft,  to  force  them  from  us  against 
their  will;  it  has  a  right  to  say  to 
Ulster  ''Go  from  us;  we  will  not 
have  you  any  longer  among  us ;  "  but 
it  has  no  right  to  transfer  the  allegiance 
of  Ulster  or  any  other  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom  against  the  will  and 
the  consent  of  that  portion  which  is 
sought  to  be  separated.  Therefore,  I 
say  the  case  is  quite  different;  and  I 
say,  further,  that  although  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland  ridicule  in  public  the 
threats  which  are  made  they  know  in 
their  hearts  that  those  threats  are  serious. 
^'<No."]  Wellytheymaybegoingblindly 
into  the  ditdi ;  but  thev  kiow,  and  I 
knowi  that  there  would  be  such  serious 
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resistance  to  a  proposal  to  transfer  the 
alle^anoe  of  Ulster  to  a  Home  Rule  Par- 
liament in  Dublin  that  the  whole  of 
your  work  would  be  undone  six  months 
after  it  was  completed.  I  am  afraid 
that  I  have  trespassed  too  long  on  the 
patience  of  the  House.  At  all  eveuts,  I 
have  attempted  to  deal  frankly  with  the 
Question  before  the  House.  1  say  that 
the  object  of  my  argument  has  been  to 
show  that  the  complaints  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Crimes  Act  are 
not  proved,  and  if  they  were  proved 
they  would  not  justify  a  complete  change 
of  policy.  They  amount  to  an  attempt 
to  obtain  a  verdict  from  the  people  of 
this  country  on  false  issues ;  and  I  ap- 
peal to  my  right  hon.  Friends  who  may 
have  to  follow  me  in  Debate  to,  at  all 
events,  place  the  future  discussion  on  a 
broader,  sounder  basis,  and  to  tell  us, 
not  in  detail,  but  broadly,  what  is  the 
policy  which  is  to  bring,  about  the 
union  of  hearts  which  they  ask  us 
to  anticipate,  and  to  put  that  policy 
before  us  in  a  form  in  which  we  can 
meet  them  in  discussion. 
♦Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
There  has  been  one  word  constantly  re- 
curring in  the  able  speech  we  have  just 
listened  to  which  I  should  like,  if 
possible,  to  interpret — and  that  is  the 
word  ''we."  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, speaking  as  if  with  authority,  said 
what  **we"  are  ready  to  do — ^what 
*'  we  "  are  prepared  to  meet.  Speaking 
with  some  shght  experience,  at  any 
rate,  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales, 
I  do  not  quite  understand  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  means  by  **  we." 
I  know  the  Party  opposite ;  I  know  a 
strong  Party  in  the  House,  though  a 
diminishing  one,  which  follows  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Hossendale  (the 
Marquis  of  Hartington) ;  but  I  know 
nowhere  out  of  Birmingham  the  Party 
for  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
speaks.  In  1884-5  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  have  used  the  word 
*'  we  "  with  authority,  for  he  then  spoke 
in  the  name  of  nearly  all  the  advanced 
Liberals  and  the  g^eat  bulk  of  the 
Radicals  of  this  country.  I  was  one 
of  those  who  looked  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  leadership  and  g^danoe 
in  a  more  advanced  policy  than  even 
that  of  the  Cabinet  with  which  he  was 
connected,  and  I  was  taught  so  to  look 
at  him  by  his  own  words— words  which, 
if  his  leisure  will  permit  him  to  remain 
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in  the  House  for  a  short  time  I  shall 
have  to  call  his  attention  to.  But  since 
1 886  I  deny  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
right  to  speak  for  either  the  Radicalism 
or  the  Liberalism  of  this  country.  I 
am  afraid  that  if  any  accident  happened 
which  separated  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man for  a  time,  however  short,  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossendale, 
who  now  sits  beside  him,  he  will  find 
that  he  has  not  a  friend  among  those 
whom  he  once  denounced  because  they 
neither  toil  or  spin.  Nor  has  he  daimed 
a  right  to  be  the  Leader  of  any  Party 
among  whom  I  mix  and  mingle.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rebuked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  him  in 
the  debate  for  not  having  risen  to  the 
height  of  the  argument  with  which  we 
have  to  deal ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man descended  himself  to  the  Round 
Table  instead  of  mounting  to  any  airgu- 
ment  that  at  all  applied  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  complains  that  there  has  been 
a  discussion  of  petty  details,  and  yet  he 
occupied  a  considerable  portion  of  his  time 
with  petty  details  personal  to  himself. 
and  in  petty  details  in  reference  to  the 
various  incidents  which  he  said  he  in- 
tended to  pass  by.  Now,  what  is  the 
issue  as  raised  by  the  right  hon.  OenUe- 
man  himself  in  the  speech  he  has  just 
delivered  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  taken  the  House  back  to  1  k86,  and 
has  stated  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  has  said  that  there 
were  only  two  alternative  policies  for 
Ireland — Coercion,  or  conciliation  in  the 
shape  of  Home  Rule.  Though  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  the 
Land  Question  was  at  the  bottom  of  the 
difficulty,  he  refrained  from  making  any 
proposal  himself,  notwithstanding  his 
position  of  great  authority,  a  Minister 
without  portfolio,  with  all  the  leisore  to 
bring  any  proposal  forward,  with  all  his 
influence  to  induce  the  other  side  of  the 
House  to  vote  for  it,  I  would  venture 
to  suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Gtotle- 
man  has  been  reticent  on  the  sabject 
because  he  knew,  as  we  all  know  wlio 
sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
as  the  bulk  of  the  English  people 
know,  that  the  redemption  of  Ire- 
land, if  it  is  to  be  merged  in 
the  Land  Question,  cannot  be  realiasd 
by  those  with  whom  he  works  sad 
whom  he  supports  in  ofl&oe.  If 
the   redemption   of  Irelaad    is  to  be 


renlized,  it  cannot  be  by  tbe  kind  of 
gentleman  who  tampera  with  it  on  tho 
one  hand  with  ita  Ashbourne  Acta,  and 
which  intimidates  the  people  on  the 
other  with  measuree  coercive  in  th« 
highest  degree.  It  can  only  be  achieved 
by  one  man,  to  whom  the  Irish  people 
have  given  almost  their  love,  oertaiol; 
their  grateful  trust.  According  to  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  coercion  is  very 
mild  in  Ireland.  Three  vears  and  a 
half  ago,  the  right  hon.  Oentlemai 
when  be  needed  to  make  no  proTiaion 
against  the  inhabitants,  when  he  would 
have  been  'protected  in  the  conntrj  by 
the  love  of  the  bulk  of  his  townspeople 
— held  these  views : — 

"Coarcion  it  toT  m  aaetgimej.  It 
«eDw  to  talk  of  ■  Coostitationml  t;>t«m  and  of 
a  Constitutional  GoTammmt  if  tha  Oonsti- 
tation  i«  alvajg  htiog  laipanded.  Whan  Oit 
FKSDCy  U  DTBT,  thsD  it  ii  the  dnty  ol 
•use*  of  dii. 
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content  and  endeaTonr  to  t 

Tes,     but     the     Address     says    that 

emergency     ia    over — that  you   have 

already    oad    "  salutan    results "    in 

the    restoration  of   order    and    oonG' 

denoe     in     Ireland.        But, 

these  were  the  only  grounds  taken  by 

the  right  hon.  GentlemaD  in  the  defenoe 

of  coercion.     He  said — 

"  Mnrder,  ontrage,  and  anaatioation  are 
thioga  whioh  no  Oovemmant  can  tolerate.  It 
thcM  (talk  the  land,  then  it  i«  the  duty  of  the 
QoTemment,  at  all  nsks  and  hazardi  to  put 
them  down,  and  trotn  the  meamre*  of  protec- 
tion may  b«  aiked.  1  liitoned  to  tha  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
introdaeing  tha  Orimea  Bill,  and  he  did  not 
pretend  that  th«  nnmher  of  Crimea  of  violence 
was  larger  than  it  bad  been.  I  have  the 
memory  of  this  Housn  and  the  correction  of 
IlanBird  bshind  me.  His  exceedingly  able 
brother  the  Member  who  spoke  on  the  Amend- 
ment to  the  Addreaa,  said,  crimei  of  viotenae, 
hetAoie  there  was  a  poweiful  political  orgaoi> 

And  this  was  the  opinions  of  the  righ 
hon.  Oentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  oJ 
the  Par^  sitting  opposite  to  him : — 

"  For  myaelf  I  have  TOry  little  confidence  in 
the  striking  qualitise  of  a  Conaervatire  Ad- 
ministration. I  hsTe  had  some  eiparienee  on 
this  point.    The  Tory  Party  to  s  man  opposed 
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separation  than  pernstsnoe  in  opposition  to 
opposition  to  reform,  and  a  stopid  rslianoe 
Dpon  the  brute  farce  of  Coercion  as  the  only 
remedy.  The  Tory  prescriotion  has  been  tried 
for  osntoriss,  and  it  has  failed  conspiououely." 

And  I  am  going  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment  because  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  wants  more  doses  of  Coer- 
cion.    He  says — 

"There  are  only  111  persone   in   gaol  under 
the  Coercion  Act  just  now," 

But  where  are  the  1,900,  the  2,000  im- 
prisoned since  the  Act  parsed?  They 
probably  escaped  hisreoolleotion, because 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  ia  too 
fair  a  speakerto  leave  out  the  facts  which 
tell  against  his  case.  He  did  not  men- 
tion, when  he  was  drawing  attention  to 
the  thousand  men  who  were  imprisoned 
under  Mr.  Forster,  and  I  opposed  Coer- 
cion then  as  I  have  opposed  it  all  my 
life— that  they  did  not  have  their  hair 
dipped  or  their  beards  cut,  that  they 
did  not  wear  prison  dress.  He  did 
not  mention,  galling  and  shameful 
as  their  imprisonment  was,  that  it 
was  ve^  different  to  what  it  is 
now.  There  is  no  comparison  between 
the  treatment  of  prisoners  then  and 
now.  While  we  find  that  Ur.  Forster 
had  the  grace  to  let  a  Uember  out  of 
prison  on  his  pledged  word  to  return, 
we  hare  the  answer  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Chief  Secretary  this  afternoon 
in  reference  to  a  Member  who  may  be 
ruined  by  legal  proceedings  against  him 
and  brought  by  one  of  their  own  agents, 
and  who  wished  to  see  his  legal  advisers. 
They  carefully  sent  him  to  a  gaol  away 
from  his  counsel  and  solicitors,  and 
refused  to  allow  him  to  be  brought 
within  easy  reach  of  them.  And  the 
Chief  Secretary,  with  that  respect  for 
the  Representatives  of  the  people  which 
I  hope  a  Qeneral  Election  will  teach 
bim  to  express  in  a  diflerent  fashion — 
said  he  never  heard  of  a  gaol  being 
brought  nearer  to  the  counsel  and 
solicitors  of  the  prisoner.  But  I  have 
oever  heard  tell  of  25  Members  of  Par- 
liament being  in  gaol,  or  being  pursued 
by  warrants,  or  about  to  go  to  gaol,  or 
jost  Dome  ont  of  gaol.  I  have  never 
heard  of  it  under  any  Coercion  Acts 
whioh  have  been  acted  upon.  The  right 
' —  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
says,  we  are  to  rote  against  this  Amend- 
ment because  th«  allegations  it  makes 
,!^^  I  arenottrne,  a&d  because  the  conciliatory 
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sisted  the  eitension  of  the  saffrage.    I  do  not 

believe  in  thsm  as  directors  of  the  British  Con* 

stitation  or  the  British  oonnectioni    and  I 

beliSTS  in  thsm  the  less  beeaoss  I  am  certaia  ,  .      .    .     ~  .  m<.      n        .■   ' 

that  DC  p^ioy  can  oondooe  to  nam  loraly    altemative  u  meOnent.  The  allaganoa 
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with  the    money    of   per80^8    making 
charges,  bought  without  inquiry  as  to 
where  they  came  from,  with  a  careful 
shutting  of  the  eyes  which,  in  ordinary 
cases,  would  be  evidence  of  conspiracy  ? 
Will    the    Government     instruct    the 
Attorney  General   to    lay    a  criminal 
information  against  the  TVmM  for  a  most 
infamous  libel,  used  for  the  purpose  of 
distorting  the  policy  of  the  House  and 
inducing  it  to  believe  that  some  of  its 
Members  were  bad  men  who  should  not 
be  trusted  ?    Will  the  Government  give 
instructions  that  proceedings  be  tc&en 
against  that  interesting  gentleman,  Mr. 
Houston,  who,  it  is  clear,  knew  before 
he  got  into  the  witness-box  that  there 
was  something  suspicious  about  some 
part  of    Pigott's    case?      If   Houston 
oonoealod      this     from     the    Attorney 
General       ho      deserves      indictment. 
I  have  too  much  respect  for  the  Attorney 
General,    from   whom  I   have  received 
some  courtesies,  to  believe  for  a  moment 
that  he  had  had  the  faintest  suspicion 
of  the  truth  ;  the  contrary  would  be  so 
absolutely  shocking,  so  thoroughly  ter- 
rible* that  the  disg^ce  would  clfng  to 
him  for  life.     I  acquit  him  thoroughly — 
no  English  ffentl^man,  with  such  know- 
ledge, could  have  put  Houston  in  the  box 
and  allowed  him  to  make  a  statement 
without  putting  some    question  which 
would  give    a  due    to  it      But    then 
Houston  ought  to  be  prosecuted  by  the 
Qoyemment,  if  only  to  clear  themselves 
and  the  Attorney  General  from  oom- 
plicity ;  and  if  this  is  not  done  I  shall 
make  it  a  charge  against  the  Govern- 
ment on  erery  platform  in  the  country 
that    they  prosecuted  Molloy  because 
they  thought  it  would  damage  the  de- 
fendants, and  refhuned  from  prosecuting 
those  who  stood  self >oonvieted,  because 
they  had  been  associated  with  them- 
selves.    OfiBce  may  be  held  at  too  high 
a    price.      Past   Conservative    Leaders 
would  not  have  hesitated  for  a  moment 
to    hare  washed    their    hands  of  this 
business.     It   is    not  as  if  it    did  not 
already  concern  the  House,  for  it  has  been 
used  at  every  election  to  influence  voters. 
It  is  no  question  of  land  redemption  or 
of  solution  of  the  agrarian  problem  that 
has  been  urged  so  much.     It  is  that  Mr. 
Parnell  wrote  the  letters ;  he  must  have 
written  them,  or  he  would  have  taken 
legal  proceedings  beiors.     Anything,  in 
fact«  was  said  that  was  likely  to  secure 
the  sapport  of  the  weak-backed  liberal  I 
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Unionist ;  and  it  had  its  effect  at  some 
of  the  elections.    At  this  moment,  when 
we  are  dealing  with  this  question,  are 
we  to  be  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
that  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  did  not  rise  to  the  grandeur 
of  the  debate?    Was  the   right   hon. 
Gentleman     present    when     the     hon. 
and  gallant    Member    for    North  Ar- 
magh spoke?      Grandeur  of   debate! 
The  Journals  of  the  House  record  the 
fact  that  280  years  ago  payments  were 
made  to  various  officials,  including  the 
Serjeant  and   the   ''  old    fool "   of  the 
House.    It  does  not  appear  when  the 
Office  ceased,  but  after  hearing  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North    Armagh     I     understood     why 
there  was  no  need  to  keep  it  up.     The 
right    hon.    Member    has    spoken    of 
the  feeling  of  the  coimtry.      I  desire 
to  speak  with  all  respect  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale  for  his 
ability  and  integrity.     It  is  with  grief 
and  sorrow  that  Liberals  break  from 
him.      But,  at  the    noble    Lord's  last 
meeting  with  his  constituents,  the  vote 
of  confidence  he  received  and  retained 
thanks    for    was    coupled     with     the 
unanimous    expression    of    the    dsabe 
of     his     supporters     for    an     imnie- 
diate    and    wide     extension    of    looil 
government    to    Ireland.       And    whai 
two  powerful  statesmen  like  the  noble 
Lord,  and  at  some  distance  the  n§jki 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  ^nist 
Birmingham,  keep    a   Gt>vemnieat  ii 
power  whose  traditions  are  not  tlie 
ditionsof  those  who  elected  them» 
desires  are  not  the  desires  of  thi 
elected  them,  the  responsibility  is 
theirs,  and  the  country  looks  to 
It  looks  to  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
that  even  now  the  judgment,  whidi  n 
the  traditions  of  this  House  and  d  el 
those  who  bore  his  name,  has  vaaelly 
been  associated  with  the  eSettamJtkm  el 
English  liberty,  might  give  to 
the    posaibilitj  of  it     To    the 
Lord's  Colleague  we  do  not  so 
We  know  there  is  no  way  to 
and   Badicals  desire  to  see  that 
hon.   Gentleman  in  the  Tory 
ment  to  which  he  belongs.     Thej 
no  desire  and  no  wish  for  the  letiuM  el 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman;    for 
the  hour  oomee  they  do  not  want 

the  midst  of  a  great  battle,  upon 

the  happiness  of  a  nation  depends^  ll» 
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lientenant  general  shall  hare  the  chance 
in  the  thick  of  the  fight  of  throwing 
away  his  sword  and  uniform,  although 
he  is  forthe  principle,  because  he  does  not 
like  the  fit  of  the  epaulettes  or  the 
fashion  of  the  hilt. 

♦Mr.  M.  W.  MATTIN80N  (Liver- 
pool, Walton):  I  cannot  see  how  the 
personal  attack  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  can  help  us  in  the 
consideration  of  this  Question.  The  hon. 
Member,  too,  has  made  impassioned 
references  to  the  proceedings  before  the 
Special  Commission.  I  am  not  alto- 
gether surprised  at  it,  and  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  speaking  only  with  reference 
to  the  only  point  on  which  a  judgment  can 
now  be  arrired  at,  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  admitting  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  has  been  greatly  wronged,  and,  I 
believe,  there  is  a  universal  desire  on 
all  sides  of  the  House — on  the  Minis- 
terial side  as  much  as  anywhere  else 
— that  those  who  have  repeated  a 
particular  charge  should  make  ample 
reparation  of  a  full  and  large 
apology.  But  that  does  not  affect  the 
facts  of  the  situation  with  which  we 
have  to  deal.  The  personal  integrity 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  has 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  Ireland  ;  it  has  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question 
whether  we  shall  have  two  Parliaments 
and  two  Governments.  I  am  not  going  to 
say  that  during  the  past  two  years,  there 
may  not  have  been  some  miscarriage  of 
justice  in  Ireland,  or  that  changed 
conditions  may  not  justify  a  call  for 
some  modification  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government ;  but  I  shall  vote  with- 
out hesitation  against  the  amendment 
because,  on  a  balance  of  considerations, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  present  course 
of  events  amply  justifies  the  action  of 
the  Executive.  The  broad  fact  that 
crime  has  been  largely  reduced,  and 
substantial  progress  made  in  the  re- 
assertion  of  the  law  is  the  vindication  of 
the  Government  and  outweighs  my  mis- 
takes which  may  have  been  made  here  and 
there.  The  charges  against  the  Govern- 
ment appear  to  range  themselves  under 
three  heads ;  first,  arrest  in  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Irish  politicians;  second, 
conviction  in  Ireland  of  Irish  Members ; 
and  third,  their  treatment  in  prison. 
As  to  the  fiirst,  it  it  dear  that  no  injustice  | 


has  been  done  to  the  individuals  affected. 
The  selection  of  time  and  place  for 
arrests  may  have  been  stupid  blunders, 
but  that  is  a  matter  between  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  his  supporters  and  not 
for  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  believe 
that  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
this  respect  has  been  perfectly  legal  and 
just;  but  I  question  whether  it  was 
worth  while  to  cause  an  Irish  Member, 
against  whom  a  warrant  had  been  issued, 
and  who  was  a  fugitive  from  justice 
in  this  country,  to  be  brought  back  into 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  proper  tribunal  in 
Ireland.  Irish  Members  in  this  country 
might  perhaps  be  a  nuisance  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day,  but  while  they  are 
here  they  are  not  disturbing  the  peace 
of  Ireland,  and  therefore  the  desired 
results,  so  far  as  the  peace  of  Ireland  is 
concerned,  could  be  obtained  by  allowing 
them  to  remain  in  England  without 
arresting  them.  A  Member  who  has  a 
warrant  out  against  him  will  not  cross  the 
Channel,  because  he  knows  that  by  doing 
eo  he  would  have  to  walk  straight  into 
an  open  prison.  It  has  been  said  that 
what  it  is  possible  to  do  in  England  is 
illegal  in  Ireland.  My  answer  to  that 
is,  that  you  can  with  impunity  do 
that  in  England  which  is  harmful  in 
Ireland.  The  policy  of  the  Government 
should  be  to  keep  persons  away  from 
places  where  they  do  mischief.  I 
refuse  to  support  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle,  because  I  hold  that  while 
there  may  be  a  question  as  to  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  arresting  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  English  soil,  yet  in  my  judg- 
ment there  is  no  question  about  the 
legality  or  the  justice  of  it.     The  second 

Eoint  is  that  the  convictions  in  Ireland 
ave  been  unjust.  Now,  I  say,  with 
regard  to  the  charge  that  harsh  sentences 
have  been  inflicted  under  the  Crimes 
Act,  it  is  difficult  to  pass  a  sound  opinion 
in  any  case  unless  we  have  all  the  facts 
before  us.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  E. 
Harrington,  the  penalty  strikes  me  as 
beinff  very  severe.  It  is  the  maximum 
penalty,  and  it  is  imposed  for  an  offence 
which  was  not  one  of  the  most  aggra- 
vated kind.  My  difficulty  in  the  matter 
has  not  been  removed  by  the  suggestion 
which  has  been  made  that,  but  for  a 
technical  point  raised,  Mr.  Harrington 
would  have  been  convicted  of  some- 
thing else.  Why  did  he  not  appeal? 
And  on  thii  question  generally  I  most 
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say  that,  ao  far  as  I  can  make  oat, 
there  never  has  been  any  real  or  sub- 
stantial ground  far  the  suggestion  that 
the  County  Court  Judges  are  not  perfectly 
fair.  I  think  that,  taken  as  a  whole,  the 
Resident  Magistrates  do  discharge  their 
duties  with  impartiality  and  average  in- 
telligence. There  is  one  other  ground 
of  accusation  taken  up  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  J.  Morley),  and  that  is 
in  regard  to  the  treatment  of  Irish 
prisoners.  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  believe  me  when  I  say  that 
I  personally  have  felt  it  to  be  a  most 
humiliating  circumstance  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons,  men  of 
culture,  should  be  subjected,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  the  operation  of  the 
law,  to  the  treatment  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much.  But  I  cannot  find  any- 
thing in  that  treatment  on  which  to 
found  a  charge  against  the  Government. 
Hon.  Members  say  that  political  oppo- 
nents ought  to  be  treated  differently 
from  other  persons.  Perhaps  they 
ought ;  but,  after  all,  that  is  a  question 
for  consideration  of  Parliament  and  not 
of  the  Executive  Government.  I  take 
it  that  when  the  Crimes  Act  was 
passed  Parliament  determined  that,  in 
certain  circumstances,  offenders  should 
be  subjected  to  certain  treatment.  I 
can  quite  imderstand  the  agitation 
for  a  change  of  the  law,  but  I  cannot 
understand  why  the  present  accusa- 
tion should  be  brought  against  the 
Government.  If  the  Chief  Secretary 
alters  the  treatment  of  Mr.  O'Brien  and 
the  other  Members  of  Parliament  now  in 
gaol,  he  must,  in  common  justice,  alter 
the  treatment  of  every  one  committed  to 
prison  for  similar  offences.  Where 
would  that  land  us?  In  the  position 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  must  make  a 
wholesale  dispensation  in  respect  to 
Crimes  Act  prisoners.  But  at  present 
you  cannot  make  it  a  ground  for  definite 
accusation  against  the  Chief  Secretary 
that  he  will  not  take  upon  himself  the  dis- 
pensing with  the  punishment  prescribed 
by  a  Statute  passed  so  recently  and 
after  full  consideration.  While  I  say 
this,  I  desire  to  add  that  I  think  prison 
treatment,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but 
in  England  also,  is  a  matter  which 
may  fairly  come  under  review.  I  cannot 
doubt  that  it  would  be  quite  possible  to 
deal  with  political  prisoners  in  a  way 
which  might  not  be  unsatisfactory  even 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
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opposite.  There  are  only  a  vny  few 
words  more  which  I  wish  to  say.  Some 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  aronnd 
me  have  tendered  to  the  Government 
advice.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston) 
has,  for  instance,  suggested  that  the 
Crimes  Act  ought  to  be  strengthened, 
and  another  hon.  Friend  of  mine  has 
suggested  that  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  more 
rigorous—that  prosecutions  ought  to  be 
quicker.  I  should  be  sorry  to  adiaEiinister 
the    Crimes  Act  with    greater    strin- 

fency  than  it  is  administered  at  present. 
have  always  understood  it  is  a  oiaxim 
in  the  administration  of  the  criminal  law 
that  in  proportion  as  crime  diminishes, 
so  the  necessity  for  stringent  punish- 
ment diminishes.  The  case  wmch  we 
make  against  the  amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the*  Member  for 
Newcastle  (Mr.  J.  Morley)  is  that  crime 
has  largely  diminished.  If  that  be,  as  I 
believe  it  is,  a  true  representation  of  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland,  it  seems  to 
me  the  logical  outcome  is  this,  that  the 
time  may  soon  oome  when  it  may  be 
possible  for  the  Government,  consistent 
with  the  safeguarding  of  the  interests 
committed  to  their  care,  to  abate  the 
rigour  of  their  administratioii  of  the 
Crimes  Act. 

Mb.  WINTEBBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Cirencester) :  I  think  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liverpool  deserves  a  word  of  acknow- 
ledgment from  this  side,  because  I 
think  he  has  been  the  very  first — at  ail 
events,  the  hon.  Member  very  frankly 
and  very  honourably  did  express  it— to 
express  from  that  side  a  feeUn^  of 
regret,  and  almost  of  repulsion,  at  the 
treatment  hon.  Members  had  had  to 
undergo.  I  congratulate  him  upon  thi^ 
and  I  live  in  the  hope  that  he  will  be 
followed  in  his  expression  of  opinion  by 
many  of  the  gentlemen  of  England 
before  long.  He  also  showed  the  first 
faint  indications  of  distrust  in  the  policy 
of  the  Government  he  supports.  Heconld 
not  help  saying  that  he  aid  not  like  the 
arrest  of  Irish  Members  in  England|  and 
he  said  he  would  be  glad  if  it  could  be 
avoided  in  future.  Well,  for  my  part, 
I  hope  you  will  go  on  in  that  way. 
You  cannot  better  plav  our  game,  or 
bring  home  more  forcibly  to  the  minds 
of  English  people  what  your  Ooerave 
Poliey  means.  When  an  hon.  Member 
like  Mr.  Carewgoes  down  to  an  TSxk^i^ 
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oonstituenoy  he  wins  all  hearts  by  his 
frankness  and    fairness,  stajring  in  our 
houses   he    endears     himself    to     us 
all.     He    addresses   a  crowded  meet- 
ing, and  then  he  is  hurried  off  by  the 
police.    The  next  thing  the  people  who 
know  him  and  love  him  hear  about  him 
is    that    he  has  been  knocked   down, 
stripped,   and  treated  like    a  common 
felon.    This  brings  home  to  the  English 
people  and  Scotch  people  appreciation 
of  what   Coercion  is  much  better  than 
we  can.    If  we  could  bring  home  to  the 
people  what  the  policy  pursued  for  so 
many  hundred  years    by  Liberal  and 
Oonservative  Governments  alike  really 
is,   there  would  be  a  very  short  end 
made  of  Coercion.    Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    Liverpool     could    not    quite 
swallow  Mr.  Harrington's  sentence  of 
six    months'  imprisonment  with    hard 
labour,  and,  as  1  understood  him,  con- 
sidered it  too  severe  for  the  offence  he 
had  committed.     Nor  did  he  like  the 
prison  treatment.      I  think  gradually 
you  will  find,  as  the  time  for  the  Gene- 
ral Election  draws  near,  there  will  be  a 
g^d  deal  of  discontent  of  this  sort  ex- 
pressed by  hon.  Members  who  represent 
larfi^  constituencies  and  come  into  touch 
wiUi  the  people  of  the  country.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  said  we  had 
no  right  on  this  treatment  of  prisoners 
to  found    an    indictment   against    the 
Government.      Well,      but      in      the 
first  place,   the  Chief    Secretary,   has 
entire  control  of  prison  discipline  in 
Lreland.     We  are  convinced  that  he  has 
power  of  intorference,  and  if  we  needed 
a  convincing  argument  in  support  of 
that  conviction  he  has  himself  supplied 
it,  by  his  intervention  in  allowing  priests 
to   wear  their  own  clothes  in  prison. 
You  will  not  get  many  people  to  under- 
stand why  there  should  be  an  interven- 
tion of  this  kind  in  favour  of  parsons  and 
not  of  Members  of  Parliament.     Well, 
for  about  the  five  hundredth  time  we 
are  again  face  to  face  with  our  old  own 
chief  difficulty,  the  Government  of  Lre- 
land.     Disguise  it  how  you  like,  the 
debato  may  take  a  particular  line  on  one 
occasion,  and  a  different  line  on  another, 
but  every  year  the  same  question  crops 
up,  and  I  suppose  I  may  say  that  four- 
fifths  of  the  Mouse  of  Commons  would 
agree  as  to  what  they  are  aiming  at. 
We  recognize  all  of  us  the    national 
danger  of  a  oontinuanoe  of  this  stato 
of  things,  and  in  different  ways    de- 


sire    to  bring  about  a  different    stato 
of   things.     N'early    all    of    us    long 
for  the  pacification  of  Lreland,  it  is  only 
upon   the   methods   of  bringing  about 
that  desired  result  that  we   differ.     I 
say  nearly  all,  for   there  is   a   small 
section    of  bitter  Orangemen  whom  I 
would  not  include  among  those   who 
wish  and  desire  such  a  settlement.    I 
am  comparatively  a  young  Member  of 
the  House,  but  I  have  heard  Orange 
Members  talk  of  putting  their  heel  on 
the  necks  of  their  countrymen.     I  have 
heard  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Armagh,  who,  I 
suppose,  I  must  regard  as   a  serious 
politician,      say     that     he     not     only 
rejoiced    in    the     Crimes    A.ct    being 
in  perpetuity,   but  he  would  like    to 
see     imprisonment     under     it     made 
perpetual  too.     With  such  men,  holding 
such  opinions,  there  can  be  no  truce,  no 
parley.     I  do  not  include  them  in  my 
opinion  that  there  is  an  earnest  desire 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  bring  this 
long  and  bittor  quarrel  to  an  end.    It 
does  not  much  matter  what  you  say  or 
do,  we  are  but  servants  of  the  people, 
and  our  masters  have  made  up  their 
minds.     Coercion  is  doomed,  and  you 
know  it !     You  may  cling  to  it  a  little 
longer,  but  there  is  a  great  difference 
in  Coercion  now  to  what  it  used  to  be. 
Coercion  in  the  old  days  was  with  no 
democracy,     but    now    you    have    to 
satisfy  a  democracy  who  are    masters, 
with    votes,    of  the    justice,    wisdom, 
and    righteousness    of    your    policy  ; 
and    you    have    not    satisfied    them. 
A  straw  will  show  which  way  the  wind 
blows,  and  there  are  several  straws  to 
show  it  now.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham  has 
g^ven  you  a  little  Radicalism  wrapped  up 
in  a  certain  sort  of  way,  and  I  did  not 
notice  that  you  cheered  him  much.   You 
do  not  quite  trust  that  right  hon.  Gentle« 
man ;  you  cannot  quite  forget  the  doc- 
trine   of  ransom;    you  remember  his 
reference  to  those  **  who  toil  not,  neither 
do    they    spin ; "    yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  how  to  turn  his  barque 
to  every  favouring  wind.     In  Scotland 
he  warned  you  in  pretty  plain  language 
that  a  policy  of  Coercion  was  a  negative 
policy,  and  would  not  commend  itself 
much  longer  to  the  people  of  this  country. 
The  uncontested  election  at  Burnley  is 
another  straw  that  shows  the  direction 
of  the  wind,  and  you  will  have  other  in- 
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dications  before  loog^.  The  country  has 
Blade  ap  its  mind  that  Ministers  who 
will  not  pat  an  end  to  a  policy 
of  Coercion  and  try  something  of  a 
different  character  must  clear  out  and 
make  room  for  those  who  will,  and  the 
country  will  express  its  meaning  more 
clearly  as  time  g^s  on.  It  is  no  ques- 
tion of  detail,  of  this  Bill  or  that,  it  is 
begging  the  question  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion of  the  old  Home  Rule  Bill,  whether 
it  is  alive,  or  dead,  or  in  a  state  of  sus- 
pended animation.  The  country  cares 
nothing  for  points  such  as  these,  we  are 
long  past  such.  The  supremacy  of  Par- 
liament was  the  great  thing,  and  I  was 
one  of  tnose  who  voted — and  I  would 
do  it  again  under  similar  circumstances 
— who  voted  against  the  old  Home  Rule 
Bill.  The  supremacy  of  Parliament, 
the  absolute  supremacy  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  the  United  Kingdom,  is  what  I 
and  others  insisted  upon.  I  think 
I  can  show  by  an  extract  from 
a  speech  of  one  of  the  ablest  of  the 
Liberal  Uuionists  what  a  hollow  sham 
this  contention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  VVest  Birming- 
ham is.  The  speech  I  refer  to  was 
delivered  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Inverness  on  May  2l8t,  1886. 
He  said — 

"  If  tbii  demand  for  the  retention  of  the  Iriah 
Memben  were  conceded  *' — 

Now  mark  this — 

'*  it  would  be  found  by  logical  sequence  to  be  a 
measure  to  which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Roasendale  nor  any  other  Member  on  this 
side  of  the  House  would  have  any  objection.*' 

The  retention  of  Irish  Members  has 
been  given  up,  and  the  opposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness  has  not 
been  pacific'd.  Why  ?  The  House 
knows  perfectly  well  that  all  we 
asked  for  in  the  way  of  criticism 
on  the  Home  Rule  Bill  of  1886,  all  the 
reasonable  requirements— certainly  all 
the  criticisms  I  made — have  long  since 
been  given  in  to  by  the  Leaders  of  the 
Liberal    Party.     But    where    are    the 

Fledges  given  in  the  election  of  1886? 
VherB,']  I  am  glad  to  hear  that  cheer, 
it  enables  me  the  more  easily  to  allude 
to  a  personal  matter,  with  which  I 
hardly  dared  to  trouble  theHouse.  In  my 
absence  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  West  Ham,  speaking  of  my  conduct, 
said  I  had  been  returned  pledged  to 
support  a  Qovemment  I  had  not  onoe 

Mr.  M.  JF.  MmtUnion 


voted  for,  and  that  I  was  retunied  with- 
out a  contest  because  I  stood  as  a 
Liberal  Unionist.  Well,  my  answer  is 
two-fold.  First  of  all  to  stand  as  a 
Liberal  Unionist  means  to  stand  with 
the  support  of  Tory  votes,  and  if 
necessary  to  fight  a  brother  LibersL  I 
put  myself  in  the  hands  of  the  Liberal 
Three    Hundred,    and    I    was     asked 

gractically  unanimously  to  fight  their 
attles  again.  I  said  I  was  a 
foe  to  coercion  of  any  sort  or  kind,  and 
that  I  never  would  be  a  party  to  it.  I 
said  that  in  my  election  address.  I  said, 
while  I  objected  to  certain  detaila  in  the 
Home  Bule  Bill,  I  was  earnestly  in 
favour  of  a  large  and  generous  measure 
of  local  self-government  for  Ireland. 
Ah  !  we  all  said  that.  I  have  stood  on 
Liberal  platforms  to  help  brother- 
Liberals,  and  I  do  not  think  there  was 
one  of  them  who  did  not  pledge  himself 
to  "  a  large  and  generous  measure  of 
local  self-government  for  Ireland."  I 
can  clear  myself  in  another  way.  One 
of  my  chief  supporters, the  man  who  ptre-> 
ceded  me  in  the  representation  of  the 
division,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had 
the  honour  and  courage  to  state  pub- 
licly and  quite  recently  that  the  Uon- 
servatives  had  no  right  to  find  fault 
with  me  for  any  breach  of  faith ;  for  L 
had  said  and  done  merely  what  I 
said  I  would  do  in  my  election  address. 
I  am  sorry  to  trouble  the  House  with 
such  a  trifle  as  my  consistency.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Ham  was  inaccurate  and  misinformed  ; 
probably  he  had  been  in  communication 
with  some  of  the  Ttme*^  witnesses.  The 
country  is  not  asking  about  this  Bill,  or 
that.  With  all  critics  and  doubters, 
witn  men  who  are  throwing  clouds  of 
doubt  in  the  eyes  of  the  people  by  say- 
ing **  What  will  a  Liberal  (iovemment 
do ;  what  do  you  mean  by  conciliation?"* 
the  country  has  no  concern.  The  country 
says, '  ^  We  are  sick  and  tired,  humiliated 
and  disgusted  with  this  perpetual  recur- 
rence to  a  policy  of  force,  and  are- 
thoroughly  resolved,  if  you  will  not 
devise  the  means  of  carrying  out  a  policy 
of  conciliation  upon  wluch  we  have  set 
our  hearts,  you  must  make  room  for 
those  who  will."  It  is  a  policy  of  nega- 
tion, says  your  ally,  and  he  warns  you  it 
will  serve  your  purpose  no  longer.  It 
is  the  happy  state  of  good  will  and  com- 
radeship that  has  sprung  up  between  the 
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two  peoples  that  has  beaten  you  and 
confounded  all  your  designs.  Itis  this  feel- 
ing^  of  goodwill  and  comradeship  which 
has  sprung^  up  between  the  two  demo- 
cracies makes  the  Union  safe  to-day ; 
it  is  this  feeling  that  makes  the  United 
Parliament  supreme  to-day ;  but  not  to 
this  but  the  next  Parliament  do  they 
look  forward.  You  have  not  sought  their 
confidence;  this  Parliament  can  claim 
no  debt  of  gratitude.  From  Irish 
Members,  certainly,  you  can  claim  no 
gratitude ;  but  they  look  forward  with 
hope,  belief,  and  confidence  to  the  next 
Parliament,  and  the  electoral  battle  in 
which  the  two  democracies  will  take 
part.  The  result  of  your  administration 
is  fatal  to  all  your  pretensions  to  govern 
Ireland  with  a  strong  hand.  You  have 
done  your  best  to  g^ad  the  people  to 
madness ;  you  have  imprisoned  their 
Leaders,  and  treated  them  with  igno- 
miny when  you  have  got  them  in  your 
power.  You  have  stifled  free  meetings 
and  free  expression  of  opinion,  and 
having  driven  them  from  the  Consti- 
tutional method  of  expressing  their 
complaints,  what  wonder  that  the 
complaints  of  the  people  find  ex- 
pression in  languge  not  so  Con- 
stitutional? I  do  not  wonder;  it  is 
astounding  how  little  outrage  there 
has  been,  it  is  marvellous  considering 
that  the  people  are  not  educated  that 
they  have  exercised  so  much  self-control. 
How  have  you  treated  them  in  Ireland  ? 
Your  Prime  Minister  calls  them  Hotten- 
tots, and  your  Chief  Secretary  is  never 
tired  of  talking  of  them  as  the 
descendants  of  the  rebels  of  '98  and  '48, 
and  telegraphs  to  his  police,  '*  Do  not 
hesitate  to  shoot, "  and  delights  in 
telling  the  Constabulary,  all  of  whom 
read  his  words,  '*  If  you  fire  be  sure  you 
kill.*'  This  is  what  you  have  done  in 
Ireland.  This  is  the  Christian  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government  of  a 
Christian  people!  I  tell  you  the 
Christian  people  of  England  and  Scot- 
land loathe  and  abominate  what  you 
have  done  in  Ireland.  With  the 
aid  of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic 
Union  you  have  flooded  town, 
village,  and  hamlet  with  pictures 
of  horror  and  hateful  calumnies  of  the 
Irish  leaders.  You  have  flooded  every 
town,  village,  and  hamlet  in  the  country 
with  millions  of  phamplets  containing 
the  most  hateful  calumnies  of  the  Irish 
people  and  pictures  of  horrors.     You 


have  sent  down  paid  lecturers  to  blacken 
the  character  of  the  Irish  people  and  of 
their  leading  men.  You  have  resorted 
to  calumny  of  the  basest  description,  to 
g^ss  exaggeration,  misrepresentation 
and  abuse,  and  some  of  those  who  work 
with  the  Government,  and  are  in  tone 
with  the  Government,  have  not  stopped 
short  of  foreery  itself.  Yes,  the  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  Union  has  done  its  level 
best  to  stifle  the  goodwill  that  was 
growing  up  between  the  two  people  and 
giving  hope  for  the  future.  That  has 
all  g^ne  off  like  water  from  a  duck's 
back;  but  in  spite  of  it  a  feeling  of 
affection  is  growing  up  in  the  hearts  of 
the  Irish  and  English  nations.  You 
have  blackened  the  characters  of  the 
Irish  Members ;  you  have  distorted  their 
motives  and  done  your  best  to  favour 
old  bigotries,  but  it  is  all  of  no  use. 
Macaulay,  in  his  essay  on  Milton,  says— 

"  We  deplore  the  outrages  which  accompany 
revolutions.  But  the  more  violent  the  outruges- 
the  more  assured  we  feel  that  the  revolution 
was  necessary.  The  violence  of  these  outrages 
will  always  he  proportioned  to  the  ferocity  and 
ignorance  of  the  people,  and  the  ferocity  and 
ignorance  of  the  people  will  be  proportioned  to 
the  oppression  and  degradation  under  which 
they  have  been  accustomed  to  live." 

[^  laughA  The  Tories,  the  less  educated 
of  them,  laughed  at  Macaulay  at  that 
time.  The  better  educated  of  the  Tories 
of  this  day  do  not,  as  a  rule,  laugh  at 
Lord  Macaulay  now.  Lord  Macaulay 
expresses  the  feeling  of  the  Englisk 
people,  and  that  is  why  you  fail 
to  arouse  them  by  your  tales  of 
outrage  and  crime.  They  are  a  liberty- 
loving  people,  and  they  believe  that 
liberty  is  far  better  than  restraint* 
When  you  speak  of  law  and  order  they 
reply,  ''Your  law  was  obtained  under 
false  pretences ;  you  had  no  mandate- 
from  us  to  make  such  a  law.  You  told 
us  that  you  were  opposed  to  Coercion, 
and  the  moment  we  entrusted  you  with 
power  to  make  law,  you  proposed  Coer- 
cion." That  is  one  of  the  answers  to 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.  At  every  Union- 
ist platform  we  were  told  it  was  & 
calumny  to  say  that  there  were  only  two- 
alternatives — Home  Rule  or  Coercion. 
There  was  a  third ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  turning  to  the  Irish  Members 
said,  '*  you  have  made  the  third  course^ 
impossible."  They  took  to  Coercion, 
very  quickly,  like  a  duck  taking  to  water.. 
That  is  my  first  reply  to  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman.  The  second  is  that  you 
passed  this  law  in  the  teeth  of  the  pro- 
tests of  three  of  the  four  component 
parts  of  the  Empire.  The  Scotch  people 
«aid  they  would  not  have  it ;  the  Welsh 
and  Irish  also  resisted  it,  and  yuu  passed 
it  by  the  cldture.  You  passed  it,  denying 
to  afford  a  reasonable  time  to  discuss  it, 
and  you  passed  it  even  then  under  the 
falsest  of  pretences.  There  is  a  speech 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  be  found  in 
Hansard  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said :  — 

**  They  (the  Ghovemment)  always  denied  that 
it  was  intended  by  the  Bill  to  interfere  with 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant.  This  was 
a  Bill  to  put  down  crime.  It  was  not  conflicts 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  which  they  de- 
sired to  interfere  ;  it  was  not  combinations  which 
they  desired  to  crush,  but  it  was  crime  which 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  any  other  country  on 
«arth,  and  which  ought  not  to  be  tolerated  in 
Ireland." 

Having  got  it  under  these  pretences  you 
have  used  it  to  put  down  combina- 
tions, and  for  no  other  purpose  than  to 
assist  the  landlord  in  his  quarrels  with 
his  tenants.  That  was  your  position  at 
the  time  of  the  General  Ejection  {Minu- 
ierial  cries  of  **No").  If  it  was  not, 
why  do  you  now  object  to  face  the 
people.  They  tell  you,  lastly,  that  re- 
epeet  and  reverence  for  law  depends  on 
what  the  moral  weight  of  the  law  itself 
is.  The  law-breakers  of  the  world  have 
many  of  them  been  the  heroes  of  the 
world.  John  Brown  was  hanged  legally ; 
Hampden,  Pirn,  Cromwell  would  have 
been  living  if  they  had  not  been  success- 
ful ;  and  the  same  may  be  said  of  Gari- 
baldi, who  went  sword  in  hand  to 
Naples ;  Magg^ire  and  Kossuth  [An  Hon. 
Membeb  :  Kossuth  was  not  successful]. 
No,  he  had  to  take  refuge  in  free  Eng- 
land ;  your  fathers  cropped  the  ears  of 
dissenters  quite  legally;  my  grand- 
father was  imprisoned  for  many  years 
in  Newgate  gaol,  quite  legally,  for 
preaching  a  sermon ;  at  present  you  only 
clip  the  hair  and  moustache  of  your  op- 
ponents. You  are  getting  a.shamed  of  the 
old  method,  and  your  children  will  be 
ashamed  of  your  method  as  you  are  of 
that  of  your  ancestors.  The  prisons  of 
the  world  are  now  objects  of  curiosity. 
If  you  go  to  Kome  the  first  thing  you 
go  to  see  is  the  prison  in  which  Peter 
and  Paul  were  imprisoned ;  if  you  go  to 
Bedford  your  first  visit  is  paid  to  the 
prison  in  which  John  Bunyan  was  con- 
£ned ;  so  also  at  Southampton  where 
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Isaac  Watts  was  put  I  do  not  defend 
every  act  that  has  been  done  in  Ireland. 
I  have  never  failed  to  say  that  I  cannot 
agree  with  every  doctrine  of  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  I  maintain  that  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  the  result 
of  your  policy.  You  drove  the  Irish 
people  from  Constitutional  usages  into 
illegal  courses,  and  then  followed  the 
old  system  of  repression,  punishment, 
and  brutality.  But,  in  spite  of  all  this» 
there  is  a  brighter  prospect  just  now. 
It  is  because  the  people  of  the  two 
countries  love  each  other  and  trust  each 
other;  it  is  because  the  people  have 
listened  to  Ireland's  sons  and  beUere 
their  story,  and  believe  in  their  future, 
that  I,  for  one,  shall  vote  for  the 
amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  ho  worth  (Salford,  8.) :  The 
speech  of  the  Hon.  Member  who  has 
just  addressed  the  House  is  chiefly  in- 
teresting from  his  references  to  the 
action  of  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  He  says  that  he  has  some 
difficulty  in  reconciling  their  opinions 
as  avowed  before  the  constituents  with 
their  practices  in  this  House.  I  my- 
self have  been  constrained  to  rise  owing 
to  the  challenge  which  was  thrown  out 
yesterday  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ea.st  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Ohanning) 
as  to  a  recent  incident  in  Lancashire ; 
but  nothing  had  happened  in  the  his- 
tory of  this  movement  which  had 
brought  more  discredit  and  ridicule 
upon  it  in  the  minds  of  the  working 
classes  than  that  incident.  I  am  sure 
that  the  House  will  desire  to  get  as 
far  away  as  possible  from  the  recri- 
mination which  formed  the  staple  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down.  The  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
seems  to  me  to  raise  a  false  and  illo- 
gical issue.  It  is  a  perfectly  argoaUe 
point,  no  doubt,  that  the  Act  has 
operated  harshly  and  severely  on  cer- 
tain men ;  but  I  contend  that  it  is  not 
an  arguable  position  to  maintain  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  the  duty  of 
the  Executive  is  to  interfere  with  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act  or  of 
any  other  Act  in  order  that  certain  classes 
of  offenders  should  be  given  a  different 
treatment  from  certain  other  classes.  To 
give  the  Executive  power  to  discriminats 
offenders  would  be  to  resort  to  the  prac- 
tices of  the  middle  ages.  How  coqU 
Parliament  prevent  the  Chief  Secretaij 
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for  Ireland  under  such  oonditions  from 
treating^  offenders  according  to  hie  pri- 
yate  preferences  and  political  views? 
To  ask  the  House  to  consent  to  such  a 
state  of  things  is  to  ask  it  to  consent  to 
a  Tory  ^at  offence  against  all  legal 
and  political  principles.     The  Executive 
in  Ii^and,  so  far  as  the  decisions  of  the 
Irish  Courts  are  concerned,  are  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  position  as  the  Executive 
in  England ;  the  treatment  of  prisoners 
is  eovemed  by  Statute  and  if  the  Exe- 
cutive chooses  to  interfere  with  the  de- 
cisions of  the  Courts  of  law,  it  unques- 
tionably commits  a  breach  of  the  law, 
and  must  do  so  at  its  own  peril.    I  un- 
derstand that  during  the  late  Adminis- 
tration there  were  two  cases  in  which 
the  Home  Secretary  did  feel  it  his  duty 
to  interfere  with  the  functions  of  the 
Prisons  Board  and  the  discipline  of  the 
prisons  in  favour  of  particular  persons, 
but  I  believe  myself  that  such  action 
was  entirely  contrary  to  law,  and  that 
the  Home  Secretary  did  these  acts  at 
his  own  peril.    It  is  said  that  the  Irish 
Courts  of  Law  themselves  have  inter- 
preted the  Statute  in  an  unnecessarily 
cruel  manner,  and  in  a  way  that  was 
never  contemplated  by  Parliament,  but 
I  maintain  that  it  is  iinpossible  to  review 
the  deoLsions  of  the  (Courts,  unless  you 
have  the  witnesses  and  the  evidence  be- 
fore you.    How  is  it  possible  for  this 
House  at  any  time  to  constitute  itself 
into  a  Court  of  Justice?    There  is  a 
proper  appeal  in  all  cases,  and  I  think 
it  is  a  great  pity  that  when  a  Bill  was 
passing  through  the  House,  one  or  two 
Amendments  suggested  from  the  oppo- 
site benehes  were  not  adopted.    I  thmk 
their   adoption   would    have   made    a 
great    dinerence    in    the    sentimental 
grievance     which     is     now      alleged. 
It  would  have  been  a  great  improvement 
in  the  legal  administration  of  justice  in 
Ireland  S  the  Besident  Magistrates  had 
been  appointed  during  good  behaviour, 
so  as  to  avert  the  least  suspicion  of  their 
beinff  at  the  mercy  of  the  Executive. 
Further,  there  might  with  advantage 
have  been  a  rota  of  these  magistrates, 
so  that  there  would  not  have  been  al- 
ways particular  men  to  try  particular 
cases  in  particular  distoiots.    Again,  as 
to  the  question  whether  the  victims  of 
the  Crimes  Act  have  been  treated  by  the 

Srison  offioials  with  unusual  and  un- 
eserved  omeltj,  much  has  been  said  on 
this  subgeet,  wtiioh  is  more  a  form  of 


buffoonery  than  of  serious  argument.  It 
is  said,  for  instance,  that  for  persons 
convicted  of  certain  offences  to  be  com- 
pelled to  travel  third  class  instead  of 
nrst  class  is  a  grievous  indignity.     I 
myself  always  travel  third  class,  and  if 
those  who  make  these  complaints  them- 
selves travelled  third   class  more  fre- 
quently they  would  know  the  feelings 
of  the  British  democracy  better  than 
they  do.     Mr.  Eider  Haggard,  in  his 
novel,  ''King  Solomon's  Mines,"  men- 
tions a  party  who  were  interrupted  by 
savages  whilst  one  of  the  party  was 
shavmg,   and  had  just  half  completed 
that   operation.      As  the  savages  had 
never  before  seen  a  man  with  hair  on 
only     one    side    of    the    face,     they 
deemed  him  to  be  a  god  and  began  to 
worship  him.    The  difficulty  of  the  posi- 
tion was  that  as  the  man  had  been 
recognised  as  a  god  by  the  fact  that 
he  had  hair  on  one  side  of  his  face,  he  was 
obliged  to  go  about  amongst  them  ever 
after  carefully  shaved  on  one  side  only. 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  an  extremely 
opposite  comparison  to  make.    However 
much  hon.  Gentleman  may  shout  "hear, 
hear !  "  the  working  men  of  Lancashire, 
many  of  whom  take  the  same  view  of 
politics  that  they  do,  only  laagh  and 
ridicule  the  hero  whose  heroism  depends 
on  a  circumstance  of  that  kind.    Having 
said  this  much,  it  seems  to  me  that  one 
has  gone  over  the  three  different  divi- 
sions, at  all  events  of  the  difficulty  as 
presented    by   my  right   hon.    Friend 
the     Member      for     Newcastle.      In 
the     first     place,     the      question     of 
whether    the  Executive  is  justified  or 
not  in   interfering  with  the  course  of 
justice,  by  apportioninff   penalties  ac- 
cording  to    its  own  individual    whim 
and    fancy    and     not    according    to 
the    rigid   law,    I    think   most  Mem- 
bers   will    agree    with    me    that    a 
more    dangerous  position    was   never 
put  before  an  assembly  of  politicians. 
In  the   next  place,  it  is  an   equally 
dangerous  position   to   maintain   that 
this  House  is  either  a  fit  or  a  competent 
tribunal  to  revise  the  decisions  of  Irish 
Courts   of  Justice  whether  humble  or 
superior.    Having  provided  the  proper 
machinery  to  prevent  injustice  I  think 
they  ought  to  abide  by  it.    I  qualify 
that  by   saying  that  there  are  some 
amendments  wmoh  I  should  have  liked 
to  have  seen  incorporated  in  the  Crimea 
Aot|  and,  as  far  as  I  myself  am  con- 


655 


Address  in 


{COMMONS  I 


Answer  to  Her 


656 


cemed,   it  would  have  been    a    great 
pleasure  to  me  to  have  voted  for  such 
Amendments  if  they  had  been  presented 
to  the  House,  because  I  feel  that  they 
would  have  been  reasonable.     In   the 
third  place.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
when  we  test  those  oases  of  cruelty  by 
the  factB   that   we  presented  they  are 
reduced  to  such  redicolous  proportions 
that  it  is  really  monstrous  that  a  great 
Party  in  the  State  should  put  them  for- 
ward as  grounds  of  grievance.      I   am 
tired  and  weary  of  this  perpetual  appli- 
cation to  Ireland  of  a  law  which  I  feel 
to  be  necessary  if  the  State  and  society 
are  to  be  held  together,  and  I  wish  and 
hope    that   the  time  may  come,   very 
speedily,  when  we  may  devote  ourselves 
if  possible  to  something  rather  more  in 
accordance  with  our  hopes  and  our  am- 
bitions.    I  should  very  much  like  to  see, 
at  a   time   not   very  far    off,   Ireland 
left  to  decide  a  great  number  of  local 
questions    such    as    we     see    remitted 
in    this    country    to     different    locali- 
ties.    It   would,   I  feel,    be    a    great 
advantage  if  we  could  put  aside  some  of 
those  angry  recriminations  and  approach 
the  problem  along  more  rational  lines. 
Whether  that  comes  about  now  or  later 
on,  I  feel  most  certain  that  one  thing  we 
must  maintain  at  all  hazards,  and  that 
is  the  law,  and  whether  we  maintain  it 
here  or  it  is  maintained  from  a  Parlia- 
ment in  Dublin  society  can  not  exist, 
but  will  really  be  planted  upon  a  basis 
of  anarchy  unless  this  prime  factor  is 
maintained  at  all  hazards.     It  is  because 
I  feel  that  this  is  neither  an  English  nor 
an  Irish  quescion,  but  one  upon  which 
all  politicians  should  share  the  same 
feeling,   that    I   shall    vote    with    the 
greatest  possible  confidence  against  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for   Newcastle,    which    raises 
issues  which  are  utterly  false  and  utterly 
misleading. 

Mr.  REID  (Dumfries,  W.) :  I  feel 
no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Salford  has  spoken  with  the 
very  best  intentions,  and  that  the  policy 
which  has  been  afflicting  Ireland  and 
distressing  this  country  must  be  distaste- 
ful to  him.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  certainly  been  somewhat  backward 
in  his  action  on  this  matter,  because 
when  some  of  the  Amendments  which 
he  himself  has  said  he  should  like  to  see 
introduced  into  the  Coercion  Act  as  at 

Mr,  Haworth 


present  administered  were  proposed,  he 
did  not  vote  in  favour  of  them. 

Mr.  HOWARTH:  The  Amendments 
to  which  I  refer  were  cut  out  entirely 
without  debate. 

Mb.  he  ID:  They  were  cut  out  in 
consequence  of  a  system  of  closure  far 
more  drastic  than  any  ever  proposed  by 
a  Liberal  Governnient,  and  that  closure 
was  supported  by  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self. I  trust  the  hon.  Member  now  re- 
cognises the  serious  consequences  arising 
from  that  Act.  I  am  astonished  that 
the  Chief  Secretary,  than  whom  there  is 
no  man  endowed  with  more  literary 
grace  and  probably  literary  attainments 
in  the  House,  should  go  down  to  Glas- 
gow and  Dublin  and  speak  in  the  tone 
and  the  spirit  that  he  has  adopted  about 
brother  Members  of  the  House  placed 
in  prison.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  feel  it  himself,  from  his  own  in- 
stinct, when  he  dwelt  upon  the  seyeritj 
of  the  language  with  which  he  spoke  of 
Mr.  Mandeville  after  that  gentleman's 
decease,  no  words  of  mine  can  convey 
the  feeling.  But  I  am  satisfied  that 
when  the  passion  of  this  argument  and 
controversy  has  a  little  gone  by,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  will  resret, 
and  I  think  he  will  be  ashamed  of  the 
tone  in  which  he  has  spoken.  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  in  regard  to  the  Teiy 
remarkable  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham. I  presume  that  he  repre- 
sents the  Liberal  Unionist  Party,  and 
I  think  after  the  peculiar  conduct  and 
position  of  Members  of  that  Party  we 
are  entitled  to  know  whether  he  does 
represent  the  opinions  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale, 
or  whether  we  have  two  leaders  of  the 
Liberal  Unionist  or  dissentient  Liberal 
Party — the  one  who  makes  speeches  of 
a  ^ui»»- Radical  kind  in  this  House,  and 
the  other  who  enters  into  private  nego- 
tiations with  the  Government  and  aids 
and  abets  them  in  the  most  Tory  part 
of  their  proceedings.  When  the  eharape 
is  made  that  one  integral  part  of  ^e 
United  Kingdom  is  administered  by  mi- 
just  laws,  unjustly  applied,  that  men  by 
the  score  are  sent  to  prison  without  fair 
trial,  and  also  that  when  they  are  in 
prison  they  are  subjected  to  treatment 
unworthy  of  a  civilized  nation,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  think  that 
that  is  a  matter  of  no  importance,  ^^^iih- 
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out  discusaing^  whether  it  is  true  or  not, 
I  think  we  can  gauffe  the  true  depth 
of   the  Liberalism  of    the  right    hon. 
Gentleman.  He  says  we  may  be  of  opinion 
that  the  Government  is  grossly  abusing 
its   powers  ;  that   the  Executive  is   in 
dangerous    contact    with    the   judicial 
officers  ;   and  that  injustice  is   thereby 
wrought ;  and  yet  that  is  no  ground,  if  it 
only  applies  to  Ireland,  for  turning  the 
Government  out  of  Office ;   it  is  only  a 
ground  for  a  Committee  to  make  inquiry 
into    particular   cases.      The    Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  has  congpratulated  the 
House  that  no  one  makes  charges  against 
the  Resident  Magistrates  now.   Well,  no 
one  has  made  charges  against  any  class 
so  much  as  Resident  Magistrates.    We 
say  they    are   persons   of  no   capacity 
whatever — half-pay     officers,    briefless 
barristers,    and    promoted    policemen  ; 
that  they  have  duties  to  discharge  which 
are  not  in   England  entrusted  even  to 
the  Judges  of  the  highest  Courts  ;  that 
their  relations  to  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment are  of  a  most  remarkable  character ; 
and  that  they  are  executive  as  well  as 
judicial  officers.     The  Resident  Magis- 
trates   are   incompetent     to    discharge 
their  duties,  but  the  Chief    Secretary 
speaks  of  them  as    if  they  were  men 
inspired.      The  right    hon.  Gentleman 
has  succeeded  in  getting    for    £400  a 
year  men  of  extraordinary  ability  and 
judgment    to    discharge    duties    which 
are  only   intrusted  to  English  Judges 
of  the  highest  rank.     How    do    those 
men  act  ?    I  admit  that  it  is  difficult  in 
this  House  to  take  case  by  case.    The 
Resident    Magistrates   are  as  wise  as 
serpents.    They  take    care  to  have  a 
fragment  of  evidence  on  one  point,  but 
to  inflict  punishment  for  offences  which 
have  not  been  proved.     It  is  observed 
that  they  are  not  anxious  to  give  the 
right  of  appeal ;  they  will  not  state  a 
case  ;  they  show  the  worst  feature  of  a 
Judge    in    desiring    that  his   decision 
shall  escape  review.     They  administer 
ferocious  punishments,  as  is  shown  in 
the  case  oi  Mr.  Harrington.     Does  any 
hon.  Member  consider  that  six  months' 
hard  labour  is  a  proper  punishment  for 
publishing  proceedings  of  a  suppressed 
branch  of  the  National  League  r    Even 
the     right     hon.    Member    for    West 
Birmingham  is  unable  to  defend  that 
proceeiHng,  and  I  am  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Salford  will  not  defend  it. 
How  is  the  sentence  defended  by  the 


Chief  Secretary?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sajs  it  is  true  that  Mr. 
Harrington  was  guilty  of  that  offence, 
but  that  everybody  knows  perfectly  well 
that  he  has  been  guilty  of  the  other 
offence  of  delivering  a  speech,  and  the 
Chief  Secretary's  defence  of  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  is,  that  though  the 
punishment  might  be  too  great  for  the 
offence  which  was  committed,  yet  there 
was  another  offence  not  proved  to  have 
been  committed,  and  in  that  view  the 
punishment  was  not  excessive. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  afraid 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
do  me  the  honour  to  listen  to  my  speech. 
I  never  made  any  assertion  so  extrava- 
gant or  absurd. 

Mb.  REID  :  I  am  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  his  courtesy — for 
the  epithets  he  makes  use  of.  He  at- 
tributes to  me  the  making  of  absurd 
statements. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  did  not 
attribute  any  extravagant  or  absurd 
statement  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. I  merely  say  that  I  did  not 
say  anything  so  extravagant  or  absurd. 

Mr.  REID  :  Then  I  withdraw  my 
remark.  I  must  have  misunderstood 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  promise  to  read  the  speech  in  the 
Times  again,  in  order  to  see 
whether  or  not  I  have  made  a 
mistake.  The  people  of  Ireland  be- 
lieve that  the  whole  of  this  procedure  is 
a  farce  ;  that  a  trial  is  a  mockery ;  that 
conviction  is  practically  certain  ;  and  it 
is  because  of  the  general  discredit  which 
attaches  to  the  sentences  and  the  judg- 
ments of  the  Resident  Magistrates  that 
they  impugn  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice in  Ireland.  Then  there  is  the  ques- 
tion of  jury-packing.  Say  there  are  72 
men  on  the  panel.  The  prisoner  may 
challenge  six  and  the  Crown  six.  Then 
the  officer  proceeds  to  call  juror  after 
juror  until  12  men  can  enter  the  box. 
By  the  exercise  of  a  right  founded  on  an 
old  Statute  never  used  in  England,  the 
Crown  can  order  men  to  *'  stand  by ; " 
and  by  this  means,  not  of  selection,  but 
of  exhaustion,  they  can  put  12  men  into 
the  jury  box  for  the  purpose  of  trying 
the  prisoner.  That  is  the  system  of  jury- 
packing,  and  that  system  exists  in  Ire- 
land at  present;  and  I  defy  the  Govern- 
ment to  deny  it.  The  system  is  in  foroe 
in  nearly  all  the  agrarian  and  political 
cases,  and  the  result  is  that  if  triid  before 
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a  Besident  Magistrate  is  a  farce,  trial, 
before  a  jury  is  a  still  greater  faroe ;  it 
is  a  gross  fraud  on  the  administration  of 
justioe.  If  the  Government  deny  this, 
then  there  is  a  short  and  sharp  method 
of  meeting  it.  I  am  prepared  to  apply 
for  a  Committee  to  investigate  my  state- 
ment, and,  if  it  is  found  that  I  am  wrong, 
to  express  my  regret  to  the  House.  Is 
such  a  system  not  a  scandal  and  a  dis' 
ffrace,  and  do  hon.  Members  opposite 
Slink  that  it  is  a  healthy  feature  in  any 
GK>vemment?  Does  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  believe  that  Lancashire  men 
would  respect,  or  ought  to  respect,  the 
law,  or  should  be  called  upon  to  obey  it, 
if  it  were  administered  in  such  a  manner 
to  them  ?  But  what  is  the  object  of  all 
these  things  ?  It  is  the  most  mercenary 
oppression  that  has  ever  existed.  There 
has  been  in  the  history  of  Ireland  op- 
pression for  divers  purposes.  We  know 
what  happened  in  the  rebellion  of  1798 
and  in  other  rebellions ;  but  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  has  been  any  oppres- 
sion in  Ireland  so  utterly  degraded  as 
this  oppression,  because  it  is  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  landlords  to  get  by 
their  own  combinations  money  out  of 
the  pockets  of  their  tenants  which  in 
equity  they  ought  not  to  have,  and  to 
use  &e  CSriminal  Law  in  order  to  de- 

J  rive  the  tenants  of  the  only  means  they 
ave  of  resisting  those  combinations.  In 
1885  the  right  hon.  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  came 
forward  with  a  programme  which  has 
been  condemned  by  many  as  too  ex- 
treme. No  one  followed  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  more  heartily  than  I  did  at 
that  time.  Indeed,  I  lost  my  seat  in 
consequence,  and  no  one  looked  forward 
more  eagerly  than  I  to  see  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lead  the  rival  Party. 
Bat  what  shall  I  say  now  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  driven  away  thou- 
sands upon  thousands  of  men  who  were 
earnest  and  sincere  in  following  the  flag 
which  he  unfurled  at  that  time.  The 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  has  allied  himaA^f 
with  the  Party  and  policy  of  Coardon, 
which  he  has  helped  to  cany  out  with 
relentless  severity.  No  man  in  the 
history  of  the  last  three  or  four  years 
comes  worse  out  of  this  business  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  there 
are  other  Members  of  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party  to  consider.  The  Chair- 
man of  Committees  (Mr.  Courtney^  in 
answer  to  a  speech  made  by  the  non. 

Mr. 


Member  for  the  Eushcliffe  Division  of 
Nottingham  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis),  spoke  of 
the  imperfections  of  the  agents  of  the 
Government     in    Ireland.      Did    the 
right     hon.     Gentleman     mean     the 
Eesident    Magistrates  or    the  police  ? 
Which  did  he  mean?  It  is  not  worthy  of 
a  man  in  his  position,  if  he  believes 
there  are  defects  in  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  not  to  come  forward  and  assist 
us.    It  is  not  worthy  of  a  man  of  the- 
great  position  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  this  House,  when  he  believes 
there  are  imperfections  in  the  agents  of 
the  €k>vemment,not  to  come  forward  and 
assist  in  endeavouring  to  find  out  where 
they  have  done  wrong.    If  the  Liberal 
Unionists  are  to  maintain  the  ITnioa,  or 
to  do  anything  else  that  is  good,    it  is- 
not  by  allowing  themselves  to  beoome^ 
the    servants    out    of    livery    of  Ber 
Majesty's    Gk>vemment  that  they  will 
succeed.    Coining  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Amendment,  I  am  resolutely  opposed 
to  pledging  British  credit  for  the  oenefit 
of  thelri^  landlords,  who  have  been 
allowed  for  a  long  time  to  plunder  the 
Irish  people,  and  whom  I  desire  to  pre- 
vent from  plundering  the  English  and 
Scotch  people.  The  Irish  landforda  have- 
made  their  bed  and  they  must  lie  on  it. 
If  I  had  my  will,  I  should  wish  to  see  aa 
Irish  Parliament  dealing  with  the  Land. 
Question  themselves ;  but  I  would  not 
object  to  a  settlement  of  the  Irish  Laad 
Question  being  made  by  thisHonaOi  if 
desired,  provided  British  credit  is  not 
pledged   for  the  purpose.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  demanded  the  plan  of  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
Mid  Lothian   for    establishing    Home- 
Bule.      That    plan    has    been   given 
substantially     already;      its     oatline 
and    principles    are  thoroughly  well- 
known.    But    before    the  tune  oomes 
for   a  Dissolution  it  is  essential   fhat 
further  particulars  should  be  given  oa 
some  points ;  but  unless  a  Dissdntioa 
is  nearer  at  hand  than  it  is  admitted 
to  be  bv  hon.  gentlemen  oppositet  It  ftr 
one,  will  not  press  the  right  non.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  T<othian  or 
his  Colleagues  to  come  forward  with  a 
plan  against  their  will,  because  I  do  not 
wish  to  withdraw  any  part  of  the  atten- 
tion now  being  paid  to  the  gross  mis- 
government  of  Ireland.    If,  howeWy 
Her  Migesty's  Ministers  are  preparsd 
to  grant  a  Dissolution,  I  will  do  mj  ^ 
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to  uree  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  the  propriety 
of  bringing  forward  a  detailed  plan. 
Will    the    right  hon.   Gentleman    the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  concede 
the   propriety  of  consulting    the   hon. 
Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends  in 
regard  to  the  framing  of  any  such  mea- 
sure ?    If  he  willy  there  is  no  difference 
in  the  position  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  takes  up  and  ours.    I  hope 
the  Home  Secretary,  who  will  probably 
speak  soon,  will  tell  us  what  the  GoTem- 
ment  think  of  the  policy  propounded  by 
the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham.    Is  there  any 
sincerity  in  that  move  ?    The  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  \f^st  Bir- 
mingham made  a  speech  that  was  in- 
tended, of  oourse,  to  catch  votes  if  he 
oould  ffet  them,  and  to  divert  the  atten- 
tion of  the  country  from  the  present 
system  of  government  in  Ireland ;  and,  I 
ask,  are  the  Government  prepared  to 
make  any  approach  to  the  views  of  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  are  they  to  go 
on  in  the  course  of  Ooeroion?    Surely 
they  could  not  go  on  spending  the  re- 
sources of  the  Empire  in  order  to  allow  in- 
justice to  be  done  by  the  Clanricardes,  the 
Olpherts,  and  theVandeleursin  Ireland. 
That  is  the  meaning  of  the  policy  now 
pursued.    I  believe  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  themselves  feel  that  that 
Solicy    could    not    be    continued    in- 
efinitely.    They  are  working  the  Con- 
stitution at  high  pressure,  and  there  is 
danger  in  protracting  this  heated  con- 
troversv.    I  submit  it  is  not  a  healthy 
thing  tnat  a  man  like  Mr.  O'Brien,  who 
was  condemned  by  the  law,  should  go  to 
large  meeting  in  England  and  ScoUand 
ana  be  received  with  acclamation  and 
delight.    But  the  law  has  been  brought 
into  popular  contempt  in  Ireland,  and 
the  contamination  may  extend  to  Eng- 
land.   We  cannot  be  sure  that  we  shall 
always  be  at  peace ;  and  if  we  centinue 
this  policy  of  exasperation  we  cannot 
tell  how  long  we  shall  have  Uie  Members 
from  Ireland,  who  I  believe  are  now 
willing  to  take  a  moderate  and  states- 
manlike view  of  this  question,  in  their 
present  frame  of  mind.      Confident  as 
the  Liberal  Party  are  of  their  triumph 
at  the  next  General  Election,  it  would 
be  more  satisfactory  to  them  and  the 
country  if  this  great  controversy  oould 
be  closed  by  a  rational  settlement  The 
time  is  opportune,  and  the  work  is  press- 


ing. Is  there  not  virtue  and  wisdom 
enough  in  this  great  Assembly  to  effect 
such  a  settlement  ? 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
The  hon.  Member  for  East  Maya 
said  the  other  night  that  boycotted 
farms  in  Ireland  were  not  beings 
taken.  I  wish  to  challenge  that  asser- 
tion. I  have  been,  during  the  laslr 
six  weeks,  on  ten  Plan  of  Campaiga 
estates.  Only  a  fortnight  ago  I  walked 
over  13  boycotted  holdings  on  one  eS' 
tate  which  had  been  taken  by  indepen- 
dent  men  from  other  counties.  I  counted 
the  head  of  cattle  on  each  farm ;  I  saw 
the  leases ;  I  investigated  the  previous- 
tenancies  of  the  men ;  and  I  say  that, 
although  the  hon.  Member  for  Maya 
knows  a  great  deal,  he  does  not  know 
everything,  and  the  House  had  better 
take  with  a  pinch  of  salt  everything  that 
comes  from  that  quarter  as  well  as  from 
the  Freeman^ 8  Journal, 

An  hon.  Membeb:  What  was  the 
estate  r 

♦BiB.  T.  W.  EUSSELL :  It  was  tha 
Coolgreany  Estate.  The  farms  hava 
been  taken  by  responsible  tenants. 

An  hon.  MracBEB :  By  emergency  men  ? 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL:  No;  an 
emergency  man  has  not  50  head  of 
cattle.  I  also  found  on  that  estate  12 
men  who  had  retained  possession  of  their 
farms,  and  who  absolutely  refused  to 
join  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  They 
had  a  right  to  do  this.  Because  they 
dared  to  be  honest  men,  because  they 
claimed  the  right  to  make  their  own 
bargains  with  their  landlord,  these 
men  found  the  greatest  difficulty  in 
selling  their  cattle  at  fairs,  in  getting 
provisions,  and  in  maintaining  the 
ordinary  decencies  of  life.  when 
we  see  how  you  treat  these  men,  we 
know  how  you  would  treat  us.  Let 
those  who  are  going  to  govern  Ireland 
learn,  first  of  ful,  to  govern  their  own 
passions.  Talk  of  tyranny  and  ter- 
rorism!— on  one  Campaign  estate  I  had 
Snt  into  my  hand  three  stamped  legal 
ocuments,  signed  by  the  t^ant,  au- 
thorizing the  landlord  to  distrain,  the 
rent  being  paid  all  the  while,  and  the 
documents  were  to  protect  the  landlord 
from  any  subsequent  action.  [A  Voice  : 
Where  was  this?]  On  the  Lewis- 
estate.  I  state  nothing  that  I  have 
not  investigated  to  the  bottom.  In 
one  case  a  man  had  actually  asked  to  be 
evicted  after  he  had  paid  ms  rent,  and 
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he  asked  that  a  good  force  of  ^*  peelers  *' 
should  be  sent,  aud  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  defend  himself  against  them. 
'[Zattghfer.l  Laughter  is  no  answer  to 
facts ;  he  laughs  best  who  laughs  last. 
On  that  and  on  other  estates  be  visited 
there  was  a  system  of  terrorism  which 
Home  Rule  Members  support,  because 
-they  condemned  the  only  machinery  for 
dealing  with  it.  Mr.  O'Brien  in  the 
speech  for  which  he  was  condemned 
said  that  the  presence  of  a  land-grabber 
was  equal  to  an  epidemic  of  yellow  fever, 
and  asked  the  people  not  to  rest  until 
ihey  had  stamped  out  the  plague.  How 
have  peasants  acted  on  such  advice  in 
the  past  ?  In  Kerry,  the  other  day,  I 
stood  on  the  threshold  of  a  man  who 
wanted  to  emigrate,  who  consulted  the 
agent  about  the  sale  of  his  tenant-right, 
failed  to  come  to  terms  with  his  next 
neighbour,  and  finally  sold  to  a  man 
named  Cornelius  Murphy,  wbo  was 
denounced  as  a  land-grabber,  and  within 
a  few  months  was  shot  dead  in  his  own 
house.  This  (addressing  the  Home 
Kulers)  is  what  you  are  supporting. 
You  support  it  because  you  de- 
nounce the  only  machinery  that  can 
cope  with  it.  Take  the  case  of 
Forhan,  who  took  a  boycotted  farm 
and  who  wa.s  on  his  way  from  Tralee 
market  with  labourers  when  he  was 
shot  dead  on  the  high  road,  and 
peasants  who  were  near  would  not  ren- 
der assistance.  A  dozen  cases  could  be 
given  to  show  what  peasants  under- 
stand by  the  stamping-out  process ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  O'Brien)  who, 
knowing  this,  recommended  it,  was  guilty 
of  a  criminal  act,  and  deserved  to  be 
treated  as  a  criminal.  [Mr.  Morley  : 
Why  did  they  wait  four  months  ?]  That 
is  the  business  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment. [A  Voice:  **  What  were  the 
dates  of  the  murders  ?" J  The  first,  the 
28th  of  January,  1888  ;  the  second,  the 
20th  of  February,  1887,  and  that  of 
Fitzmaurice  in  lb88,  two  days  after  the 
delivery  of  a  speech  denouncing  land- 
grabbers  by  Mr.  Davitt,  within  20 
miles  of  the  spot.  There  is  no  use  in 
comparing  these  things  with  Primrose 
League  actions.  Primrose  Leaguers 
never  used  such  language  about  dis- 
senting shopkeepers ;  if  they  did,  they 
could  be  prosecuted  under  the  ordinary 
law.  Lord  Spencer  was  brought  to  book 
the  other  day,  when  he  was  challenged 
to  g^ve  a  single  instance,  and  could  not. 

Mr.  T.  JF.  Eimell 


As  foul  charges  as  were  now  brought 
against  the  Government  were  onoe 
brought  against  Lord  Spencer  and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridg^ton 
Division.  They  were  charged  with 
hanging  an  innocent  man  in  Miles 
Joyce.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  George Trevelyan)  was  virtaouB.  He 
could  forget  and  forgive  ;  smitten  on 
one  cheek  he  turned  the  other;  and  hated 
then, he  was  despised  now.  If  the  charges 
were  wrong  in  1882-3,  what  proof  was 
there  that  they  are  right  now  ?  If  they 
were  not  to  be  believed  then,  why 
should  they  be  credited  now?  This 
proposed  Vote  of  Censure  was  larg^y 
founded  on  the  reports  of  the  IVeeman's 
Journal^  which,  to  my  own  knowledge, 
has  reduced  lying  to  a  fine  art,  and 
which  has  more  actions  hanging  over  it 
for  lying  than  all  the  newspapers  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  am  sorry  the  ease 
of  Father  M'Fadden  has  been  referred 
to  at  all,  because  it  is  before  the  Ooorts ; 
but  if  Father  M*Fadden,  had  acted  like 
a  good  citizen — 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  :  I  rise  to  order. 
I  ask  whether  the  hon.  Member  is  justi- 
fied in  pronouncing  an  opinion  on  the 
conduct  of  Father  MTadden,  who  is  at 
present  under  trial,  and  whether  former 
allusions  had  not  reference  solely  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Government  have 
treated  Father  M*Fadden. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  not  in  my 
province  to  decide;  the  matter  is  one 
which  rests  entirely  in  the  discretion  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  has  charged  the 
Government  with  murder.  If  Father 
M'Fadden  had  acted  the  part  of  a  good 
citizen,  if  he  had  obeyed  the  summons 
of  the  Court,  no  warrant  would  have 
been  necessary,  and  Inspector  Martm. 
might  have  been  alive  to-day.  There- 
fore Father  M'Fadden,  whatever  he  was 
legally,  was  morally  responsible  for  the 
murder.  I  was  present  at  the  Unionist 
banquet  at  Dublin,  and  I  was  not 
aware  of  any  objection  to  the  pablica- 
tion  of  the  names  of  the  oompany.  It 
is  said  that  there  were  roars  of  laughter 
at  the  story  of  Mr.  O'Brien's  sufferings. 
I  affirm  there  was  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  whether  roars  of 
laughter  were  not  inserted  by  the 
FrwmarC%  Journal. 

Mb.  DILLON:  The  same  report  »- 
peared  in  the   Times,  the  Dubkm  Ik^ 
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£xprei$j  and  all  other  papers,  and  it  was 
a  report  that  was  furnished  offioiallj, 
no  newspaper  reporters  beings  present. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  The  laughter 
was  provoked  by  the  Chief  Secretary's 
account  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  made  a 
''holy  show"  of  himself  by  sending 
his  two  ambassadors  to  the  Oastle  at 
2  a.m.,  and  crediting  the  story  of  the 
Ohief  Secretary's  coming  down  in  his 
shirt  with  a  star  on  bis  breast 

Mr.  SEXTON:  My  telegram  was 
despatched  at  1 1  o'clock  and  his  letter  at 
1  o'clock,  and  the  roars  of  laughter  occur- 
red long  before  that. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL:  I  and  my 
friends  claim  to  laugh  even  at  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin.  We  claim 
the  right  to  laugh  at  what  we  think  fit, 
even  though  it  concerns  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  thougn  attempts  may  be  made  to 
intimidate  us,  as  attempts  have  been 
made  to  intimidate  and  ruin  shopkeepers 
who  refused  to  put  up  their  shutters  out 
of  sympathy  for  Mr.  O'Brien.  This  is  an 
instance  of  the  liberty  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers believe  in.  Until  they  show  a  little 
more  toleration  towards  those  who  differ 
from  them,  they  ought  not  to  claim  self- 

government.  As  to  the  treatment  of 
r.  O'Brien,  I  would  be  quite  willing  to 
vote  for  any  Bill  providing  that  im- 
prisonment for  all  political  offences,  as 
these  are  termed — those  of  the  dupes 
who  commit  the  crimes  as  well  as  those 
who  instigate  them — should  be  without 
hard  labour,  or  as  first-class  misde- 
meanants. But  if  the  law  is  to  be 
altered,  let  it  be  altered  on  some  general 
principle.  It  is  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  there  are  only  two  classes  of  offences 
— the  purely  political  and  those  of  the 
thief  and  the  gaol  bird.  There  is,  for 
instance,  the  man  who  violates  the 
secrecy  of  the  ballot ;  he  is  liable  to  six 
months'  hard  labour,  and  you  make  him 
oonsort  with  criminals,  and  you  dress 
him  as  one.  If  the  law  is  to  be  altered, 
let  it  be  done  thoroughly,  and  not  merely 
for  Members  of  Parliament.  The  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  stated  the  other 
night  that  he  hated  crime  and  did  his 
best  to  put  it  down.  I  ask  him  this 
question  :  Who  paid  for  the  defence  of 
he  murderers  of  Huddy  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Ask  Webster. 
♦Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  You  talk  of 
your  hatred  of  crime,  yet  when  one  of 
the  foulest  murders  ever  perpetrated  in 


Ireland  comes  to  be  tried  by  jury  whose 
verdict  you  never  yet  questioned,  you 
pay  for  the  defence  of  the  murderers. 

Mr.  JOHN  DILLON :  We  pay  for 
the  defence  of  the  murderers  ?  I  say 
that  is  a  foul  lie. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  No  doubt  the  lan- 
guage of  the  hon.  Member,  and  espe- 
cially the  way  in  which  it  was  addressed- 
was  very  irritating ;  but  I  cannot  allow 
the  word  *Mie  "  to  pass  in  this  House, 
and  I  hope  hon.  Gentlemen  will  refrain 
from  these  personalties,  which  are  dero- 
gatory to  the  dignity  of  the  House. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  unhesitatingly  with- 
draw, Mr.  Speaker;  but  I  do  say  the 
provocation  was  intense. 
♦Mr.  BUSSELL :  I  wiU  put  it  in  this 

way (Cries  of  **  Withdraw")     If 

hon.  Members  will  listen  to  me,  I  will 
explain  I  cannot  withdraw  that  which  I 
know  to  be  true. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Is  that  fair  play,  Mr. 

Speaker?    I  put  it  to  you.  Sir,  when 

he  made    this  cherge    he    pointed  to 

me. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL :  No  I  did  not. 

Mr.  DILLON:  He  said  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  said  he  hated 
crime,  and  then  he  pointed  at  me  and 
said,  **  Yet  you  pay  for  the  defence  of 
these  murderers." 

♦Mr.  SPEAKEB :  That  is  the  reason 
that  I  said  I  considered  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  to  be  of  an  irritating 
character.  I  think  the  hon.  Member  had 
better  pass  away  from  this  matter. 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL :  I  never  in- 
tended to  refer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Mayo  personally 
as  having  had  anything  to  do  with  the 
defence  of  these  men.  I  say  that  most 
unhesitatingly. 

Mr.  O'HANLON,  who  was  sitting  in 
one  of  the  side  Galleries :  Who,  then, 
did  you  refer  to  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKEB :  Order,  Order ! 

♦Mr.  T.  W.  BUSSELL :  I  now  come  to 
the  question  of  crime  on  the  Kenmare 
Estate.  At  the  end  of  October  last  year, 
crime  had  been  reduced  almost  to  a 
vanishing  point.  In  September  in  fact 
there  was  none  at  all.  But  then  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  was  inaugurated 
on  the  Kenmare  Estate  and  simul- 
taneously crime  burst  out  again  and 
moonlighting  and  intimidation  became 
rife.  You  may  denounce  crime  but  un- 
questionably it  follows  wherever  the 
Plan  of  Oampaign  is  started. 
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An  HOK.  Membbb:   Yes,  Pigott  for  Sm  H.  HAYELOOE-ALLAN :  For 

instanoe.  a  long^  course  of  years,  Sir,  it  has  baen 

*Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  Don't  men-  my  pride  to  observe  yoor  ruling  with 

tion  Pigott  to  me.   I  haye  no  more  to  do  the  utmost  respect.    I  can  assure  you 

with  him  than  you  haye.  that  it  is  a  matter  of  extreme  regret  to 

Mb.  W.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  me,  and  nothing  was  further  from  my 

I  rise  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  who  intention  than  to  hurt  the  feelings  of 

interrupted  from  the  gallery  has  come  the  hon.  Gentleman.    I  should  be  loth 

down  and  seated  himself  behind    the  indeed  to  come  into  contact  with  him. 

hon.  Member  speaking,  and  is  interrupt-  jfn.   O'HANLON:    Mr.   Speaker,  I 

'°?.^/.       .  , ,.                      . ,      . ,  beg  your  pardon  again,  Sir.  *^He  ny» 

[At  this  point  there  was  considerable  i  ^^  ^ettlr  get  out  of  this, 

disturbance  behind  the  hon.  Member  j.,,       o-,.-^ .  ■„.„,.      ^  •,             ,     , 

for  South  Tyrone.]  ♦Mb.    SPEAKER  :    Order,    ordarl 

Mr.   O'HANLON    (Cayan,    E.) :    I  S?*V'  ^  *^°P.®  I  °^/  '^^?^  ^  °""* 

want  this  gentleman  to  apologize.    I  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House, 

will  just  give  him  a  minute  td  think,  and  I  do  apW  to  them  with  oonfidence,. 

and  if  he  does  not  apologize  I  will-  *?  ««*  *^"  f""*"  «««"°»*  *«f  mterrup- 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  oSier,  order !  ^°?^\  ^«y  »"  most  unseemly,  and  gw 

Mb.  H.  J.  Wn^ON  (York  W.R.,  Bf™.*®  ejejyb^y  who  has  at  heart  ^0 

Holmfirth) :  I  distinctly  saw  the  hon.  dignity  of  the  House.    I  oaU  upon  th» 

and  gaUant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  "°B;/**'2?*li?  'S?J2SSt  t"  '?S?*'    , 

South  East  Durham  personaUy  assault  .    J^?-  ,?\  ^-  KUBBBLL :   Mie  real 

the  Member  for  East  Oayan.  fact  is  that  the  area    of  duturbaiiafr 

♦Me.  SPEAKER :    WiU   the  hon.  ^    I'*!*"^    "     exceedingly    limited. 

Baronet  explain  ?  Everywhere  I  went  I  pereeiTed  en- 

SiB  H.  i^VELOOK-ALLAN :  With  i®?"®"     °i    *^®   impiwed     state    of 

the  greatest  pleasure.    I  recognized  by  tl"?g8;  ^  Boycotting  was  dunmisbmg, 

chance  the  hon.  Member  who  is  now  and  all  the  scenes  at  the  arrest  and  tiufc 

sitting  next  me  as  the  hon.  Member  who  <>' oertam  arsons  wero  partof  a  cazefbllT 

made  that  irregular  interruption  in  the  Prepared  drama.     The  meranoea   of 

Gallery  just  now.  I  had  not  the  slightest  ^J?"*  ™"»*'  ^^f^  J»  *«7  when  on*^ 

intention  of  bringing  myself  into  per-  °t  «»t,°^°;J,J2'?'°™®°*  put  forward  waa 

sonal  coUision  with  the  hon.  Gentleman ;  **»**  5*'.-  ^^?*^  J"  "?^*  *?  ?*^ 

that  is  a  thing  I  should  most  studiously  "f^"^*  ""*•*?.  °^  °™*  "•«"• .  \  ™*" 

aToid ;  but  I  happened  by  accident  when  ^«  "P®***^  dehwed  by  ttie  right  hmu 

passing  him  to  come  into  contact  with  ^entfeman  the  Member  for  Wart  Bnw 

him,  and  I  regret  having  done  so.  mmgham,  and  I  believed  everjrthing: 

Mb.    O'HANLON:    The   hon.  and  that  the nght hon. Gentleman sOTaabout 

gallant  Gentleman— as  1  suppose  I  am  *''•  land  question.  \A  ist^yA.!   It  la  T«nr 

bound  to  caU   him— comes   over  and  •"?.  *o  ^»°f '^»  "°  *?'»'>*•  "**,.  ^  ''^  " 

throws  Umself  on  me,  and  then  he  oflfers  J«alif]png  for  an  Insh  Parhamant  t* 

this  as  an  apology.     It  is  not  one,  and  Si?"^"^*  ™°?   "»**>   f^v^***^"*??* 

if  he  does  not  apologize,  I  wiU  not  give  The  Land  Question  was  attiierootof  «hi«- 

him  much  time.  whole  Insh  busmesa,  and  if  we  oww 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER:   I  hope  the  hon.  amoved   it  from   the  troubled  areo» 

and  gaUant  Gentleman  wiU  apologize  to  ^  "™»  poUtios,  we  ahaU  remove  tiw 

the  hon.  Member.    I  must  say  I  did  <"»*    question    which   prevents   ewv- 

observe  what  apparently  was  the  hon.  q'^f  *»<«,  &«»  ^9  fairly  ap^KMalMd 

and  gallant  Gentleman's  throwing  him-  ^^  settled.   I  shaU  vote  agamat  tiie- 

aelf  on  the  hon.  Member.    It  is  most  Amendment,  beoausenoattempthaa  been, 

improper,  and  the    hon.  and  gallant  ?*°®  *°  f"^®  *™  °"*  part  of  it,  and 

Gentleman  must  apologize.  because  the  second  part  had  not  bean. 

Sib  H.  HAVELOCK-ALLAN  :  1£  I  to"oted. 

have  in  the  slightest  degree^—  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  t 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  I  did  observe  what  The  House  will  be  very  glad  to  see  tliat 

passed.     Nothing  could  be  more  im-  the  health  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 

proper.    The  best  course  for  the  hon.  beensocompletely  restored  by  his  reoant 

and  gallant  Gentleman  to  take  ia   to  excursion  to  Ireland,  at  the  ezpanaa  of 

apologize.  the  Ttnui. 
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♦Mb.  T.  W.  EU88ELL:  These  ex- 
cursions were  not  undertaken  at  the 
expense  of  the  TVhim  f 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  At  the  expense 
of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotio  Union. 
♦Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  Nor  at  the 
expense    of   the    Loyal    and  Patriotic 
Union  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  must  beg  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  turn  this 
House    into    a    Ooger's-hall.     We  are 
all     glad     that     the    hon.    Member's 
health  has  been  so  much  restored  as  to 
enable  him  to  deliver  himself  with  so 
much  energy.     But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
labours  under  great  disabilities,  for  all 
the  cases  which  he  has  trotted  out  to 
harrow  the  feelings  of  the  House  are  the 
cases    which  have  already  been  dealt 
with  at  the  TiiMs  Oommission ;  and  as 
the  hon.  Member  trotted  them  out  one 
by  one,  I  noticed  a  sickly  smile  steal 
over  the  face  of  the  Attorney  General. 
I  am  surprised  that  the  hon.   Member 
could  not  even  wait  for  the  Report  of 
the  Judges ;   but  as  the  Report  of  the 
Judges  must  in  this  case  be  that  it  was 
a  case,  and  the  case  of  fraud  be  of  a 
certain  character,  I  can  understand  the 
natural  anxiety  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
be  a  little  in  advance  of  the  Report.     I 
will  now  ask  the  House  to  judge  of  the 
character  of  the  statements  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman.     It  was  stated  by  him 
that  evicted  farms  on  the   Coolgreany 
estates  had  been  taken,  that  the  tenants 
had  cattle,  and  that  he  had  seen  their 
leases.   But  the  men  who  were  supposed 
to  be  tenants  were  notorious  emergency 
men  who  killed  Kinsella,  and  who  had 
never  received  a  day's  punishment  for 
the  murder.    These  were  the   men  who 
were  installed  on  the  estate,  and  assisted 
by  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Union.  This 
is  the  contemptible  kind  of  stuff  which 
the  House  is  asked  to  swallow.     I  am 
surprised  the  hon.  Gentleman  manages 
to  work  himself  up  into  such  a  passion ; 
why,  he  is  not  even  an  Irishman.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  he  found  the 
Plan  of  Campaign  everywhere  to  be  a 
deadly  and  blighting  curse.     But   why 
did  he  write  to  the  2\mes  to  suggest  that 
the  head  rack-renter,  Lord  Clanricarde, 
should    be  compulsorily   expropriated? 
That  was  the  first,  as  it  was  the  chief, 
estate    on    which    the   Plan    of  Cam- 
paign    was      started,      yet,      regard- 
less   of    that  fact,    ^e    hon.  Member 
went  down  to  Portumna  and  Loughrea 


and  passed    over  the  estate  with  the 
police  agent,  and  his  suggestion  is  that, 
because  the  Marchioness  of  Olanricarde 
was  not  suitably  buried,  Lord  Olanri- 
carde's  estate  should  be   expropriated. 
The  hon.    Gentleman  also  visited  the 
Delmege  estate.    What  did  he  say  to 
the  tenants  there  ?    Did  he  not  say  to 
the  tenants   on  that  estate  that    they 
need  not  be  a  bit  afraid,  and   that  they 
were  terribly  rack-rented  ?*  [Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell  indicated  that   that  was  so."] 
And,  according  tofthe  information  which 
he  had  from  two  of  the  tenants,  the  hon. 
Member  told  them  that  they  need  not 
fear  eviction,  as  he 'would  take  care  that 
neither  soldiers  nor  police  were  granted 
for  such  a  purpose,     I  am  astonished 
that    the    hon.     Gentleman,    being  a 
Scotchman,    should    get  up    steam   so 
rapidly,  and  work  himself  into  a  passion 
on  behalf  of  a  country  with  which  he 
has  nothing  to  do,  except  that  he  owns 
an  hotel  in  it.     He  has  stated  that  the 
Freeman^  Journal^  which  he  says  is  the 
most  libellous  paper  in  existence,  inter- 
polated the    roars  of   laughter    in    its 
report  of  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  which  was  delivered  at 
the  banquet  in    Dublin;    and    he    re- 
marked that  that  paper  had  had  more 
actions  against  it  than  any  other  paper 
in  the  kingdom.    I    thought  that  the 
Times  enjoyed  that  forensic  distinction. 
But    why    are    libel    actions    brought 
against  the  FreemarCs  Journal  ?    Every 
one  of  them  is  brought  by  a  Resident 
Magistrate,  and  the    venue  is    always 
laid   in     Belfast,    although    the    hon. 
Gentleman  has  talked  about  the  purity  of 
the  jurors  of  the  City  of  Dublin ;    and 
when  the  Freeman^  Journal  applied  to 
have  the  venue  changed,  they  went  out 
of  the  frying-pan  into  Lord  Ashbourne, 
and  that  distinguished  Member  of  the 
Cabinet,  who  sat  in  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
promptly  disallowed  the  appeal.     These 
libel  actions  are  brought  for  reports  and 
public  meetings  printed  in  that  Journal, 
and  you  lay  the  venue  in  Belfast  in  order 
to  get  damages.     Now,  as  to  the  charge 
that  the  Freeman^  Journal  has  inter- 
polated *'  laughter  "  in  the  report  of  the 
speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary  at  the 
banquet  in  Dublin,  I  have  got  a  copy 
of  the  pamphlet  issued,  and  I  have  also 
a  copy  of  the  Times  which  contained  a 
report  of  the  speech.     It  is  said  that 
the  Gh>vemment  have  on  their  side  all 
the    wealth,   education,    culture,     and 
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courage  of  Ireland,  and  that  their 
supporters  ore  only  anxioiiB  to  lead 
thousands  of  stalwart  men  against  the 
NationalistB.  But  what  is  the  case  ? 
These  men  of  wealth,  and  education, 
and  culture,  and  courage  dared  not 
hare  it  known  that  thsj  were  at 
tha  banquet  to  the  Chief  Secretary. 
No  ;  you  won't  meet  ua  in  the  open.    The 

Timii  report  is  identical  with  that  in 
every  newspaper.  I  ask  this  House, 
which  is  a  fair  assembly,  to  judge  be- 
tween my  statement  and  that  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke.     The 

Chief  Secretary  said.^ 

"  I  deiiie  not  to  descend  into  the  squalid  de- 
tails of  the  coutroversy  which  are  forced  on  the 

Irish  SucTetary  only  too  often  by  the  tactics  of 

thoac  with  whom  he  has  to  deal  [laughter  and 

cheurs].  The  last  thing  I  deaire  t»  do  is  to 
add  any  to  the  very  many  words  I  have  had  to 

say  with    regard  to    Mr,  William     O'Brien 

[laoghter]." 

"  Laughter  "  you  see  at  the  mere  men- 
tion of  the  name  of  Mr,  O'Brien — it  was 
eo  funny.  Why,  the  guests  bubbled 
up  with  laughter  like  champagne 
bubbles  rise  in  a  bottle  juit  opened. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

"  The  last  thing  I  desired  to  do  was  to  add 
another  word  to  the  many  words  I  have  had  to 
■ay  with  r«gard  to  Mr.  O'Brien  [laughter]  and 
Mr.  O'Brien's  prison  treatment.' 

and  then  there  was  renewed  laughter. 
"  I  take  little  interest  in  these  hia^ionic 
performances,"  and  then  there  was  more 
laughter;  they  would  not  give  him 
obance  to  go  on.  ''  I  take  even  lees 
interest  in  them  on  the  second  repre. 
aentation  [laughter]."     Then  he  said— 

"lougbt,  perhaps,  to  say  a  word,snd  laaaure 
you  it  shall  bo  a  great  ward,  on  the  commoni- 
cation  I  had  the  honour  of  receiyiDgat  about  a 
quarter  to  one  last  night  —[prolong^  laughter] 
— a  IclegrBni  from  the  Lord  Slayor  of  Dublin — 

tTenewed  laughter] — which  I  allude  to  now, 
ecause  I  take  it  it  represents  the  national  case 
with  regard  to  Mr.  O'Brien's  treatment  in 
prison,  and  in  this  document,  the  original  ol 
which  I  have  got  in  my  hand,  I  read— I  won't 
read  it  all—'  Illegal  and  brnUl  violence 
[lauRhter]-that  is  not  it  [laughter] -unex- 
ampled indignation  [laughter]- system  of  at- 
tacking and  breaking  down  your  poliiical  adver- 
sary by  torture.  [Laughter.]  No,  that  Jfl  not 
it  \  here  it  is,  Air,  O'  Brien  has  now  been  naked 
in  bia  cell  for  thirty-six  hours.  [lioara  of 
laughter.]"' 

What  are  you  to  think  of  a  man  who 
will  make  these  utterly  reckless  and  un- 
sifted statements?  The  Chief  Secretary 
has  also  said  that  my  Friend  O'Brien 
Mr.  7.  M.  malj/ 


obj  ected  to  travel  second  class.  The  only 
objection  Mr.  O'Brien  took  wa»  tliia — 

I  will  insist  upon  being  treated  in  lielud 
as  I  have  been  treated  in  England.  I  will  net 
allow  you  to]  act  the  hypocrite  in  England  by- 
taking  me  first  class,  and  then,  when  yon  get  me 
to  Ireliuid,  trying  to  huddle  me  in  a  seoond  at 
third-class  carriage.  1  will  insist  upon  oqnal 
treatment  in  the  two  countries." 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  statement  that 
Mr.  O'Brien  objected  to  the  prison 
olothee.  I  wonder  Dr.  O'Farrell'a  re- 
port, which  was  published  this  morning, 
did  not  contcun  Mr.  O'Briea's  statem«nt 
to  me  about  prison  clothea!  Will  it 
surprise  the  House  that  Ur.  O'Brien 
does  not  object  in  the  least  to  priwm 
clothes?  I  will  read  Mr.  O'Brieu'a 
statement  on  the  ^int,  and  tbua  show 
that  the  stories  flying  about  amonnt  to 
an  abominable  hypocrisy  got  up  to  pre- 
tend  that  this  man  desires  bettor  traat- 
ment  because  he  is  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment,    Mr,  O'Brien  says  : — 

"He  (Di.  O'Farrell)  asked  had  I  any  ocoa- 
plaint  ot  the  way  in  which  the  other  officials  had 
carried  out  their  orden  V  I  told  him  that  it  waa 
not  the  officials  I  complained  of,  but  th«r 
orders.  I  said, '  Of  coarse,  they  used  very  mn- 
siderable  force  and  violence,  and  cauaad  me  v«iy 
cruel  suffering,  but  ladmittbat  they  did  not  DM 
more  force  than  was  necessary,  booansa  X 
reusted  with  all  my  strength,  and  it  waa  im- 
douhtedly  necessary  for  them  to  use  vary  ooo.' 
siderable  force  if  they  were  to  succeed  in  over- 
powering me.  They  did  overpower  me  ;  but  X 
do  not  charge  that  they  did  so  with  any  wilfol 
brutality  or  iU-temper.'  Dr.  O'Farrell  thn 
asked  me  whether  I  objected  to  his  "•'"— '"'"ff 
me,  and  I  said,  '  Not  in  tha  least ;  neither  to 
you  nor  to  anyone  else.'  At  the  •ametim*,! 
told  him  distinctly  that  I  was  fighting  tikis 
matter,  not  as  a  sick  man,  but  aa  k  political 
prisoner.  I  said,  '  I  will  contend  for  nothing 
thattbe  poorest  or  tbe  commoneat  man  connoted 
□nder  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  (Jlauaa  of  the 
Coercion  Act  is  not  equally  entitled  to.  With 
me  it  is  net  in  the  least  a  question  of  food  or 
even  of  treatment,  but  of  claasiflcation.  I  tcid 
the  officials  Wore  in  Tnllamore — and  I  am  q^ts 
as  willing  now,  as  then,  to  carry  out  the  propo- 
sition— that  this  whole  struggla  might  ba 
obviated  by  the  simple  expedient  of  maiang  all 
prisoners  convicted  under  the  tiummary  Jails- 
diction  Clause  of  this  Act  a  sepaiste  'clav-' 
Whatever  tbeir  treatmeut  might  be,  if  this  wen 
done,  I,  for  onr,  would  not  have  the  ilighlJlit 
objection  to  wear  whatever  prison  aoif  orm  wonll 
be  set  apart  for  that '  class,'  or  to  perform  any 
menial  offices  whatever  that  would  be  impoeed 
on  my  comrades.  Those  who  think  us  oriaunala 
could  think  so  still,  aud  wonld  have  the  mt>>- 
fsetion  of  punishing  us  as  much  as  any 
ordinary  criminals  could  be  punished,  while  we 
would  have  it  established  that  it  wasonderthil 
Act,  and  under  this  Act  alone,  that  we  wHe 
^1  iminals ;  but  the  object  of  oar  present  tiwt 
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ment  clearly  is  to  attempt  to  degrade  and  cun- 
fonnd  at  with  criminals. 

[An  hon.  Member  :  What  is  the  paper 
you  are  quoting  from?]  This  state- 
ment was  made  to  me  by  Mr.  O'Brien 
on  the  day  Mr.  O'Brien  was  oonyicted 
in  Tralee.  The  statement  was  made  12 
months  ago  to  the  prison  officials  of 
Tullamore  that  he  was  fighting  not  for 
food  or  clothes,  but  that  he  ^ould  be 
put  into  a  separate  class,  and  should 
not  be  compelled  to  associate  with  the 
burglar,  the  thief,  and  the  forger.  You 
can  print  the  broad  arrow  two  feet  long 
on  his  back  if  you  like ;  Mr.  O'Brien 
will  not  mind.  Now,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary has  often  been  convicted,  especially 
in  relation  to  matters  arising  under  this 
Act,  of  mis-statement,  misrepresentation, 
and  I  will  say  falsification  of  fact,  as 
clearly  as  any  man  has  ever  been  found 
guilty  by  a  jury.  I  would  convict 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now,  and 
here,  of  as  deliberate  an  attempt 
to   pervert    the    truth    in    relation    to 

this    matter [Cnw  of   "Oh!"   and 

"  Order !  "]  I  do  not  wish  to  put  my 
words  offensively,  but  I  will  convict  him 
of  as  great  a  mis-statement  as  any  man 
was  ever  guilty  of.  The  Chief  Secretary 
stated  in  his  letter  to  Mr.  Armitage  that 
any  Government  which  allowed  Mr. 
O'Brien's  spe^h  to  go  unpunished 
might  make  itself  accessory  to  assasina- 
tion.  Why,  then,  did  the  Government 
allow  four  months  to  elapse  before  pro- 
secuting the  speech  ?  Feeling  the  pres- 
sure of  that  point,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  put  up  the  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  yesterday  to  make  a  state- 
ment— Pigotted  him,  ia  fact,  and  he 
Pigotted  the  House.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  said  the  reason  of 
that  was  because  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  gave  a  promise  that  until  the 
Irish  Estimates  were  disposed  of  there 
should  be  no  pursuance  of  any  prosecu- 
tion of  Irish  Members.  That  was  the 
excuse.  Will  the  House  believe  that 
this  speech  was  made  on  the  30th  of  Sep- 
tember? Two  months  afterwards,  on 
the  23rd  of  ISovember,  the  First  Lord's 
promise  was  made.  I  call  that  Pigottry. 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
deliberately  accused  me  of  wilful  false- 
hood, because  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me,  in  discussing  this  inci- 
dent, said  one  of  the  reasons  was  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  not 


given  the  pledge  in  question  till  the 
23rd  of  November,  and  the  speech  was 
delivered  on  the  30th  of  September.  Of 
course,  I  should  be  out  of  order  in  deal- 
ing with  the  whole  of  this  question, 
which  I  am  perfectly  prepared  to  deal 
with — which  1  only  admitted  to  deal 
with — through  inadvertence,  an  in- 
advertence which  the  House  will  excuse 
when  they  recollect  that  I  spoke  for 
two  hours.  What  I  ask  is  whether  it  ia 
in  order  to  accuse  me  of  deliberate 
falsehood  because  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me  did  not  give  as  full  and 
effective  an  explanation  of  the  facts  as 
seemed  consistent  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ? 

♦Mb.  SPEAKEE:  Any  accusation  of 
deliberate  falsehood  is  quite  un-Parlia- 
mentary. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Quite  so.  Mr. 
Speaker ;  certainly.  I  did  not  use  the 
words  deliberate  falsehood. 

♦Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
did  make  use  of  an  expression  which  I 
trust  will  not  become  common  in  this 
House.  It  implied  the  statement  I  have 
made. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  In  deaHng  with 
a  matter  like  this,  it  is  very  difficult,  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment,  to  capture  the 
most  suitable  expression  to  characterize 
the  Minister's  statement.  Therefore,  I 
will  content  myself  by  the  baldest  re- 
cital of  the  circumstances.  The  Chief 
Secretary  writes  to  Mr.  Armitage  that  the 
speech  delivered  on  the  30th  of  Septem- 
ber, if  unprosecuted,  would  involve  the 
Government  in  being  accessory  to  a.ssas- 
sination.  The  point  taken  thereon  is — 
'*Why  did  you  not  prosecute  for  four 
months  ?  "  Reply — *  *  Because  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  promised  there 
should  be  no  prosecutions  pending  the 
Estimates."  Rebuttal— **  Turn  to  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury's  statement, 
and  you  will  find  the  date  of  the 
promise  was  23rd  November,  two  months 
afterwards,  and  Parliament  was  not  sit- 
ting at  the  time  the  speech  was  made." 
The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  :  I  ought  to 
call  to  the  recollection  of  the  House 
exactly  what  I  did  state.  I  only  accounted 
for  the  difference  of  time  between  the 
date  of  the  First  Lord's  pledge  and  the 
conclusion  of  the  session,  and  I  said 
that  if  that  period  of  time  were 
deducted,  that  niade  the  delay  veiy 
much  less  than  what  was  mentionea. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  have  sent  out 
"I or  a  record,  the  acouraoy  of  which  will 
^hardly  be  disputed  by  the  Colleagues  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — namely,  the 
Times.  In  the  meantime,  assuming  the 
validity  of  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman — who  had  a 
very  difficult  position  in  having  to  make 
oip  for  the  blunders  of  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary for  Irelanc^— the  point  I  have  put 
ibrward  remains.  While  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  was,  I  hope,  vir- 
tuously disporting  himself  at  Cannes  or 
Monaco,  this  Speech  remained  unprose- 
cuted  by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  have  now  been  furnished  with  the 
words  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
as  reported  in  the  TimeSy  and  they  are 
as  follows : — 

'<  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
asked  how  it  was  that  Mr.  O'Brien  was  not 
prosecuted  until  January  for  the  speech  he  had 
made  in  September.  Well,  the  simple  answer 
was  that  a  pledge  had  been  given  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House,  that  Members  of  Parliament 
should  not  be  proceeded  against  until  the 
Estimates  were  finally  disposed  of,  which  did 
not  happen  till  Christmas  Eve,  and  then  the 
intervention  of  Chnstmas  carried  the  proceedings 
over  till  January." 

What  is  more,  that  pledge  only  applied 
to  Members  against  whom  warrants  or 
summonses  were  then  issued,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Sexton)  simply  asked,  after 
the  Jeremiah  Sullivan  incident,  that 
there  should  be  no  further  prosecutions 
until  the  Irish  Estimates  wero  disposed 
of.  The  Government  had  the  entire 
month  of  October  in  which  to  proceed 
against  the  Irish  Members.  Parliament 
4id  not  meet  until  about  the  middle  of 
November,  and  during  all  that  time 
this  virtuous  Unionist  Government  was 
making  itself  ''accessory  to  assassina- 
tion." That  is  not  all,  for — will  the 
House  believe  it  ? — Mr  .O'Brien  was  not 
prosecuted  for  the  speech  in  question 
until  two  other  summonses  for  different 
matters  in  Kerry  had  been  determined 
upon.  I  will  supply  the  House  with 
another  extraordinary  fact  —  namely, 
that  there  was  no  thought  of  prosecuting 
Mr.  O'Brien  so  long  as  the  late  Governor 
of  Glonmel — a  respectable  old  Catholic 
gentleman,  who  was  believed  to  be  more 
or  less  in  sympathy  with  the  Nationalists 
— remained  alive.  He  was  unhappily 
drowned  about  the  beginning  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  and  until  the  Government 
brought  down  from  Downpatrick  an  in- 


strument on  whom  they  could  rely  for 
inflicting  this  torture  upon  Mr.  O'Brien, 
they  never  dreamt  of  oommencing  pro- 
ceedings against  Mr.  O'Brien.  I  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  whether  that  state- 
ment is  true  ?  

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me,  I  will  reply  on  the 
spot.  It  is  wholly  untrue — ^it  is  wholly 
incorrect.  The  speech  was  made  on  the 
30th  of  September.  In  due  coarse  it 
came  to  me  early  in  October,  and  I 
stated  it  was  my  opinion  that  the 
language  ought  to  be  prosecuted.  The 
Attorney  General  thought  a  prosecatioD 
would  lie,  but  desired  evidence  of  a 
recrudescence  of  the  conspiracy.  As 
soon  as  he  heard  of  it,  he  said  that  such 
language  ought  not  to  go  unpunished. 
I  never  knew  until  a  week  ago  that  the 
Governor  of  Olonmel  Gaol  had  been 
replaced. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Observe  the  pre- 
sent statement  the  right  hon.  GentLemaa 
makes.  I  will  not  imitate  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  saying  that  the 
statement  is  wholly  untrue.  [Mr.  A 
J.  Balfoxtb  :  I  apologize.]  The  state- 
ment now  is  that  in  the  month  of 
October  the  opinion  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary that  the  speech  ought  to  be 
prosecuted  went  to  the  Attorney  Gtenertl 
for  Ireland.  The  Attorney  Gbnenl, 
who  is  not  a  sleepy  man,  allowed  the 
matter  to  lie  for  four  months.  Now, 
what  is  the  evidence  of  a  recradeaoeneo 
of  the  conspiracy?  The  principal 
witness  was  one  W.  T.  Hanly,  one  of 
the  Times^  witnesses,  who  had  in  wj 
presence  sworn  that  he  had  not  bafls 
subpoenaed  by  the  TimeSf  but  whom, 
two  days  afterwards,  the  Attorney 
General  had  to  interrupt  Mr.  Baning^ 
ton's  evidence  to  call,  because  be  had 
been  subpoenaed  for  a  long  timt|  and 
was  waiting  to  give  his  cii^enee. 
William  P.  Hanly,  of  Thurles,  land 
agent,  deposed,  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
O'Brien— 

**  I  was  acting  in  1887  and  1888  as  agent  lor 
Mr.  Cormack,  over  the  lands  of  iJift^H!^ 
County  Tipperary.  I  am  the  pemon  reietni 
to  in  Mr.  O'Brien's  speech  given  in  evidence  to- 
day. I  see  the  Civil  Bill  Decree  prodaoed.  It 
is  Mr.  Wall's  signature  to  it,  and  the  hand- 
writing of  Mr.  Boyd,  Clerk  of  the  Peace.  Ths 
Sub-Sheriff  wrote  the  name  of  Andrew GMm 
iu  my  presence.  Captain  Andrew  Garden  wai 
High  Sheriff,  and  Mr.  Gerald  Fitsgerald  Sab- 
Sheriff,  that  year.  That  is  Mr.  Fit«g«nld'i 
hand- writing  to  that  decree.  I  reoeiv«d  pos- 
session under  the   Sheriff*s   warrant  on  St 
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decree.  I  have  still  the  lands  mentioned  in 
that  decree  in  my  hands.  I  got  possession 
under  the  four  other  ejectment  decrees  handed 
in.  All  those  are  for  the  lands  of  Modeshill, 
and  are  signed  by  the  County  Court  Judge  and 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and  the  warrants  are 
signed  by  the  Sheriflf  of  the  County  Tipperary. 
The  decrees  are  at  the  suit  of  Michael  I). 
Cormack  v.  Michael  Power,  Michael  D.  Cor- 
mack  V.  Patrick  Funcheon,  Michael  D.  Cormack 
V.  Martin  Drennan,  Michael  D.  Cormack  t*. 
Patrick  Puncheon  and  Bridget  Eeefife.*' 

That  was  the  entire  evidence  given  on 
behalf  of  the  Grown.  That  is  the  evi- 
dence of  the  recrudescence  of  the  con- 
spiracy. I  beg  the  House  to  listen  to 
this  man's  cross-  examination  to  see  how 
much  Mr.  O'Brien's  speech,  made  on 
the  3Cth  September,  had  to  do  with  the 
prosecution : — 

"  Cross-examined  by  Mr.  Healy — When  were 
the  lands  evicted  P  In  May,  1888.  Did  you 
make  any  effort  to  tenant  the  lands  ?  I  have 
made  no  effort  to  get  them  tenanted  since.  It 
was  in  1884  there  was  a  feeling  against  land- 
grabbing,  and  it  increase  in  1889.  The  Land 
League  was  just  dying  out  until  the  recent  agi- 
tation about  two  or  three  months  ago. 

*'  Re-examined  by  Mr.  Ryan — I  attribute  the 
revival  of  the  Land  League  to  the  Thurles  Con- 
vention. Boycotting  was  revived.  The  Con- 
vention was  on  the  24th  October.  No  one 
would  take  the  evicted  farm  until  the  tenant 
settles.  A  great  number  of  them  I  could  not 
get  tenants  for,  and  that  continues  up  to  the 
present  in  Tipperary. 

'*To  the  Court— Modeshill  is  about  14  miles 
from  Carrick-on-Suir.  I  don't  know  where 
Bally neale  is.*' 

Such  is  the  evidence  upon  which  you 
have  sentenced  Mr.  O'Brien  to  four 
months'  imprisonment,  and  to  be  as- 
saulted in  the  abominable  way  he  has 
been  assaulted.  It  is  said  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  was  put  in  the  charge  of  officials 
Were  Protestant  officials  put  in  place  of 
Catholic  officials  ?  Were  Catholic 
warders  removed  from  the  prison  where 
Mr  O'Brien  was  to  be  taken,  and  were 
Protestant  warders  put  in  their  place  ? 
Above  all,  I  have  to  ask  with  regard  to 
this  man,  whom  your  own  doctors,  Dr. 
Barr  and  Dr.  Kidley,  said  was  a  delicate 
man,  and  as  to  whose  state  of  health  the 
Chief  Secretary  says  he  has  lots  of 
evidence,  whether  he  has  been  put  in 
charge  of  a  doctor  who  has  been  recently 
liberated  from  a  lunatic  asylum  ?  Is  Dr. 
Hewetson  a  liberated  lunatic  or  not? 
There  is  no  answer  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.  This  accounts  for  your  waiting 
four  months.  So  long  as  the  old 
Governor  of  the  gaol  lived — a  quiet,  re- 
spectable, decent  man — no  attempt  was 


made  against  Mr.  O'Brien  in  Glonmel 
gaol,  but  then  you  bring  a  warder  from 
Downpatrick  and  make  a  pTiii'>n  doctor 
of  a  liberated  lunatic,  who  ooasted  he 
would  soon  put  Mr.  O'Brien  into  prison 
clothes.  Would  it  not  be  desirable  that, 
for  your  own  self-protection,  you  should 
take  some  measures  of  precaution  to  pre- 
vent these  terrible  accusations  being 
made  against  you  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  says  we  made  desperate 
charges  against  Irish  officials  in  Dublin. 
Yes ;  and,  what  is  still  more  melancholy, 
we  proved  every  one  of  them.  Where 
are  the  men  we  attacked  in  '83  ?  Where 
is  Cornwall,  the  Secretary  of  the 
General  Post  Office  ?  A  hunted  felon ! 
Where  is  Detective  Director  French  ? 
A  hunted  felon !  Where  are  all  the 
rest  of  the  gang,  some  of  whom 
have  been  playfellows  of  Lords 
Lieutenants  in  the  past?  Perhaps 
if  Mr.  Bichard  Pigott  could  be  produced 
we  might  get  some  further  evidence  as 
to  his  trade  in  obscene  literature.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Photographs.]  We 
proved  all  the  charges  we  made  m  1B83. 
Not  a  single  official  we  attacked  in 
connection  with  these  desperate  crimes 
but  has  been  hunted  out  of  the  country 
like  unclean  things  as  they  were.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  gets  up 
and,  tearing  a  passion  to  tatters,  declares 
we  have  been  attacking  white- robed 
angels,  when  you  know  you  did  not 
dare  to  allow  Cornwall  or  any  one  of 
them  their  pensions.  There  are  men 
whom  we  have  met  before  the  Commis- 
sion against  whom  we  have  said  no  word 
in  relation  to  this  very  matter;  but  if  we 
should,  you  will  see  whether  two  years 
hence  a  Government  will  get  up  and  say 
we  made  the  accusations  with  absolutely 
no  foundation.  I  tell  the  Government 
this  thing  is  not  through  yet,  and 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  talks  to  us  about  making  false 
accusations,  I  think  the  less  said 
on  the  subject  of  false  accusations 
by  a  paid  pamphleteer  of  the  Times 
the  better  so  long  as  an  unsavoury 
odour  lingers  around  the  employia 
of  that  respectable  journal.  Now,  I  take 
up  another  matter  to  test  the  accuracy 
of  the  Chief  Secretary's  statements  in 
his  letter  to  Mr.  Armitage,  I  assert  it  as 
a  positive  fact  that  he  is  unable  to  prove 
a  single  statement  he  made  therein. 
He  says  that  it  is  not  true  that  five 
warders  attacked  Mr.  O'Brien^  and  in 
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O'Brien's  account.  The  doctor  placed  a  stetho- 
Bcope  to  his  heart,  felt  his  pulse,  placed  another 
instrument  to  his  breast,  and  struck  him  lightly 
on  the  stomach.  Mr.  O'Brien  told  the  doctor 
he  was  at  perfect  liberty  to  examine  him,  but  he 
declined  to  answer  questions  because  of  the  per- 
versions of  his  answers  on  a  previous  occasion 
when  the  Chief  Secretary  stated  the  hon.Member 
had  sheltered  himself  under  plea  of  a  weak 
heart.  What  are  we  to  think  of  the  statement 
of  an  official  who  says  Mr.  O'Brien  threw  every 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  medical  examination  f 
There  is  not  a  shred  or  tittle  of  truth  in  the 
statement.  When  caught  out  in  this  statement, 
when  gibbetted  at  the  cross  roads  of  public 
opinion,  he  comes  with  his  letter  to  the  TtmeSf 
Baying  this  statement  was  excessive.  I  do  not 
think  it  was  excessive,  it  was  Balfouresque. 
*It  would  be  more  correct  to  say,'  said  the 
Chief  Secretary,  *  that  Mr.  O'Brien  threw 
very  serious  obstacles  in  the  way  of  medical 
examination.'  " 

This  is  equally  unfounded.  He  threw 
no  obstacle  in  the  way ;  he  simply  de- 
clined to  answer  any  question  as  to  his 
previous  history,  because  the  Chief 
Secretary,  when  he  was  imprisoned  in 
Tullamore,  made  the  most  atrocious 
misuse  of  statements  made,  declaring 
that  Mr.  O'Brien  sheltered  himself  be- 
hind the  plea  of  a  weak  heart.  This  is 
the  Gentleman  who  has  charge  of  five 
milb'ons  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  who 
has  the  liberties  of  every  man  in  Ireland 
at  his  disposal.  This  magnanimous 
Gentleman,  who  has  the  fate  of  Irish 
Members  in  his  hands,  gets  up  and 
makes  a  statement  that  is  absolutely 
unfounded,  and  when  it  is  shattered  and 
riven,  withdraws  it  with  about  as  much 
grace  as  the  Attorney  General  with- 
draws the  forged  letters  from  before  the 
Boyal  Commission. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

MOTIONS. 


UNIVERSITIES   (SCOTLAND). 

On  Motion  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  for 
the  better  administration  and  endowment  of 
the  Universities  of  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  the  Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Solicitor-General 
for  Scotland,  and  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell. 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


AOBICULTUBAL    TENANTS*    IMPB0VEMENT8. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Seale-Hayne,  Bill  to 
compensate  Agricultural  Tenants  for  Improve- 
ments, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Seale- 
Hayne,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Sir  Bern- 
hard  Samuelson,  and  Mr.  Halley  Stewart. 

LEGAL  PBOGEEDINOS  (REPOBTS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lockwood,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  as  to  Reports  of  Proceedings  in  Courts 
of  Law,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lock- 
wood,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  and  Mr.  Habbard. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  21.] 

JUBOBS'  DETENTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lockwood,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Detention  of  Juries  on 
the  trial  of  Felonies,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Lockwood,  Mr.  Finlay,  Mr.  Robeii 
Reid,  Mr.  Asquith,  and  Mr.  Howard  Yincent. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  22,] 

L^ND  LAW  (iBELAND)  ACTS  AKENDXEHT 
(no.  2)  BILL. 
On  Motion   of  Mr.  Chance,  Bill    to   amend 
the  Land  Law   (Ireland)  Acts,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
and  Mr.  Maurice  Healy. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.    [Bill  23.1 

FBIENDLY    SOOIETIES'   ACT.    1875. 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into,  and  report  upoii,  the 
operation  of  section  30  of  *'The  JFriendly 
Societies'  Act,  1875,"  as  amended  by  subae* 
quent  Acts,  and  into  the  organisation  or  general 
condition  of  Societies  and  Companies  to  whioh 
the  said  section  applies,  and  to  auggeot  wluift 
amendment  of  the  Law  (if  any)  is  required  to 
ensure  the  better  management  of  auoh  Sodetiea 
and  Companies,  and  the  more  complete  pioteo- 
tion  of  the  interests  of  their  memTOts. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  oonaiat  of 
Twenty-one  Menibers:— The  Oonumttee  was 
accordmgly  nominated  of,  —  Mr.  Tlkomas 
Fielden,  Lord  Francis  Henrey,  Mr.  HMnm^l 
Hoare,  Mr.  Howorth,  Mr.  Wootton  Tfaiifietm, 
Mr.  W.  F.  Lawrence,  Sir  Herb^  MazwelL  Ifr. 
Norton,  Mr.  Egerton  Hubbard,  "ULt.  aThL 
Brown,  Mr.  James  Caldwell,  Mr.  Bradlans^ 
Dr.  Clark,  Mr.  Fenwiok,  Sir  Henry  B08OO69  Mr. 
W.  B.  Rowlands,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Mr. 
F.  S.  Stevenson,  Mr.  James  Stuart,  Mr.  P.  J. 
Foley,  and  Mr.  Conway. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  qaonun,— (J&. 

AkerS'Doufflas), 

House  adjourned  at  Five  minutes  altar 
Twelve  o*clook. 
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SAT  FIRST  IN  PARLIAMENT. 

The  Marquess  of  Winchester,  after 
the  death  of  his  father. 

ARCHDBACONRT   OF  CORNWALL  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  law  as  to  the  Endow- 
ment of  the  Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall.  Pre- 
sented by  the  Lord  President  (for  the  Lord 
Steward) :  read  1*.    (No.  12.) 

SWEATING  SYSTEM. 
ADDITIONS  TO   SBLEOT  OOMMITTKS. 

The  Dake  of  Norfolk  and  Lord 
Basing  were  added  to  this  Select  Oom- 
mittee. 

THE  SALE  AND  USE  OF  REVOLVERS. 
QTJBSnON.      OBSXBYATIONS. 

♦The  Eabl  of  MILLTOWN,  in  ris- 
ing  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
whether  they  propose  to  take  measures 
to  restrain  the  indiscriminate  sale  of 
revolvers,  and  the  custom  of  carrying 
these  deadly  weapons,  which  now  ap- 
pears to  prevail,  said : — My  Lords,  the 
Question  of  which  I  have  ffiven  notice 
divides  itself  into  two  heads,  first  with 
regard  to  the  sale  of  revolvers,  and 
secondly  to  the  constant  and  growing 
custom  of  oanrying  these  deadly  weapons. 
As  regards  the  SnX  head,  I  believe  I 
am  perfectly  correct  in  saying  that 
there  are  no  reg^olations  whatever  in  ex- 
istence in  regard  to  the  sale  of  revolvers. 
They  may  be  and  are  sold  to  anybody 
or  everybody  who  desires  them.  Now, 
there  are  considerable  precautions 
taken — although  even  they  are  not 
stringent  enough — with  regard  to  the 

VOL.  OCOXXXni.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


sale  of  poisons,  and  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  homicide  by  misadven- 
ture 18  quite  as  likely  to  occur  from 
the  incautious  use  of  revolvers  and 
such  like  firearms,  as  it  is  from  drugs, 
and  intentional  homicide  is  still  more 
likely.  Whether  it  would  be  advisable 
to  enforce  in  the  case  of  the  sale  of  re- 
volvers all  the  regulations,  or  the  prin- 
cipal of  the  regulations,  which  now  exist 
with  regard  to  the  sale  of  poisons  I  really 
cannot  say.  One  which  I  have  chiefly  in 
my  mind  is  that  the  names  of  purchasers 
should  be  entered  in  a  book,  and  that 
the  articles  should  not  be  sold  to  any 
persons  not  known  or  recommended 
to  the  vendor.  But  there  is  one  pre- 
caution which  certainly  might  be  taken, 
and  which  I  think  ought  to  be  taken, 
and  that  is  that  the  sale  to  children 
should  be  absolutely  prohibited.  It  is 
quite  fearful  to  think  of  the  number  of 
these  deadly  weapons  which  can  be  and 
are  purchased  oy  boys  for  a  few 
shillings.  Since  I  put  this  notice  on  the 
Paper  I  have  received  the  following 
letter  from  a  gentleman  in  Manchester 
with  whom  1  am  xmacquainted.  He 
says — 

*<A  few  weeks  back  I  called  at  the  Post 
Office,  where  I  was  horrified  by  seeing  a  tele- 
graph boy  with  a  reyolyer  pointed  at  his 
temple,  explaining  some  point  to  aaother  tele- 
graph boy.  I  cannot  say  that  the  reyolver 
was  loaded  or  not,  but  I  do  know  that  these 
boys  in  Her  Majesty's  Serrice  are  in  the  habit 
of  carrying  these  dangerous  weapons.  The 
great  cause  of  aU  this  is  the  unseemly  showbills 
posted  on  our  pubHc  streets." 

I  cannot  help  saying  that  those  murder- 
ous incidents  which  are  now  illustrated 
everywhere  in  bold  characters  on  our 
dead  widls  seem  most  calculated  to  do 
enormous  injury  amongst  the  juvenile, 
and  even  amongst  the  adult  population. 
I  have  also  had  sent  to  me  an  advertise- 
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ment  which  appeared  in  a  newspaper, 
which  offers  six-ehamber  breech-loading 
revolvers,  warranted  to  kill  at  thirty 
yards,  at  6s.  8d.,  and  gives  a 
catalogue  of  other  firearms  which  are 
sold  at  a  still  smaller  price.  Now,  to 
come  to  the  second  point  of  the  ques- 
tion, the  practice  of  carrying  these 
weapons  through  the  streets  and  in 
public  places,  I  venture  to  suggest,  ought 
to  be  absolutely  prohibited.  It  is  a  detes- 
table American  practice,  which  may  be 
well  enough  suited  to  the  half -civilized 
towns  of  the  New  World,  but  it  is  wholly 
inappropriate  to  the  streets  of  London. 
Only  the  other  day  an  American  gentle- 
man in  a  state  of  intoxication  or  excite- 
ment ''emptied''  (to  use  their  own 
word)  a  revolver  in  a  crowded  thoroagh- 
fare  and  shot  one  man  dead  and  wounded 
another.  Two  or  three  days  ago  a  man 
armed  with  a  loaded  revolver  was 
riding  in  a  hansom  cab,  and  on  the 
cabman  looking  at  him  through  the 
trap  he  pointed  the  revolver  at  his  head. 
On  the  man  being  taken  before  the 
magistrates  the  utmost  fine  that  could  be 
inflicted  upon  him  was  408.  for  having  a 
loaded  firearm  in  his  possession  while 
drunk.  I  venture  to  think  that  is  wholly 
inadequate.  Not  long  ago  a  Times  witness 
discharged  five  or  six  shots  from  his 
revolver  at  one  of  his  companions,  with 
whom  he  had  had  a  little  difference, 
across  a  crowded  street — the  Strand — 
and  it  is  inexplicable  how  the  passers-by 
escaped.  Any  person  carrying  a  revolver 
is  supposed  to  have  a  10s.  licence,  but, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  great  majority 
of  people  have  not  these  licences,  and 
now  steps  are  taken  to  enforce  this  law. 
There  is  another  point  in  connection 
with  carrying  revolvers  to  which  I  would 
like  to  allude,  and  that  is  the  new  and 
growing  custom  of  the  criminal  classes 
carrying  and  using  revolvers  when  per- 
forming their  various  depredations.  We 
continually  find  that  where  an  attempt 
is  made  by  the  police  to  arrest  a  burglar, 
the  burglar,  to  avoid  capture,  unhesi- 
tatingly discharges  his  revolver,  and 
frequently  wounds,  and  sometimes  kills, 
his  pursuer.  On  this  point  I  hold  in 
my  hand  a  resolution  which  was  passed 
on  the  1 5th  of  February  by  the  Ghrand 
Jury  at  the  Norwich  Assizes — 

*'  Where  persons  convicted  of  burglary  are 
found  in  possession  of  fire-arms,  the  «fadge 
should  have  the  power  to  add  corporal  punish- 
ment to  the  sentence." 

The  Earl  of  Milltoum 


It  seems  to  me  a  strange  thing  that  if 
a  highway  robbery  is  committed  with  vio- 
lence— that  is,  if  the  robber  knocks  a 
man  down — he  can  be  sentenced  to  severe- 
corporal  punishment,  but  if  a  burglar  is 
armed  with  one  of  these  fearful  weapons,, 
he  has  no  more  punishment  than  if  he 
carried  an  ordinary  stick  in  his  hand. 
One  thing  is  very  certain :  unless  this 
habit  of  the  criminal  classes  oarrjing 
and  using  revolvers  is  put  down,  jou 
must  be  prepared  to  arm  the  police  with 
a  similar  weapon.  It  is  monstrouslj  un- 
fair to  send  forth  a  man,  no  matter 
how  brave  —  and  I  quite 
that  the  Metropolitan  Police 
amongst  the  bravest  men  in  the 
world — armed  with  a  short  stick 
to  attack  and  capture  a  desperate  ruffian 
armed  with  a  six-shooter.  It  is  neither 
fair  to  the  public  nor  to  the  police ;  it 
is  not  fair  to  the  police,  because  you  are 
asking  them  to  engage  in  what  may  be- 
a  deadly  struggle  on  wholly  unequal 
terms ;  it  is  not  fair  to  the  public, 
because  you  are  affording  a  ready  means 
for  desperate  criminals  to  escape  justiioe. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Question  of  which  I 
have  given  notice. 

Earl  BROWNLOW:  My  Lords,  a 
Question  similar  to  that  which  is  put  by 
the  noble  Lord  behind  me  (the  £ari  of' 
Milltown)  was  put,  in  another  place,  to 
the  Home  Secretary  a  few  days  ago,  and 
I  am  afraid  that  I  shall  be  able  to  do 
very  little  more  than  give  the  answer 
which  was  given  on  that  occasion  by  the 
Home  Secretary,  in  another  place.  That 
answer  was — 

*'  That  the  Government  had  for  lomo  time 
had  under  consideration  the  question  of  taking 
measures  to  restrain  the  sale  and  use  of  revol- 
yers.  He  (the  Home  Secretar^^)  was  not  yet  in 
a  position  to  say  whether  legislation  would  be 
proposed  to  Parliament  on  the  subject.*' 


I  should  state  that    the  points 
have  been  urged  by  the  noble  Lord  to-* 
night  have  been  under  the  oonsideia- 
tion    of    Her   Majesty's    Government. 
There  seems  some  difficulty  about  ap- 
plying the  Acts  relating  to  poisons  for 
this  reason.    The  person  who  orders  a 
revolver  may  have  a  perfect  right  to 
have  it,  but  that  revolver  may  be  passed 
on  to  other  persons  who  would  make* 
bad  use  of  it,   and  who  ought  not  to 
have  it.     With  regard  to  the  sale  of* 
revolvers  to  young  people,  I  think  that 
is  a  very  strong  point,  and  what  has 
been  said  by  my  noble  Friend  will 
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ceive  the  greatest  attention  at  the  hands 
of  Her  Majest^^'s  Gk>vemment.  As  to 
licensing,  the  noble  Lord  will  of  course 
be  aware  that  it  is  necessary  for  per- 
sons possessing  a  revolver  to  have  a 
gun  licence  which  costs  10s.,  and  the 
penalty  for  carrying  a  revolver,  or  pistol, 
or  gun,  without  a  licence  is  £10.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  if  there  were 
more  activity  shown  in  the  matter  of 
those  licences,  it  would  have  some  effect 
in  diminishing  the  evil  complained  of. 
I  can  only  say,  my  Lords,  that  the  whole 
matter,  which  is  one  of  importance, 
will  have  the  most  careful  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Lord  FITZGERALD :  My  Lords,  I 
am  sure  your  Lordships  generally  are 
agreed  in  viewing  this  matter  as  one  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  are  glad  to 
learn  that  it  will  receive  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  cannot 
be  questioned  that  some  legislation  is 
necessary,  and  I  think  the  principle 
upon  which  that  legislation  would  pro- 
ceed is  to  be  found  in  the  Explosives 
Act  of  1883.  By  Section  3  of  that  Act 
it  is  provided  that— 

'*  Any  person  who  has  in  his  possession  any 
explosive  substance  tending  to  endanger  life  or 
to  injure  property,  whether  the  explosion  does 
or  does  not  take  place,  and  whether  injury  is 
caused  or  not,  shall  be  guilty  of  felony  and 
punished  accordingly.'* 

Then  the  4th  section  is — 

'*  Any  person  who  has  in  his  possession  any 
explosive  substance  under  such  circumstances 
as  to  give  rise  to  a  reasonaltle  suspicion  that  he 
does  not  have  it  in  his  possession  for  a  lawful 
object  shall  also  be  guilty  of  felony,  unless  he 
can  show  that  he  has  it  for  a  lawful  purpose.'* 

I  do  not  suppose  that  in  reference  to 
the  possesaion  of  revolvers  the  same 
degree  of  severity  would  be  adopted, 
but  I  think  the  same  degree  of  stringency 
ought  to  be  applied,  and  when  persons 
are  found  in  possession  of  revolvers, 
either  in  the  course  of  committing  a 
criminal  act  or  under  such  circumstances 
as  to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
have  it,  not  for  a  lawful  purpose,  but  for 
some  unlawful  purpose,  a  heavy  punish- 
ment should  be  imposed.  Of  course, 
the  preparation  of  a  measure  of  this 
kind  is  a  matter  of  great  complication, 
and  requires  great  care.  It  is  a  subject 
of  such  magnitude  that  the  initiation  of 
any  legislation  upon  it  should  lie  with 
the  Government,  and  I  am  glad  to  learn 
from  the  answer  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite    (Earl    Brownlow)    that    the 


careful    attention    of    Her    Majesty's 
Government  will  be  g^ven  to  it. 

HACKNEY  CAB  REGULATIONS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

LoBD  DE  EOS,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  inconvenience  and 
danger  caused  by  hackney  cabs  plying 
for  hire  in  the  public  thoroughfares^ 
said : — My  Lords,  although  this  question 
deals  with  a  subject  which  has  not  the 
merit  of  novelty,  I  think  I  need 
offer  no  apology  to  your  Lordshipa 
for  bringing  the  matter  to  your  notice, 
because,  uidess  something  is  done,  the 
thoroughfares  of  London  will  be  rendered 
absolutely  impassable  through  the  num- 
ber of  crawling  cabs  in  the  streets.  In 
Bond  Street,  where,  as  your  Lordshipa 
know,  there  are  a  number  of  very  valu- 
able shops,  picture  galleries,  exhibitions, 
and  so  forth,  I  counted  the  other  day 
no  less  than  seven  hansom  cabs  follow- 
ing each  other  and  blocking  up  the  road 
so  that  no  carriage  could  pass  without 
the  greatest  inconvenience ;  and  even  in 
less  important  thoroughfares  the  evil  ia 
also  very  great.  Another  matter  which  I 
think  depends  entirely  on  the  public 
themselves  is  one  which,  I  am  afraid, 
will  not  be  very  well  received.  I  allude 
to  the  servants  standing  at  the  doors 
whistling  for  cabs.  Gabs  come  tearing 
in  from  all  points,  and  it  is  only  a  won- 
der that  there  is  not  a  collision.  It  is 
all  very  easy  to  find  all  these  faults, 
but  it  is  not  so  easy  to  suggest  reme- 
dies. I  would  venture,  however,  to 
shadow  forth  one  or  two  points  which,  I 
think,  might  possibly  tend  in  the  end  to 
mitigate  the  evils  of  which  I  complain. 
In  &e  first  place,  my  Lords,  I  think 
that  there  are  far  too  many  cabs,  and 
the  granting  of  licences  might  be  checked 
till  the  number  of  cabs  is  considerably 
reduced.  Another  point  is  that  there- 
should  be  more  cab-stands,  and  I  would 
suggest  that  after  a  cabman  has  set 
down  his  fare  he  should  then  proceed, 
under  a  penalty,  to  the  nearest  cabstand, 
and,  in  order  to  indicate  that  he  is  doing^ 
80,  I  think  that  some  sort  of  sign,  a 
little  flag  or  something,  might  be  hoisted 
on  his  cab.  In  the  next  place  I  may 
point  out  the  cruelty  to  whicn  the  horsea 
are  subjected.  In  the^l^ot  weather  some 
cab-horses  are  very  naxdlj  worked  in- 
deed ;  it  would  be  a  very  great  advan- 
tage to  them  to  have  a  rest  between 
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each  fare.  I  knov  that  there  are  rerr 
great  difficulties  in  all  these  matters, 
and  I  hare  been  told  orer  and  orer 
again,  *'0h,  it  is  a  Terj  great  con- 
Tenience  to  be  able  to  jump  into  a  cab 
at  a  moment's  notice ; "  but  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  the  adrantages  which 
would  be  gained  bj  the  absence  of  these 
cabs  would  greatly  ontweigh  the  con- 
venience of  their  presence.  I  feel  cer- 
tain that,  unless  some  steps  are  taken 
in  this  direction,  the  London  cabs  will 
▼ery  soon  establish  a  complete  monopoly 
of  the  principal  thoroughfares  of  the 
Metropolis. 

Earl  BEOWXLOW:  Mv  Lords,  I 
thought  it  would  be  well  for  your  Lord- 
ships to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police,  as  being  the 
Chief  of  those  men  who  had  to  attend 
to  the  traffic  about  the  streets.  There- 
fore, I  asked  the  Chief  Commissioner  to 
give  me  a  memorandum  on  the  subject, 
and  in  the  communieation  which  I  haye 
receiyed  from  him  he  says  that  the  eril 
of  crawling  cabs  is  one  which  will  exist 
just  so  long  as  the  publie  continue  to 
take  up  cabe  in  the  streets  instead  of 
from  cab-ranks;  and  he  su^ests 
that  there  should  be  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  cab-stands.  The  whole 
question  has  been  discussed  orer  and 
orer  again.  I  can  (mly  say  that  I 
think  the  matter  is  one  that  must 
be  left  entirely  to  the  police.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  poliee  will  do  what- 
erer  is  possible  to  mitigate  the  nuisance. 
This  is  one  of  thoee  things  which  I 
think  must  be  giren  some  latitude,  and 
I  really  do  not  see  any  way  beyond  pro- 
posing to  increase  the  number  of  cab- 
stands by  which  whatever  eril  there 
mar  be  can  be  remedied. 

LoBD  COLYILLEop  CULBOSS :  My 
Lords,  without  any  intention  to  pro- 
long the  discussion^  I  would  just  say 
that  I  think  it  yery  dedrable  that  all 
licensed  yehidee  should,  after  dark,  be 
eompelled  to  carry  lamps.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  at  present  hansom  cabs  do 
carry  lights ;  but  four-wheelers  and 
other  yehides  are  not  compelled  to  do 
BO.  I  think  a  regulation  to  this  effect 
would  obyiate  a  great  deal  of  the 
danger  which  undoubtedly  does  exist  at 
present. 

INDIA  (EMIGRATIOX). 

Goyemment  of  India,  Despatch  No.  1, 
of  22nd  January,  1889;  Beyenue  and 
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SAVINGS  BANKS   (1888V 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ma 
(Lancaahixe,  &£.,  Stxetfiotd),  it 
ordered  that  a  Setun  frooi 
Sayings  Bank  in  ftigland  and  "V 
Scotland,  and  Ireland,  ooQlmiiBg^ 
columns^  tiie  names  of  tha  nHWwi^^  ^ 
respeetiye  salaries,  and  other  wSkm^ 
anoes,  if  any ;  the  amoimt  of  iWMaiilj 
eadi  giyes ;  the  number  of  aoeooii  i»» 
maining  open ;  the  total  amoimt  owar 
to  depositors ;  the  total  amount  isvssM 
with  the  Oomxnissioners  for  the  Bedn»» 
tionofthe  National  Debt;  the  vats  of 
interest  paid  to  depositors  on  the  yiiioas 
amounts  of  deposit,  and  the  aTemgexsto 
of  interest  on  all  accounts;  the  Md 
amount  of  Ooyemment  Stock 
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to  the    credit    of  depositors ;  and  the 
total  amount  of  the  separate  Surplus 
Fund,  on  the  20th  day  of  Noyemoer, 
1888 ;   the  rate  per  centum  per  annum 
on  the  capital  of  the  Bank  for  the  ex- 
penses   of   management;    the    annual 
number   of   receipts  from   Depositors; 
the    annual    number    of     payments; 
the     average     amount     of     receipts; 
the  average  amount  of  payments ;  the 
number      and    amount    of     annuities 
granted ;  the  annual  expenses  of  man- 
agement, inclusive  of  all  payments  and 
salaries,  for  the  year  ended  the   20th 
day  of  November,  1 888 ;  also  the  year 
in  which  business  commenced  in  each 
bank,  and  the  name  of  the  day  or  days, 
and  the  number  of  hours  in  the  week, 
on  which  the  banks  are  open  for  the 
deposit    and    withdrawal    of    moneys; 
including  in  such  Return  a  list  of  all 
such  savings  banks  as,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  26  Vic.  c.  14,  or  other- 
wise, have  been  closed  and  have  trans- 
ferred their  funds,  or  any  part  thereof, 
to    the    Post    Office    Savings    Banks; 
showing,    in    each    case,    the  number 
of     such     banks,     as    well     as     the 
number    and    amount    of   Depositors' 
accounts     so     transferred,      and     the 
amount  of  compensation,  if  any,  made 
to   all    or  any  of  the  Officers  of  such 
Beuoks  respectively ;  and  showing  also 
the  years  in  which  such  Banks  were 
respectively  opened  and  closed,  and  the 
number  and  amount  of  their  Depositors'  t 
balances,  and  the  number  of  days  and 
hours  in  each  week  on  which  the  same 
Banks  were  open  for  public  business  at 
the  close  of   the  year  next  preceding 
the  date  of  such  closing ;  distinguishing 
the  same,  as  in  the  form  of  the  Iteturn, 
for  each    separate  county,  as  well  as 
collectively,  for    England  and  Wales, 
Scotland     and    Ireland,    and   for    the 
United  Kingdom    (in  continuation  of 
Parliamentary     Paper,     No.     301,    of 
Session  1888. 


QUESTIONS. 
MAJOR  HAH8T0X. 

Captaih  SELWYN  (Cambridge, 
Wisbech)  asked  the  Financial  Secretary 
for  War  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Major  Harston,  an  officer  of  the  Cana- 
dian Militia,  gave  up  important  busi- 
ness in  Canada  on  receipt  of  a  letter 
from  the  Surveyor  Oenerai  of  Ordnance, 


telling  him  *^to  convert  three  Martini 
rifles  on  his  plan,  and  to  Send  the  bill 
for  the  work  to  the  War  Office " ; 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to 
a  letter  of  1 1th  June,  1888,  in  which  the 
Director  of  Artillery  told  Major  Harston 
to  *'  work  out  the  alterations  and  send 
them  the  bill  for  the  work  "  ;  whether 
this  work  was  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  Special  Committee  on 
Small  Arms,  which  recognized  that 
Major  Harston  had  successfully  con- 
verted the  Martini  Henry  rifle  into  a 
magazine  rifle;  whether  the  rifle  so 
converted  is  fired  with  twice  the  rapidity 
of  the  new  Government  rifle ;  whether 
Major  Harston  has  repeatedly  applied 
for  but  received  no  payment  for  the 
work  done  under  instructions  from 
the  War  Office  Authorities ;  and  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  sum  actually  ex- 
pended by  Major  Harston  amounts 
to  £1,395,  and  that  the  Special  Com- 
mittee on  Small  Arms  expressed  the 
opinion  that  the  charges  were  most 
moderate  ? 

The  financial  SEORETAEY 
FOR  WAR  (Mr.  BfiODRicK,  Surrey^ 
Guildford) :  All  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  Major  Harston's  claim 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  who  has  referred  the  case  to 
the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury.  As 
soon  as  his  opinion  reaches  the  War 
Office,  the  case  will  be  settled  without 
any  unnecessary  delay. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  May  I 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  con- 
sidering the  necessity  of  securing  the  fair 
treatment  of  inventors,  he  will  lay  on 
the  Table  the  correspondence  which  has 
taken  place  in  this  case,  and  give  Mem- 
bers an  opportunity  of  seeing  it  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  better  give  notice  of  that 
Question.  

Captain  SELWYN :  How  long  is  thia 
unfortunate  man  to  remain  without  pay- 
ment? 

Mr.  BRODRICK :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  no  delay  will  take 
place. 

POST  OFFICE  OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
what  number  of  Post  Office  officials  were 
dismissed  last  year  for  irregularities,  and 
what  number  of  Poet  Office  officials  wer» 
convicted  of  offences  in  connection  with. 
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Ir^Jand  if  the  l>/rd  Chimcellor  has  Lad  Qjeen'i  Colleges  were  anin  defaatsd  ia 
uEid'rr  hi*  consideration  certain  letters  the  higher  test  of  first-dasa  axliibitiaBt 
addressed  to  him    bj  Mr.   James   H.  '  bj  the  Catholic  UniTenitT  Sdmol  cf 

Afr    IJenn'k^r  IJtatun 


«97 


IrthHd—1^ 


[V 


I  1,  1 


Zand  Commiiium. 


Medicine,  whiob  eorried  off  oa  mBBj* 
ezhibitioiu  u  the  Queen's  OoUegea  of 
Bfllfut,  Coik,  and  Galwa;  oomfained  ■ 
&nd  whether,  under  these  oircumstanees, 
he  will  ooneider  the  kdvisabilitj  of 
recommending  a  Parliamentary  grant 
to  the  School  of  Medicine  of  the  Oatholiv 
Univereitj  ? 

The  CHIEF  8E0KETART  for  IRE. 
IiAND{Ur.  A.  J.  Balfouh,  Haocheiter, 
£.):  TheReport  which  I  hare  received, 
in  replying  to  this  Question,  auggestt) 
that  the  reeult  of  one  examination  can- 
not be  taken  as  a  fair  teat,  and  it  would 
further  appear  from  them  that  each  of 
the  inetitutione  between  which  a  com- 
pariBOD  is  made  ooold  eatablieh  a  fair 
claim  to  pre-eminence  if  allowed  to 
chooce  its  own  teat, 

CRUELTY  TO  PAUPER  CHILDREK, 
Ma.  BRADLAUaH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Looal  Govem- 
meut  Board,  whether  hia  attention  ha& 
been  drawn  to  the  unduly  aevere  flog- 
ffiag  of  a  pauper  boy  at  XJlTerston. 
Whether  it  appeara  from  the  prooeediQgs 
before  the  nivcraton  Board  of  Guardians 
that  similar  charges  of  cruelty  to  pauper 
children  had  been  preferred  against  the 
official  guilt;  in  this  case.  And,  whether 
he  will  direct  an  inquiry  into  the  matter. 
Tax  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BO AED  (Mr.ErroHia. 
St.  George's,  Tower  fiamJets] :  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Guardians  of  the 
TJlverston  Union  on  the  subject  of  this 
Question.  I  learn  from  them  that  the 
pauper  boy  referred  to  was  attending  a 
Board  School,  and  that  the  punishment 
was  by  the  master  of  that  school.  The 
boy  waa  examined  by  the  medical  officer 
of  the  workhouse  and  by  four  of  the 
Guardians,  who  oonaidered  that  the  boy 
had  been  severely  and  unduly  punished. 
There  had,  however,  been  no  previous 
charge  made  to  the  Guardtana  of  omeltj 
to  pauper  children  by  the  maater  of  the 
school,  and  the  Guardians,  after  inquir- 
ing into  the  case  and  hearing  the  state- 
ments of  the  aohoolmaater,  appear  to 
have  been  satiafied  that  although  the 
boy  bad  been  very  aeversly  punished, 
there  had  been  great  provocation  on  the 
part  of  the  boy.  The  Guardians,  after 
fully  diaenedng  the  subject,  determined 
to  prooeed  with  the  sazt  bnsine«.  The 
Local  Govanunent  Board  have  no  juri^ 
diction  whatever  with  rwaid  to  the 
ir  of  the  Board  School!  bnt  I  have 


drawn  the  attention  of  the  Edaoation 
Department  to  the  facts,  and  they  have 
informed  me  that  they  will  communicate 
with  the  managers  of  the  school,  and,  if 
necessary,  direct  further  inquiry. 

THE    CUSTOMS  DEPARTMENT. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether, 
before  filling  up  the  office  of  Chairman 
of  the  Ou stoma  Department,  vacant 
through  the  lamented  death  of  Sir 
Charles  Du  Cane,  be  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  carrying  out  the  reforms 
suggested  by  Sir  Algernon  West,  given 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Revenue  Estimates  last  year  f 

Tax  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand) : 
The  question  of  the  amalgamation  of 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  is  atill 
under  the  consideration  of  a  Royal 
Commission,  and  I  am  unable  to  say 
more  than  that  ponding  their  Report  it 
is  not  probable  the  vacancy  will  be 
filled. 

IRELAND— RELIEF  OF   ASSIGNEES  OP 

LEASES    UNDER  "  THE    LAND   LAW 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887." 

Mk.  lea  (Londonderry,  8.)  asked  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if  bis 
attention  has  been  directed  to  a  recent 
decision  of  Mr.  Commissioner  Greer, 
reported  in  the  Belfast  newspapers, 
whereby  it  was  decided  that  the  assignee 
of  any  lease  bearing  date  between  the 
years  1826  and  1832  could  not  obtain 
relief  under  "  The  Laud  Law  (Ireland) 
Act,  1BB7,"  unless  he  oould  produce  the 
oonsent  in  writiog  of  his  landlord  to 
such  assignment ;  and  if  each  be  a 
correct  interpretation  of  the  prohibitive 
Statute  7  Geo.  IV.  c.  29,  as  referred  to 
by  Mr.  Greer,  what  etepa  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  to  amend  its  provisions 
so  as  admit  the  assignee  of  anch  leases 
within  the  operation  of  the  Irish  Land 
Law  Acta  1881,  1887,  and  18B8? 

Mb.  MADDEN :  I  have  not  yet  been 
able  to  obtain  a  copy  of  the  decision  rfr- 
rerried  to.  I  have  aakedfor  it  however, 
and  hope  to  receive  it  ahortly. 

lEELAND-TUE  LAND  C0UUI8BI0N. 
Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  8.)  naked 
the  Chief  Searetarr  whether  hia  atten- 
tion has  been  sailed  to  the  strong  pro- 
teats  made  by  the  different  Boards  of 
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for  the  Home  Department,  did  he,  on 
7th  January,  when  speaking  at  the 
Govan  Election,  promise  that  the  naval 
work  of  this  country  should  be  put  out 
to  contract  instead  of  relying  on  the 
Dockyards;  and,  if  so,  on  wnoise  au- 
thority he  made  the  promise  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuart- WoRTLEY,  Shef- 
field, Hallam) :  I  had  no  authority  to 
make,  nor  did  I  make,  any  promise 
either  verbally  or  substantially  corre- 
sponding to  that  attnbuted  to  me  in  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Question. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
May  I  on  this  subject  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman if  he  is  accurately  reported  in 
the  Scotsman  of  January  8,  the  day  fol- 
lowing the  meeting  at  Govan,  when  he 
is  stated  to  have  used  these  words — 

''Mr.  Stuart- Wortley  said  he  had  come  down 
from  London  to  say  that  Lord  Salisbury's 
Ministry  favoured  Sir  John  Pender's  candida- 
ture, and  were  anxious  that  he  should  be 
returned.  From  a  conversation  he  had  had  with 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Secre- 
tary for  War,  he  knew  it  was  the  policy  of  the 
Government  to  place  Dockyard  work  out  to 
contract  on  a  large  scale." 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM :  I  took 
my  information  from  the  Glasgow 
Herald. 

Mb.  STUAHT  -  WOETLET  :  The 
report  in  the  Glasgow  Herald  does  not 
sustain  the  allegation  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr. 
Cossham).  As  to  the  extract  from  the 
Scotsman^  read  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Buchanan),  of  which  he 
has  not  given  me  notice,  and  which  does 
not  profess  to  be  a  verbatim  report,  I 
must  decline  to  be  made  responsible. 
What  I  did  say  at  Govan  referred  to 
present  policy  and  to  past  indications  of 
it,  and  I  expressly  disclaimed  knowledge 
of  Admiralty  programmes.  I  announced 
no  future  change  of  policy,  and  certainly 
I  did  not,  as  some  London  newspaper 
reported  me,  say  that  something  about 
to  be  done  was  to  be  conditioned  on  the 
election  of  the  candidate  in  whose  sup- 
port I  was  speaking. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  reported  to  have  stated  that  a 
few  days  before  he  went  down  to  take 
part  in  the  Govan  election  he  had  a  con- 
versation with  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty.  May  I  ask  the  noble  Lord 
if  that  is  the  fact? 

Mr.  Handel  Cossham 


The  first  LOBD  or  the  ADMI- 
BALTT(Lord  George  Haioltov,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  As  I  saw  that  certain 
language  was  attributed  to  my  hon. 
Friend,  1  asked  him  to  send  me  a 
verbatim  report  of  what  he  said,  and 
from  that  report  it  would  appear  that 
the  summaries  that  were  given  of  it 
totally  misrepresented  his  speech.  What 
he  did  say  was,  that  he  had  seen  the 
heads  of  the  War  Office  and  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  that  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  to  run  up  Government 
establishments,  but  to  keep  them  at  a 
certain  level,  and  to  put  certain  work 
out  to  private  yards.  That  is  the  policy 
of  the  Government,  and  I  venture  to  say 
that  it  will  be  the  policy  of  every  fatore 
Government. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  before  the  hon.  Gentleman 
went  down  to  Govan  he  had  a  conversa- 
tion with  the  noble  Lord  as  to  what  he 
was  to  say  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Certainly  not. 

IRELAND-JOHN  LAVERTY. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  has 
received  a  memorial  from  Archibald 
Laverty,  of  Collyer  Street,  Belfast,  with 
reference  to  his  only  son,  John,  who,  in 
September  1882,  when  only  13  years  of 
age,  without  the  consent  of  his  parents, 
enlisted  in-  the  Boyal  Navy,  and  who 
was  some  time  ago  arrested  as  a 
deserter  for  not  having  returned  to  his 
ship  on  the  expiration  of  his  leave  of 
absence :  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
prescribed  forms  of  engagement  were 
presented  to  John  Laverty  for  signature, 
and  that  they  were  never  signed  by 
him :  and,  whether,  considering  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  boy  was 
brought  from  his  home,  the  dangerous 
state  of  health  into  which  his  mother 
has  fallen  in  consequence  of  his  absenes^ 
and  the  other  facts  mentioned  in  the 
memorial,  he  will  eonsider  the  prayer  of 
the  father  and  advise  the  discharge  of 
the  son? 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON :  Lettaa 
were  received  from  Archibald  Laver^  in 
July  and  August,  1887,  asking  ftivtte 
discharge  of  his  son  on  the  plea  that  he 
entered  the  Navy  without  the  consent  of 
his  parents.  This,  however,  is  not  the 
case,  as  the  paper  bears  his  mother's 
signature.  NeiUieris  it  the  case  that 
the  forms  of  engagement  were  not  signed 
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by  John  Laverty.  The  continaous  ser- 
Tice  paper  is  in  the  office,  duly  completed 
and  signed  by  him.  No  application  for 
the  discharge  of  his  son  was  received 
from  the  father  until  five  years  after  his 
son  joined  the  Navy,  or  until  July  1887, 
when  he  deserted  from  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, He  was  arrested  last  month, 
and  isnow  undergoinghis  punishment  for 
desertion  on  boi^  the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton. I  do  not  propose  to  interfere  with 
the  ordinary  course  of  the  service,  or  to 
sanction  his  discharge  except  under  con- 
ditions contained  in  the  Queen's  Regu- 
lations. 

ADMIRALTY-H.M.S.  •*  NILE." 

Mr.  HANBURY  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  for  how  long 
H.M.8.  Nile,  launched  on  March 
27th  last,  remained  at  Pembroke  before 
being  brought  to  Portsmouth  for  com- 
pletion ;  whether  she  was  allowed  to 
retain  her  launching  gear  the  whole 
time  and  until  after  her  arrival  at  Ports- 
mouth ;  whether,  on  her  being  docked 
at  Portsmouth,  the  red  lead  with  which 
her  bottom  was  coated  was  found  to 
have  peeled  off  in  large  patches,  and 
the  submerged  platings  and  rivets  of 
this  perfectly  new  vessel  were  found  to 
be  seriously  corroded,  especially  along 
the  water  line,  the  heads  of  the  rivets 
in  many  instances  being  completely 
eaten  away;  whether  the  Narcxsiue 
was  lately  found  to  be  in  a  similar  con- 
dition ;  whether  red  lead  was  used  upon 
the  bottoms  of  both  these  ships;  and, 
if  so,  was  it  recommended  by  the  re- 
sponsible dockyard  officials,  and,  if  not, 
by  whom ;  and,  if  the  damage  was  not 
due  in  either  case  to  the  use  of  red  lead, 
to  what  was  it  due  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  There  was 
an  interval  of  ten  months  between  the 
launch  of  the  I>f%le  at  Pembroke  and 
her  being  docked,  that  period  having  been 
occupied  in  putting  in  her  machinery 
and  getting  her  sufficiently  completed 
to  proceed  to  Portsmouth.  A  portion  of 
the  launohin|^  gear  could  not  be  removed 
until  her  arrival  at  the  latter  port,  owing 
to  there  being  no  dock  at  Pembroke  of 
sufficient  size  to  admit  a  ship  of  her 
dimensions.  The  red  lead  coating  was 
found,  on  the  ship  being  docked,  to  have 
peeled  off  in  places,  caasiog  some 
oxidation  of  the  platee  and  rivets  where 
this  had  occurred,  but  in  no  case  could 
the  oorroaion  be  called  serious.    The 


Nareiiius  suffered  much  in  the  same 
way.  Any  damage  that  has  occurred 
cannot  be  attributed  to  the  use  of  red 
lead  as  a  protective,  but  to  the  fact  of 
its  not  having,  in  the  present  in^nces, 
afforded  the  protection  that  previous 
experience  had  g^ven  cause  to  anticipate. 
As  a  protective  it  has  given  hitnerto 
sufficient  satisfaction  for  the  Admiralty 
to  sanction  its  use.  Endeavour  will  be 
made  to  detect  the  cause  of  failure  in 
the  present  cases,  and  the  necessary 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  the  circumstance. 

Mr.  HANBUEY  :  Was  the  use  of 
red  lead  recommended  by  the  Dockyard 
officials  ? 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Yes;  it  is 
almost  the  invariable  custom  to  use  red 
lead. 

IRELAND— POOR  LAW  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  macartney  (Antrim,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  having 
regard  to  the  additional  and  very 
onerous  duties  imposed  upon  Poor  Law 
Officers  in  Ireland  under  the  Franchise 
Acts  of  1885,  and  to  the  great  reluctance 
manifested  by  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
vote  adequate  remuneration  in  such 
cases,  the  Government  proposes  to  make 
a  Grant  on  this  account  for  the  present 
year,  as  was  done  in  1885  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  quite  sym- 
pathize with  the  Poor  Law  Officers  in 
the  matter  mentioned ;  but,  as  I  have 
explained  in  reply  to  former  Questions, 
it  is  one  which  concerns  not  Ireland 
alone,  but  the  whole  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  could  only  be  dealt  with  by  a 
general  measiire  of  legislation. 

IRELAND-CRIMINAL    LAW     AMEND- 
MENT   ACT. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  has  made 
any  inquiries  into  the  antecedents  or 
character  of  the  persons  being  Resident 
Magistrates,  Crown  Solicitors,  andfothers 
intrusted  with  the  administration  of 
'*  The  Criminal  Law  (Amendment)  Act, 
1887 ;  "  and  whether,  in  view  of 
recent  events,  he  will  cause  such  in- 
quiries to  be  made  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  have  insti- 
tuted no  such  general  inquiry  into  the 
private  history  of  any  servants  of  the 
Government  as  the  hon.  Member  seeiaa 
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to  desire.  Nor  can  the  hon.  Member  be 
serious  in  suggesting  that  I  should  do  so. 
A  particular  charge  against  Captain 
Seagraveis,  asthehon.  Member  is  aware, 
being  investigated  at  the  present 
moment. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  do  not  ask  as  to 
any  particular  inquirj,  but  whether  any 
general  inquiry  has  been  made  into 
the  antecedents  or  character  of  these 
persons. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  reply  is 
that  I  have  instituted  no  such  inquiry. 

Mr.  chance  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  no  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  thought  I 
had  answered  that  Question.  I  have 
made  no  inquiry. 

Mr.  chance  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intend  to  make  any  inquiry  ? 

No  answer  was  returned. 
IRELAND-FATHER  M*FADDEN. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  SUMMERS  (Hud- 
dersfield)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  whether  he  will  state  to  the 
House  who  was  responsible  for  the 
arrangements  made  in  connection  with 
the  arrest  of  Father  M*Fadden  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  County  Inspector  was 
responsible  for  the  arrangements  in 
question. 

Mr.  summers  inquired  whether 
any  action  had  been  taken  in  regard 
to  the  matter? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Member  means  with  regard  to  the 
County  Inspector,  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  action  is  required. 

IRELAND— MR.  MORONEY. 

Mr.  summers  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether,  in  view 
of  the  statement  on  the  subject  of  Mr. 
Moroney's  health,  that  were  contained  in 
his  letter  to  Mr.  Armitage,  he  will  con- 
sent to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Reports  that  were  made  by  the  medical 
officers  who  examined  Mr.  Moroney 
daring  the  period  of  his  confinement  in 
gaol? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  state- 
ments in  my  letter  to  Mr.  Armitage  re- 
lated solely  to  the  different  versions  of 
the  Moroney  affair,  which  the  Nationalist 
Press  and  others  gave  before  and  after 
Moroney's  release,  according  as  it  suited 
the    controversial    exigencies    of    the 

Mr,  A.  J.  BtUfaur 


moment  to  describe  Moroney  as  a  suffer- 
ing martyr  or  a  triumphant  hero.  No 
light  would  be  thrown  on  this  question 
by  the  production  of  the  doctors'  Reports. 

Mr.  C.  BRADLAUGH  (Northamp- 
ton) :  Do  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  to  say  that  no  light  could  be 
thrown  on  the  actual  condition  of  Moro- 
ney while  in  prison  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  was  not 
discussing  the  actual  condition  of  Mr. 
Moroney,  but  the  relative  versions  of  his 
condition  given  before  and  after  hia 
arrest. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE  (1888)-SCHOOL 

TEACHERS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  membership  by 
the  principal  teacher  of  any  public 
elementary  school  of  a  County  or 
Town  Council,  or  attendance  at  its 
sittings  when  held  during  the  hours  in. 
which  the  school  open,  is  compatible  with 
Article  ^6,  Section  {d)  of  the  Education. 
Code,  1888? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  Membership 
by  the  principal  teacher  under  the  cir- 
cumstances mentioned  is  not  compatible 
with  Article  96,  Section  {d)  of  the  Code- 
If  this  Rule  is  violated  by  any  school, 
the  result  would  be  the  forfeiture  of  the 
grant. 

INLAND  REVENUE— BEER  AND   WINE. 

LICENCES. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Qreen^ 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, with  reference  to  the  case. of  a 
person  who  was  summoned  by  the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities  at  West  Ham 
Police  Court,  on  Wednesday  last,  for 
selling  intoxicants  without  a  licence, 
whether  the  samples  upon  which  the 
prosecution  was  instituted  were  taken  so 
long  ago  as  October  18  last ;  upon  what 
date  those  samples  were  analyzed ;  what 
proportion  of  alcohol  was  found  in  them  ;. 
and  why  proceedings  against  the  seller 
were  delayed  for  more  than  four  months?' 

Mb.  JACKSON:  Samples  of  so-called 
beer  and  wine  were  purchased  on 
October  1 8th  last  as  stated.  The  samplea. 
of  beer  were  analyzed  on  October  19th» 
the  day  following,  and  found  to  contain 
3*8  per  cent,  of  proof  spirit.  The- 
samples  of  wine  were  analyzed  a  few 
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days  later,  and  were  found  to  contain 
15  6  per  cent  and  17*5  percent  of  proof 
spirit  respectively.  Proceedings  were 
directed  to  be  instituted  early  in 
December,  but  have  been  delayed,  owing 
to  the  indisposition  of  the  analyst  con- 
-cemed  in  the  case. 

THE  CHIEF  JUSTICE  OF  THE 
BAHAMAS. 

Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ion,  E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Bahamas  can  legally  sen- 
tence any  person  to  be  flogged  for  con- 
tempt of  Court ;  and,  if  so,  under  what 
Statute  or  authority  has  the  power  to 
pass  such  a  sentence  been  conferred  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS:  There  is 
no  local  Statute  authorizing  such  a 
sentence  ;  and  the  Colonial  Law  Officer 
is  of  opinion  that,  in  inflicting  it,  the 
Chief  Justice  exceeded  the  summary 
powers  of  punishment  vested  in  him. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  What  course 
does  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies propose  to  take  with  respect  to  the 
Chiet  Justice  of  the  Bahamas,  who  has 
illegally  caused  a  subject  of  the  Queen 
to  receive  86  lashes?  What  remedy 
^ould  he  afford  an  Englishman  under 
such  circumstances,  in  order  to  recover 
damages  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  The  Secre- 
tary of  State,  on  hearing  the  details, 
sent  a  letter  to  the  Chief  Justice  inform- 
ing him  that  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences would  ensue  if  any  breach  of 
the  law  were  committed. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  do  not  want 
to  know  what  would  happen  to  the 
Judge  if  he  repeated  his  offence.  What 
would  happen  to  him  for  the  illegal  act 
which  he  na«  already  committed  ? 

Mr.  PICEERSOILL:  Is  it  a  fact 
that  the  victim  in  this  case  was  a  black 
man,  and  that  that  is  the  ground  for  the 
absence  of  effective  action  against  the 
Chief  Justice  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS:  I  do  not 
think  it  was  a  question  of  colour.  The 
offence  committed  was  of  a  very  serious 
nature.  It  consisted  of  a  murderous 
attack  upon  the  Judge  in  Court. 

Mr.  PICEERSOILL:  On  an  early 
day  I  will  put  a  Question  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  on  the  subject. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  E.  WEBhTBR,  Q.C.,  Isle  of  Wight): 


As  I  have  been  appealed  to,  I  will  at 
once  state  that,  although  there  are  old 
authorities  which  say  corporal  punish- 
ment might  be  inflicted  in  gross  cases  of 
contempt  of  Court,  I  do  not  think  those 
authorities  should  be  binding  in  Courts 
in  which  English  law  prevails.  In  my 
opinion,  the  Chief  Justice  acted  illegally 
and  in  a  way  that  was  not  justified  by 
law.     It  appears,   however,   from    the 

Eapers,  that  a  murderous  attack  had 
een  made  upon  the  Judge  by  this  par- 
ticular man.  The  Attorney  General  of 
the  Colony  said  the  offence  was  so 
serious  that  it  had  been  intended  to  in- 
dict the  man  for  felony — that  is,  for  the 
attack  upon  the  Judge. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  the  following  Ques- 
tion :  Did  Head  Constable  Preston  visit 
the  prisoners  James  MuUett  and  Patrick 
Nally  in  Millbank;  if  so,  on  what 
business ;  how  did  he  secure  access  to 
them ;  and  by  whose  orders  was  ad- 
mission granted;  were  those  men 
brought  over  from  Ireland  by  judicial 
process ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  it ;  was 
there  in  Millbank,  or  any  English  gaol, 
a  prisoner  named  Tracy  brought  over 
from  Ireland  since  the  Timet  Com- 
mission began;  would  he  state  what 
was  his  sentence  and  offence ;  by  what 
process  and  at  whose  instance  was  hie 
removal  from  an  Irish  prison  obtained ; 
was  Tracy  visited  by  Head  Constable 
Preston ;  and  under  what  circumstances 
was  the  visit  obtained  ? 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  had  on  the  paper  the 
following  Question  : — To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Departmenti 
whether  he  can  state  on  what  date 
Thomas  Tracy,  a  bail  prisoner  now  in 
Millbank  Prison,  was  removed  from 
Belfast  Gaol  to  Millbank,  and  by  what 
authority  he  was  removed;  whether 
he  was  accompanied  from  Belfast  by  a 
prison  warder,  who  still  remains  here ; 
whether  he  will  give  the  namee  of  the 
persons  who  visited  him  since  his 
arrival,  and  by  whom,  and  for  what 
purpose  the  application  to  visit  was 
maae  in  each  ease;  whether  and  how 
often  Tracy  has  been  visited  by  Head 
Constable  Preston,  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  and  if  Preston  visited 
him  on  behalf  of  the  Times  to  procure 
evidence  for  the  Special  Commission ; 
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to  desire.  Nor  can  the  hon.  Member  be 
serious  in  suggesting  that  I  should  do  so. 
A  particular  charge  against  Captain 
Seagraveis,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware, 
being  investigated  at  the  present 
moment. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  do  not  ask  as  to 
any  particular  inquiry,  but  whether  any 
general  inquiry  has  been  made  into 
the  antecedents  or  character  of  these 
persons. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  My  reply  is 
that  I  have  instituted  no  such  inquiry. 

Mr.  chance  :  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  made  no  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  thought  I 
had  answered  that  Question.  I  have 
made  no  inquiry. 

Mr.  CHANCE :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intend  to  make  any  inquiry  ? 

No  answer  was  returned. 
IRELAND -FATHER  MTADDEN. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  SUMMERS  (Hud- 
dersfield)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  whether  he  will  state  to  the 
House  who  was  responsible  for  the 
arrangements  made  in  connection  with 
the  arrest  of  Father  M*Fadden  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  County  Inspector  was 
responsible  for  the  arrangements  in 
question. 

Mr.  summers  inquired  whether 
any  action  had  been  taken  in  regard 
to  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Member  means  with  regard  to  the 
County  Inspector,  I  am  not  aware  that 
any  action  is  required. 

IRELAND— MR.  MORONEY. 

Mr.  summers  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whether,  in  view 
of  the  statement  on  the  subject  of  Mr. 
Moroney's  health,  that  were  contained  in 
his  letter  to  Mr.  Armitage,  he  will  con- 
sent to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Reports  that  were  made  by  the  medical 
officers  who  examined  Mr.  Moroney 
during  the  period  of  his  confinement  in 
gaol? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  state- 
ments in  my  letter  to  Mr.  Armitage  re- 
lated solely  to  the  different  versions  of 
the  Moroney  affair,  which  the  Nationalist 
Press  and  others  gave  before  and  after 
Moroney's  release,  according  as  it  suited 
the    controversial    exigencies    of    the 

Mr.  A,  J,  Biklfour 


moment  to  describe  Moroney  as  a  suffer- 
ing  martyr  or  a  triumphant  hero.  No 
light  would  be  thrown  on  this  question 
by  the  production  of  the  doctors'  Reports. 

Mr.  C.  BRADLAUGH  (Northamp- 
ton) :  Do  I  understand  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  no  light  could  be 
thrown  on  the  actual  condition  of  Moro- 
ney while  in  prison  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  was  not 
discussing  the  actual  condition  of  Mr. 
Moroney,  but  the  relative  versions  of  his 
condition  given  before  and  after  hia 
arrest. 

THE  EDUCATION  CODE  (1888)— SCHOOL 

TEACHERS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  membership  by 
the  principal  teacher  of  any  public 
elementary  school  of  a  County  or 
Town  Council,  or  attendance  at  its 
sittings  when  held  during  the  hours  in. 
which  the  school  open,  is  compatible  with- 
Article  ^6,  Section  (</)  of  the  Education* 
Code,  1888? 

Sir  W.  hart  DYKE :  Membership^ 
by  the  principal  teacher  under  the  cir- 
cumstances mentioned  is  not  compatible 
with  Article  96,  Section  {d)  of  the  Oode.. 
If  this  Rule  is  violated  by  any  school, 
the  result  would  be  the  forfeiture  of  the 
grant. 

INLAND  REVENUE-BEER  AND   WINE- 

LICENCES. 

Mr.  PICKERSGLLL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury, with  reference  to  the  case  of  a 
person  who  was  summoned  by  the  Inland 
Revenue  authorities  at  West  Ham 
Police  Court,  on  Wednesday  last,  for 
selling  intoxicants  without  a  licence, 
whether  the  samples  upon  which  this 
prosecution  was  instituted  were  takeo.  ac 
long  ago  as  October  18  last ;  upoa  what 
date  those  samples  were  analyzed ;  what 
proportion  of  alcohol  was  found  in  them  ;. 
and  why  proceedings  against  the  seller 
were  delayed  for  more  than  four  monthsf' 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Samples  of  so-called 
beer  and  wine  were  purchased  en 
October  1 8th  last  as  stated.  The  «ftmplefr 
of  beer  were  analyzed  on  October  I9th» 
the  day  following,  and  found  to  contain 
3*8  per  cent,  of  proof  spirit.  The 
samples  of  wine  were  analyzed  a  few 
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days  later,  and  were  found  to  contain 
15-6  per  cent  and  17*5  percent  of  proof 
spirit  respectively.  Proceedings  were 
directed  to  be  instituted  early  in 
December,  but  have  been  delayed,  owing 
to  the  indisposition  of  the  analyst  con- 
cerned in  the  case. 

THE  CHIEF  JUSTICE  OF  THE 
BAHAMAS. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton,  E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Bahamas  can  legally  sen- 
tence any  person  to  be  flogged  for  con- 
tempt of  Court ;  and,  if  so,  under  what 
Statute  or  authority  has  the  power  to 
pass  such  a  sentence  been  conferred  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  There  is 
no  local  Statute  authorizing  such  a 
sentence  ;  and  the  Colonial  Law  Officer 
is  of  opinion  that,  in  inflicting  it,  the 
Chief  Justice  exceeded  the  summary 
powers  of  punishment  vested  in  him. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  What  course 
does  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies propose  to  ti^e  with  respect  to  the 
Chief  Justice  of  the  Bahamas,  who  has 
illegally  caused  a  subject  of  the  Queen 
to  receiTe  86  lashes  r  What  remedy 
would  he  afford  an  Englishman  under 
such  circumstances,  in  order  to  recover 
damages  ? 

Baron  H.  db  WORMS :  The  Secre- 
tary  of  State,  on  hearing  the  details, 
sent  a  letter  to  the  Chief  Justice  inform- 
ing him  that  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences would  ensue  if  any  breach  of 
the  law  were  committed. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  I  do  not  want 
to  know  what  would  happen  to  the 
Judffe  if  he  repeated  his  offence.  What 
would  happen  to  him  for  the  illegal  act 
which  he  na8  already  committed  ? 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  Is  it  a  fact 
that  the  victim  in  this  case  was  a  black 
man,  and  that  that  is  the  ground  for  the 
abseace  of  effective  action  against  the 
Chief  Justice  ? 

Baron  H.  ds  WORMS:  I  do  not 
think  it  was  a  question  of  colour.  The 
offence  committed  waa  of  a  very  serious 
nature.  It  consisted  of  a  murderous 
attack  upon  the  Judge  in  Court. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL:  On  an  early 
day  I  will  Dut  a  Queetion  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  on  the  sabjeot. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  E.  WMtoiE,  aC,  Ide  of  Wight): 


As  I  have  been  appealed  to,  I  will  at 
once  state  that,  although  there  are  old 
authorities  which  say  corporal  punish- 
ment might  be  inflicted  in  gross  cases  of 
contempt  of  Court,  I  do  not  think  those 
authorities  should  be  binding  in  Courts 
in  which  English  law  prevails.  In  my 
opinion,  the  Chief  Justice  acted  illegally 
and  in  a  way  that  was  not  justified  by 
law.  It  appears,  however,  from  the 
papers,  that  a  murderous  attack  had 
been  made  upon  the  Judge  by  this  par- 
ticular man.  The  Attorney  General  of 
the  Colony  said  the  offence  was  so 
serious  that  it  had  been  intended  to  in- 
dict the  man  for  felony — that  is,  for  the 
attack  upon  the  Judge. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  the  following  Ques- 
tion :  Did  Head  Constable  Preston  visit 
the  prisoners  James  Mullett  and  Patrick 
Nally  in  Millbank;  if  so,  on  what 
business ;  how  did  he  secure  access  to 
them ;  and  by  whose  orders  was  ad- 
mission granted ;  were  those  men 
brought  over  from  Ireland  by  judicial 
process ;  and,  if  so,  what  was  it ;  was 
there  in  Millbank,  or  any  English  gaol, 
a  prisoner  named  Tracy  brought  over 
from  Ireland  since  the  Timei  Com- 
mission began;  would  he  state  what 
was  his  sentence  and  offence ;  by  what 
process  and  at  whose  instance  was  hie 
removal  from  an  Irish  prison  obtained ; 
was  Tracy  visited  by  Head  Constable 
Preston ;  and  under  what  circumstances 
was  the  visit  obtained  ? 

Mr.  M 'CART an  had  on  the  paper  the 
following  Question  : — To  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  he  can  state  on  what  date 
Thomas  Tracy,  a  bail  prisoner  now  in 
Millbank  Prison,  was  removed  from 
Belfast  Oaol  to  Millbank,  and  by  what 
authority  he  was  removed;  whether 
he  was  accompanied  from  Belfast  by  a 
prison  warder,  who  still  remains  here ; 
whether  he  will  give  the  names  of  the 
persons  who  visited  him  since  his 
arrival,  and  by  whom,  and  for  what 
purpose  the  application  to  visit  was 
made  in  each  case;  whether  and  how 
often  Tracy  has  been  visited  by  Head 
Constable  Preston,  of  the  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  and  if  Preston  visited 
him  on  behalf  of  the  Times  to  procure 
evidence  for  the  Special  Commission ; 
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and  whether  there  is  any  limit  to  the 
time  during  which  a  prisoner  from  an 
Irish  gaol,  alleged  to  be  required  as  a 
witness  in  a  trial  here,  may  be  kept  in 
a  prison  in  England  without  being  pro- 
duced at  such  trial  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  answer 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Longford  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Down  at  the  same 
time.  Mullett  and  Nally  were  not 
visited  by  Head  Constable  Preston. 
They  were  brought  over  from  Ireland 
under  order  of  the  Special  Commission 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  evidence.  A 
prisoner  named  Tracy  is  in  MiUbank. 
His  ofiPence  was  making  use  of  threatening 
language,  and  his  sentence  was  to  find 
bail  to  keep  the  peace  and  be  of  good 
behaviour  for  12  months,  or  in  default 
to  be  imprisoned  for  that  time.  The 
removal  of  Tracy  took  place,  I  under- 
stand, under  similar  circumstances  to 
that  of  Mullett  and  Nally.  He  was  ac- 
companied by  a  prison  warder,  who  still 
remains  here.  He  has  been  twice  visited 
by  Mr.  Preston,  in  pursuance  of  a  re- 
quest of  Mr.  Soames.  The  purpose  of 
me  application  to  visit  was  not  stated. 
These  visits  were  allowed  in  accordance 
with  the  ordinary  rules.  I  am  not 
aware  of  any  limit  of  time  during  which 
a  prisoner  may  be  detained  if  his  pre- 
sence is  required  by  the  Court. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  it  is  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  a  subpoena  from  the  High 
Court  has  the  efiEect  of  a  habeas  earptu, 
and  that  it  withdraws  prisoners  from  the 

gaols,  and  compels  their  production  in 
burts  of  Law  in  England  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  Question. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I 
understand  the  Home  Secretary  to  say 
that  this  prisoner  was  visited  by  Preston, 
agent  for  Mr.  Soames,  the  solicitor  for 
the  Times,  Was  that  under  an  order  of 
the  Commission  ?  I  want  to  understand 
by  what  practice  of  prisons  in  England 
Mr.  Soames,  the  solicitor  to  the  Times, 
had  a  right  to  send  an  agent  in  to  a 
prisoner  to  communicate  with  him  in 
the  prison  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Question 
refers  to  Tracy.  Tracy  is  a  surety 
prisoner,  and,  according  to  the  ordinary 
prison  rules,  he  is  entitled  to  receive  a 
visit,  I  think  once  a  week,  and  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Prison  Commissioners  in 

Mr.  M'Cartan 


England  is,  with  that  frequency  and  not 
more,  to  admit  any  solicitor  or  other 
visitor  to  see  a  prisoner,  provided  the 
prisoner  does  not  object  to  see  him. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  Do  I  under- 
stand from  the  Home  Secretary  that  the 
visits  made  by  friends  of  the  prisoner 
under  these  rules  are  construed  to  mean 
a  visit  of  an  Irish  constable  under  the 
order  of  a  solicitor  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  There  is  nothing- 
in  the  rules  to  prevent  an  Irish  constable 
from  visiting  any  prisoner. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Has  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
been  called  to  the  answer  of  the  Home 
Secretary — namely,  that  Preston,  an 
Irish  constable,  at  the  instance  of  Mr. 
Soames,  as  private  solicitor  for  a  paper 
called  the  Times,  and  acting  under  his 
instructions,  visited  a  particular  pri- 
soner, and  took  his  statement  ?  I  wish 
to  know  how  that  came  to  be,  and  what 
it  is  that  brings  Head  Constable  Pres- 
ton to  London  ? 

Mr,  MATTHEWS  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  mistaken  my  answer.  The  per- 
son I  mentioned  who  came  as  the- 
representative  of  Mr.  Soames  was  a 
visitor  of  Tracy,  and  not  Mullett. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  comes  it 
that  Head  Constable  Preston,  an  Irisb 
constable,  at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Soames,. 
visits  any  prisoner  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  see, 
on  the  face  of  it,  the  ooeency  of  the 
Question.  The  hon.  Qentleman  ought 
to  put  the  Question  on  the  Paper. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  do  not  wish 
to  misunderstand  the  Home  Secretary. 
Do  I  understand  him  to  say  that  tlus- 
constable  visited  Tracy  at  his  (Tracy's) 
own  request  and  desire,  which  is  what 
is  meant  by  the  prison  rules  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  no  infor- 
mation on  that  subject. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN:  Was  the  appU- 
cation  made  by  Mr.  Soames  or  by^ 
Preston,  and  was  Pteston's  interview  in 
the  presence  of  a  warder  or  not  ? 

Mr.  a.  B.  WINTERBOTHAM 
(Gloucester,  Cirencester;:  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  any  private  solicitor, 
practising  in  England,  may  employ  a 
constable  to  visit  a  prisoner  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  evidence  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  application 
to  visit  was  made  by  Mr.  Soames.  In 
regard  to  the  person  whom  the  solicitor 
employed,  solicitors  are  not,  of  course^ 
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entitled  to  the  seryices  of  police  con- 
stables while  they  are  on  duty. 

Mb.  M^GAETAN  :  Did  the  visit  take 
place  in  the  presence  of  a  warder  ? 

Mb.  MATOHEWS:  I  am  not  in- 
formed whether  the  interview  was  in 
the  presence  of  a  warder. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  I  wish  to  know 
whether  you  can  inform  me  that  a 
warrant  or  subpoena  from  the  Special 
Commission  can  produce  Irish  prisoners 
from  the  Irish  gaols  practically  without 
haheoi  carpus  ?  I  wisn  to  know  whether 
we  can  see  these  orders  ?  Are  they  at 
the  Home  Office,  or  at  any  place  where 
inspection  can  be  had,  or  has  Mr. 
Soames  got  them  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  Home 
Office  acts  at  the  request  of  the  Lords 
Justices  of  Ireland.  The  only  informa- 
tion I  have  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
to  inform  me  that  certain  persons  were 
required  to  be  witnesses  in  England, 
and  I  was  requested  to  name  an  officer  to 
receive  them  and  keep  them  in  safe 
custody  while  here. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  there  power 
under  the  Special  Commission  to  issue 
habeas  corpus  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  afraid  I 
must  ask  for  notice  of  that  Question. 
As  I  read  the  Act,  I  think  it  is  clear 
that  the  Special  Commissioners  have  the 
same  powers  as  a  Judge  of  any  of  the 
High  Courts  of  Justice. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
whether  any  officials  of  the  British 
Museum  agreed  to  give  evidence  in  the 
Special  Commission  Court  of  the  genui- 
neness of  the  letters  now  admitted  to  be 
forgeries;  if  so,  who  those  officials 
were ;  upon  what  terms  they  agreed  to 
give  such  evidence ;  and  whether  the 
acceptance  of  such  engagements  was 
compatible  with  their  official  obliga- 
tions? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  The  Treasury  has  no 
information,  nor  have  I,  of  the  circum- 
stances referred  to  in  the  hon.  Member's 
Question ;  but  I  have  learnt  from  the 
authorities  of  the  British  Museum  that 
two  members  of  the  stafiP  were  consulted 
on  behalf  of  the  IHmes  as  experts.  They 
acted,  however,  entirely  in  tbeir  private 
capacity,  and  entirely  in  their  own  time. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  will  call  attention 
to  the  subject  on  the  Vote. 

Sib  W.  HAECOURT  :  I  would  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  on  whose  authority 


Mr.  Robert  Anderson  handed  confiden- 
tial papers  in  his  possession,  in  his  offi- 
cial capacity,  to  a  man  calling  himself 
Le  Caron  (a  witness  for  the  Times  news- 
paper), to  be  taken  away  by  him  and  ex- 
amined and  used  by  Le  Caron  and  Mr. 
Houston  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Mr.  Anderson's 
action  in  the  matter  referred  to  by  the^ 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  without  my 
cognizance;  but,  so  far  as  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  the  circumstances  of  the- 
case,  he  acted  in  accordance  with  what 
was  due  to  the  Special  Commission.  I 
am  informed  that  Mr.  Anderson  has 
been  summoned  as  a  witness  before  the 
Commission,  and  his  evidence  will  no 
doubt  fully  explain  his  conduct. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Did  the  Com- 
mission direct  Mr.  Anderson  to  hand 
over  confidential  papers  to  Le  Caron 
through  Houston  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  No,  Sir.  I  con- 
veyed  nothing  of  the  kind,  and  did  not 
intend  to  say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  Then  he  did 
hand  over  the  papers  without  authority 
from  the  Commission  or  the  Home  Sec- 
retary. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  the  answer  I  gave. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  do 
not  wish  the  Home  Secretary  to  add 
anything.     I  ask  him  to  say  something. 

Mb.  H.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
whether  the  following  words  are  cor- 
rectly reported  in  ''Hansard,"  vol.  329, 
p.  420,  as  used  by  him  in  debate  upon 
the  Pamell  Commission  Bill,  second 
reading,  July  24,  1888  :— 

"That  whole  case  (the  * O'Donnell  v.  Wal- 
ter '  suit)  which  I  opened,  I  was  prepared  to 
prove,  and  if  I  am  counsel  for  the  Timet  again, 
shall  be  prepared  to  prove.  The  evidence  (is) 
available  when  it  is  wanted,  but  I  should  be  un- 
worthy of  my  position  if  I  allowed  myself  to 
use  it  for  any  other  purposes." 

And  whether,  in  his  opening  speech 
in  the  case  of  "  O'Donnell  v.  Walter," 
he  did  not  include  the  foe  simile  letter 
now  proved  to  have  been  a  forgery  ?  I 
will  supplement  that  by  the  following : — 
Whether  he  took  any  steps  to  repudiate 
responsibility  thrust  upon  him  by  his 
client,  Mr.  Walter,  in  the  article  in  the 
Times  of  July  7,  which  stated  that  these 
charges  against  Mr.  Pamell  were  for- 
mulated by  the  head  of  the  English  Bar, 
wbioh  was  a  guarantee    that    in    hia 
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Committee  to  consider  Police  and  Sani- 
tary Regulations. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  J.  T.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire, 
Northwich)  :  I  wish  to  ask,  Sir,  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  libels  contained  in 
'*  Pamellism  and  Crime  "  are  still  being 
sold  at  Messrs.  Smith  and  Son's  book- 
stalls at  railway  stations  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  appeal  to  you, 
Sir,  and  to  the  House,  whether,  whatever 
differences  of  opinio^  exist,  it  is  right 
that  such  a  Question  should  be  asked  of 
me? 

THE  DEBATE  ON  THE  ADDRESS- 
PERSONAL  EXPLANATION- 
MR.  MORLEY. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle)  :  I 
desire,  Sir,  by  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  to  correct  something  which  I 
said  in  the  course  of  my  remarks  on 
Monday  last.  I  was  referring  to  occur- 
rences in  Killarney,  and  which  related 
to  something  affecting  Col.  Turner.  I 
have  this  morning  received  a  letter  from 
Col.  Turner,  which  I  hope  I  shall  be 
allowed   to  read.     It  is  as  follows : — 

•*  Dear  Mr.  Morley,  — You  are  reported  as 
having  said  in  the  House  of  Commons  last 
night  that  I,  from  a  garret  window,  ordered 
the  police  to  charge,  and  that  four  policemen, 
armed,  did  charge  in  a  most  unmerciful  manner, 
using  their  rifles  as  clubs.  As  it  is  absolutely 
without  foundation  that  I  ever  gave  such  an 
order,  directly  or  indirectly,  you  will,  I  have  no 
doubt,  see  the  propriety  of  correcting  your 
statement." 

Of  course,  I  accept  Col.  Turner's  state- 
ment, and  I  regret  that  I  was  misled. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEA.LY  (Longford,  N.) : 
With  reference  to  the  letter  which  has 
just  been  read,  I  wish  to  ask  whether, 
as  every  word  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
can  be  proved,  and  as  Col.  Turner  did 
give  the  order  referred  to,  the  Govern- 
ment will  grant  a  sworn  inquiry  into 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  ? 

The  Question  was  unanswered. 
MOTIONS. 

PnARMACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL . 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  Bill  to 
amend  "The  Pharmacy  Act,  1852,"  "The 
Pharmacy  Act  (1868),"  and  the  **  Pharmacy 
Act  (1868)  Amendment  Act,  1869,"  ordered 
to  be  brought  in   by  Sir  Henry  Koscoe,   Dr. 

Mr.  Jr.  B.  Smith 


Farquharson,    Sir     Tindal    Bobertson,     Mr. 
Craig,  Sir  Trevor   Lawrence,  and  Sir  Guyer 
Hunter. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  143.}' 

SHOPS  (weekly  half- holiday)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Bill  to 
enable  Local  Authorities  to  establish  a  Weekly 
Half- Holiday  for  Shops,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.  Barry,  Mr. 
Burt,  Mr.  Cameron  Corbett,  Sir  Walter  Foster, 
and  Mr.  Whitley. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  144.] 

ORDERS    OF   TRE    BAT. 

ADDRESS    IN   ANSWER   TO  HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST   GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [21st  February  1 — [&ee  page 
41.] 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

In  paragraph  8,  line  4,  to  leave  out  aU  the 
words  after  the  word  **  Country,"  to  the  end 
of  the  paragraph,  in  order  to  insert  the 
words, — "  But  we  humbly  represent  to  Your 
Majesty  that  the  present  system  of  adminis-- 
tration  in  Ireland  is  harsh,  oppressive,  and 
unjust,  that  it  violates  the  rights  and  alienates 
the  affections  of  Your  Majesty's  Irish  Subjects, 
and  is  viewed  with  reprobation  and  aversion 
by  the  people  of  Great  Britain  : 

'•And  we  humbly  represent  to  Your  Ma- 
jesty that  such  measures  of  conciliation  should 
be  adopted  as  may  bring  about  the  content- 
ment of  the  Irish  people^  and  establish  a  real 
union  between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland," — 
{Mr,  John  Morley) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '  <  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVKE  (Bradford, 
C.)  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  had  not  quite  con- 

Mr.   W.    E.    GLADSTONE     (Mid 
Lothian) :  My  first  duty.  Sir,  is  to  thank: 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Long- 
ford for  his  great  courtesy  in  according 
me  an  opportunity  of    addressing  the- 
House  at  this  time  which  I  should  not 
otherwise  have  enjoyed,  and  now.  Sir,  I* 
observe,   in  the  first    place,  there   are 
three  main  issues  raised  for  discussion 
by  the   Amendment    which    has   been 
moved  by  my  right  hon.  Friend.     The 
first  of  them   is   this — that   he    called. 
upon    us  entirely  to   disclaim,    and  as 
strongly  as  possible,  the  present  system 
of  administration  in  Ireland.  The  second 
is  that  he  asserts  this  system  of  admini- 
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stration  to  be  viewed  with  reprobation 
and  aversion  by  the  people  of  Great 
Britain.    The  third  is  that  we  are  asked 
to    represent    to     Her     Majesty    that 
measures    of    conciliation    should     be 
adopted,  meaning,  I  believe,  measures 
of  conciliation  in  the  administration  of 
the     country,    but     undoubtedly    also 
measures    of     legislative    conciliation. 
With  regard  to  the  measures  of  legis- 
lative conciliation  upon  which  I  propose 
to  touch  in  the  first  instance,  I  feel, 
for  my  own  part,  that  perhaps  we  seem 
to  owe  some  apology  to  the  people  of 
Ireland  for  having  allowed  the  great 
questions  connected  with  the  domestic 
government  of  that  country  to  remain 
unnoticed,  or  without,  at  any  rate,  any 
definitive  notice  in  Parliament  during 
the  whole  of  the  existence  of  the  present 
House  of  Commons.     The  reasons  of 
this  reticence  and  abstention  I  take  to 
have  been  these — in  the  first  place  a  re- 
markable   self-denial    on   the  part  of 
those    who  are  known    as    Nationalist 
Members  representing  Ireland  ;  and  in 
the  second  place  a  very  g^eat  desire  on 
the  part  of  those  who  are  representa- 
tives of  the  British  people  to  make  pro- 
gress in  British  leg^lation ;  and  in  the 
third  place  I  cannot  omit  to  state,  as  that 
without    which    the   previous  motives 
might  perhaps  have  been  insufficient, 
that  we  are  tolerably  well  satisfied  with 
the  progress  which,  without  Motions  in 
this  House,  the  question  has  made  in 
the     opinions    and     favour     of     the 
country.      But    now.     Sir,     we    have 
been   told    in   a    speech    of   consider- 
able   authority    that    my    right    hon. 
Friend  has  been  altogether  wrong  in 
assailing    the    administration    of    the 
Government  in   Ireland,  and  that  our 
duty  was  to  have  propounded  the  legis- 
lative measures  which  we  deem  necessary 
for  the  welfare  of  the  country,  including, 
of  course,  in  the  first  place  the  measure 
we  should  desire  to  see  adopted  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  to  that  country  con- 
trol of  its  own  domestic  affairs.     This  is 
the  claim  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham.     I  shall 
endeavour  to  examine  the  validity  and 
equity  of  that  claim,  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  if  we  had  taken  that  course, 
undoubtedly  the  effect  must  have  been 
to  draw  attention  away  from  the  very 
facts  we  wish  to  bring  into  prominent 
notice  in  connection  with  the  present 
Government  of  Ireland ;  and,  likewise,  it 


must  have  been  to  afford  the  broadest 
grounds  for  an  immediate  appeal  to  the 
majority,  to  this  effect — "You  are  simply 
discussing  the  question  of  Home  Bule 
in  Ireland,  which  you  were  sent  to  this 
Parliament  to  oppose."    But,  Sir,  the 
Amendment  moved  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  referring  to  measures  of  legis- 
lation, proceeds  upon    the    basis    that 
measures  of    legislation  were,   at    the 
General    Election,    countenanced    and 
promised,  not  only  ^  y  us,  but  by  those 
who   are    now  the    Government,    and 
by    those    who     are    now    the    most 
effective  supporters  of  the  G^verment. 
Why  have  not  they  brought   forward 
these  measures?    Our  contention  was 
that  all  those  promises  which  were  given 
would  vanish  into  thin  air,  and  that  con- 
tention has  been  miserably  fulfilled,  in 
no  case  more  conspicuously  than  in  that 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham.     The  eounter  con- 
tention which  carried  the  country  and 
incapacitated  us  from  the  direction  of 
affairs — the  counter  contention  was  that 
those  who  opposed  the  grant  of  Home 
Rule  as  a  thing  dangerous  to  the  supre- 
macy of  the  Empire  were  prepared  for 
the  extension  of  local  liberties  in  Ire- 
land, and  for  that  extension  in  such 
terms  and  to  such  an  extent  as  did  un- 
doubtedly raise  very  seriously  for  our 
consideration  whether,  when  such  mea- 
sures were  proposed,  though  they  might 
fall  short  of  what  we  believed  to  be  re- 
quisite, yet  we  ought  not  thankfully  to 
accept  them  as  an  instalment,  at  any 
rate,   of  justice,  and   as    fraught   with 
partial   advantage  to  the  Irish  people. 
That,  Sir,  is  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  that 
is  the  question  which  has  been,  I  will 
not  say  evaded — it  is  not  evaded — but 
treated  in  a  peculiar  manner,  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham.    Now,  Sir,  what  said  he  upon 
this  subject  ?    Our  Amendment  is  an 
invitation  for  the  production  of  those 
measures  which   were  postponed  from 

1886  to  1887,  which  were  postponed  from 

1887  to  1888,  which  were  postponed 
from  1888  to  1889,  and  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  are 
now  again  postponed  from  1889  to  1890. 
Well,  Sir,  some  of  the  more  courageous 
among  that  band  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  belongs  occasionally  wind 
up  their  courage  to  so  high  a  point  that 
they  say  that  measures  of  Local  Govem- 
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ment  and  privilege  for  Ireland  ought 
not  to  be  indefinitely  postponed.  My 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees the  other  night,  being  in  a 
▼aliant  mood,  he,  too,  I  think,  declared 
that  those  measures  should  not  be  inde- 
finitely postponed.  Let  me  do  justice  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Padding- 
ton,  who  said  they  ought  not  to  be  post- 
poned at  all,  but  that  they  ought  to  have 
accompanied  the  harsh  and  severe  legisla- 
tion ag^nstLrelandyou  have  introduced. 
But,  passing  from  that  just  tribute  to 
the  noble  Lord,  let  me  ask  what  is  the 
meaning  of  ''  indefinitely  postponed  "  ? 
Evidently  it  is  a  phrase  of  considerable 
elasticity.  It  has  already  done  such 
good  service  that  it  has  postponed 
to  the  year  1890  everything  in  the 
nature  of  privilege  to  Ireland,  every- 
thing in  the  direction  of  self-govern- 
ment. Well,  Sir,  it  is  not  for  me 
to  interpret  that  phrase,  but  I  iLm 
shrewdly  inclined  to  suspect  that  the 
meaning  of  it  is  that  this  Parliament 
has  nothing  to  do  with  such  measures, 
but  that  in  a  future  Parliament  possibly 
those  gentlemen  who  term  themselves 
Liberal  Unionists  may  be  inclined  seri- 
ously to  consider  them.  Well,  Sir,  the 
present  votes  of  that  portion  of  the 
House  of  Commons  are  matters  of  ex- 
treme interest  and  importance.  We  have 
looked  for  them  with  the  utmost  anxiety ; 
we  admit  the  vast  effect  that  they  have 
produced;  we  recognize  the  fact  that 
they  are  the  true  pillars,  the  only 
effectual  mainstay  of  the  present  policy ; 
and,  therefore,  recognizing  their  power, 
we  pay  them  the  compliment  which  is 
their  due.  But  that  is  with  regard  to 
the  importance  of  the  votes  that  they 
grive  and  the  influence  which  they  exer- 
cise in  the  present  Parliament.  With 
regard  to  their  votes  in  the  next  Parlia- 
ment— I  do  not  speak  of  anyone  in 
particular,  and  least  of  all  do  I  speak 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Birmingham ;  but  speaking  of 
that  body  of  70  Gentlemen  who  now 
convert  the  Tory  minority  into  a  large 
majority  of  the  House,  and  secure 
the  charter  of  that  Government — with 
respect  to  that  body  of  Gentlemen,  I 
no  ust  own  that,  whether  it  be  owing  to 
the  obtusity  of  my  perceptions  or  not,  I 
reprard  the  manner  in  which  they  will 
vote  in  the  next  Parliament  as  a  question 
of  the  smallest  possible  importance.  I 
come  to  the  argument  of  my  right  hon. 

Mr,  jr.  E.  Gladstone 


Friend,  who  faced  this  question  about 
the  promises  of  legislation  that  have 
been  made,  and  g^ve  the  reason  which, 
in  his  judgment,  had  set  aside  the  force 
of  those  promises,  and  his  reason  was 
this — that  the  agitation  in  Ireland  had 
been  resolved  upon  with  a  view  of  making 
the  government  of  Ireland  impossible. 
With  regard  to  making  the  government 
of  Ireland  impossible,  we  are  told 
that  the  government  of  Ireland  has 
been  splendidly  and  remarkably  suc- 
cessful, and  there  appears  to  the 
ordinary  understanding  to  be  some 
difficulty  in  reconciling  those  contending 
phrases.  The  meaning,  however,  I  take 
to  be,  when  we  part  from  rhetorical 
phrases,  that  there  was  an  intention  to 
place  difficulties  in  the  way,  and  to  raise 
excitement  in  Ireland,  which  would 
render  the  task  of  goTcming  that  country 
more  arduous  than  it  need  otherwise 
have  been.  Now,  what  have  those  diffi- 
culties been  ?  I  admit  that  there  have 
been  difficulties  pleu;ed  in  the  way ;  I 
do  not  doubt  it  for  a  moment ;  but  what 
have  those  difficulties  been  ?  Difficultiee 
in  connection  with  the  question  of  Irish 
land.  And  who  has  placed  those  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  ?  No  one  more  than 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  Let  my  asser- 
tion be  tested  as  I  am  endeavouring  to 
test  his.  In  1886  the  Parliament  met 
under  the  auspices  of  the  present 
Gt)vemment.  The  land  difficulty  in 
Ireland  was  then  fully  before  us.  A 
large  number  of  rents  were  known  to 
be  impossible  to  pay,  and  in  order  to 
meet  that  difficulty  every  suggestion  was 
made  on  this  side  of  tiie  House.  The 
Government  were  implored  by  so  humble 
a  person  as  myself  to  take  the  very 
moderate  measure — I  might  say  the  al- 
most insignificantly  small  measure— of 
introducing  a  Bill  to  give  time  for  the 
payment  of  those  rents  until  the  inquiries 
of  the  Commission  should  be  concluded. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cork  went  boldly  to  the  front  and  to  the 
root  of  the  evil,  and  proposed  a  BUI 
for  the  very  purpose  of  removing  this 
great  land  difficulty  and  meeting  the 
case  of  vast  numbers  of  tenants  known 
and  admitted  to  be  unable  to  pay  their 
actual  rents.  What  was  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government  ?  What  was 
the  course  taken  by  my  noble  Friend 
who  has  just  entered  (Lord  Harting^n), 
and  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  beside 
him  (Mr.  Chamberlain).     It  was  this — 
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to  refuse  to  take  any  measure  whateTer, 
and  to  oppose  and  throw  out  on  the 
second  reading  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork.  They,  there- 
fore, were  the  creators  of  the  land  diffi- 
culty, and  if  the  government  of  Ireland 
has  been  rendered  impossible,  it  was  by 
their  action  that  that  impossibility  was 
created.  So  much  for  the  temporary 
difficulty  arising  out  of  the  crisis  of 
1886.  But  then  there  was  the  Land 
Question.  Who  is  it  that  has  neglected 
the  Land  Question  ?  Were  impediments 
placed  in  the  way  of  the  Government  in 
that  great  undertaking?  On  the  con- 
trary, I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  when  I  state  my  clear  remem- 
brance that  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  of  1888  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  spoke  to  this  efiPect — 

'*  You  are  in  the  habit  of  saying  that  the  Irish 
Question  is  the  Land  Question  ;  that  there  is  no 
national  question  of  serious  moment  apart  from 
the  Land  Question.  Then  settle  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, and  test  your  own  doctrine  and  your  own 
declarations,  and  when  the  Land  Question  is 
settled,  then  the  national  question  will  dwindle 
into  insignificance.*' 

Every  effort  was  used  to  induce  the 
Government  to  settle  that  question. 
They  made  no  effort  whatever,  and  it 
is  under  those  circumstances  and  when 
the  difficulty  of  the  present  distress 
was  met  by  an  actual  proposal  from  the 
Irish  Members  and  when  the  whole  of 
this  side  of  the  House,  the  whole  at 
least  of  the  Liberal  Members  on  this 
side,  urged  the  Government  to  settle 
the  Land  Question,  when  the  Govern- 
ment themselves  have  done  nothing 
except  what  is  admitted  does  not  settle 
the  Land  Question,  and  when  they  have 
taken  no  measure  to  effect  that  settle- 
ment, and  when  they  have  actually 
refused  to  entertain  proposals  to  deal 
with  the  distress  of  1886,  then  it  is  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  thinks  it  equitable, 
rational,  and  just  to  charge  upon  the 
Irish  Members  that  they,  forsooth, 
have  created  the  difficulty  of  governing 
Ireland.  No,  Sir;  it  was  created  by 
those  who,  when  the  facts  of  the  dis- 
tress of  1886  were  patent  and  clear, 
obstinately  refused  to  deal  with  them. 
Of  coarse  that  refusal  was  followed  by 
the  Plan  of  Campaign.  Yes,  of  course ; 
the  Plan  of  Campaign  was  the  direct 
and  necessary  offspring.  I  have  never 
▼indicated  it,  or  vindicated  breach  of 
the  law  in  any  shape  or  form  whatever, 
but  I  have  said  this,  and  will  say  it 


again,   that  there   are  many  cases  in 
which  the  law-makers    are    far   more 
responsible  and   far  more   guilty  than 
the  law-breakers,   and   this    is  one  of 
them.      From  the  evidence  I    possess, 
more  good  than  evil,  more  peace  than 
disturbance,   and    greatly    more,    have 
followed  from  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
But,  whether  that  be  correct  or  not,  if 
the   Plan   of  Campaign  has    been  the 
unmixed  mischief  which  you  describe  it 
to  have  been,  it  is  the  majority  of  this 
House,  and  especially  it  is  those  on  this 
side  of  the  House  who   make  up  that 
majority,  that  are  responsible  for  that 
Plan,    because,   when    the    facts   were 
patent  and  the   proposal   was  pressed 
upon    them,    they    obstinately   refused 
either    to  legislate    themselves    or    to 
allow   others  to   legislate.      And  what 
does  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for   West  Birmingham   do  now?    He 
says,  in  very  conciliatory  tones,  that  he 
is  most  anxious  for  the  settlement  of 
the  Land  Question.     Well,  Sir,  when  I 
heard  my  right  hon.  Friend  say  that,  I 
anticipated  with  the  utmost  confidence 
what  his  next  sentence  must  necessarily 
be,  that  it  could  only  be  a  fervid  appeal 
to     Her     Majesty's     Government — to 
point     out    the    splendid    position    in 
which     they     stand ;     to     point     out 
that   they    have    a    majority    in    this 
House  which  still  is  a  large  majority : 
that  they  have  a  minority  in  the  House 
most  anxious  to  promote  the  settlement 
of  the  Land  Question ;  and  therefore  I 
considered  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
must  necessarily  in  his  next  sentence 
apply  to  those  who  in  the  first  place 
possess  the  indispensable  condition  of 
official  information,  and  who,   in    the 
next    place,   possess  the  indescribable 
pleasure  of  the  confidence  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend.    My  astonishment  rose,  I 
must  say,  to  the  very  highest  point  when 
my  right  hon.  Friend  turned  pointedly 
to  me,  and  exhorted  me,  forsooth !  re- 
presenting what  he  often  calls  a  discom- 
fited and  discredited  minority ;  me,  for- 
sooth !  divested  of  all  opportunities  of 
information  which  are  absolutely  neces- 
sary for  a  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion ;  me,  forsooth !  to  make  this  effort. 
I  began  to  think — Am  I,  then,  the  per- 
son who  is  so  happy  as  to  possess  the 
political  confidence  of  my  right   hon. 
Friend  ?    I  think.  Sir,   I  have  shown 
that  the  responsibility  lor  the  land  diffi- 
culties  in  Ireland,  and  the  agitation 
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connected  with  them,  does  not  lie  with 
the  men  who  made  the  first,  and  the 
most  strenuonSy  and  the  most  eager 
efforts  to  dispose  of  that  difficulty  in 
1886  when  it  might  have  been  averted ; 
that  the  responsibility  of  an  unsettled 
Land  Question  necessarily  lies  with  the 
majority  of  this  House,  especially  in  the 
ease  where  that  majority  would  have  had 
the  willing  assistance  of  the  minority  to 
attain  its  object.  Well,  Sir,  but  pray 
recollect  that  this  interposition  of  the 
difficulty  in  Ireland,  this  making  the 
government  of  Ireland  impossible,  is  the 
whole  and  the  sole  plea  under  cover  of 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  and  those 
who  act  with  him  have  retreated  from 
every  pledge  that  they  have  made. 
This  is  their  plea,  the  shallow  plea,  the 
paltiT  plea,  the  untrue  plea,  the  plea 
which  is  the  direct  reverse  of  the  fact 
that  the  difficulties  of  the  Government 
in  Ireland  have  been  created  by  a 
majority,  and  the  efforts  of  the  minority 
to  meet  the  case  have  been  defeated  by 
the  majority.  These  are  the  circum- 
stances under  which  all  those  brilliant 
and  copious  promises  have  been  dis- 
persed and  dissipated.  My  right  hon. 
fViend  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  who  is  him- 
self, I  think,  the  most  prolific  parent  of 
one  scheme  after  another,  has  around 
him  the  greatest  multitude  of  these 
shattered  and  ruined  promises,  all  of 
which,  perhaps,  some  day  he  will  have 

Eickod  off  from  the  ground  and  cast  into 
is  waste  paper  basket.  When  I  think 
of  that  case,  of  the  engagements  imder- 
takenin  regard  to  Ireland  in  1886  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  the  Home  Eule 
policy  and  the  Home  Eule  Ministry,  and 
of  the  manner  in  which  those  engage- 
ments have  been  disregarded  and 
trampled  wantonly  under  foot,  I  recol- 
lect that  there  is  a  place  which  is  said 
to  be  paved  with  good  intentions.  It 
occurs  to  my  mind  that  if  at  any  time, 
in  repairing  the  pavement  of  that  place, 
a  deficiency  in  the  supply  of  these  good 
intentions  should  be  felt,  they  can  fill 
the  place  and  make  up  the  deficiency 
with  broken  Irish  promises,  of  which  the 
supply  will  be  inexhaustible,  and  of 
which  the  material  will  do  just  as  well. 
Now,  this  Amendment  is  an  invitation  to 
the  majority  of  this  House  to  produce 
their  legislation.  It  is  an  implied  pledge 
that  this  legislation  if  produced,  though 
we  may  think  it  insufficient,  will  have 
our  fair  and  candid  consideration.    But 
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it  is  also  an  invitation  which,  if  dis- 
regarded, will  tend  still  further  to  ex- 
pose in  the  eyes  of  the  country  the  utter 
hollowness  and  the  utter  shallowness  of 
the  pretexts  which  have  been  set  up,  and 
the  real  defcermination  of  those  who  con- 
stitute the  present  majority — on  which- 
ever side  of  the  House  they  sit — ^to  do 
nothing  in  redemption  of  the  pledges 
which  have  been  made  by  the  majority, 
and  the  pledges  which  gave  to  them  the 
control  of  the  destinies  of  Ireland.  Now 
I  must  take  a  brief  notice — and  it  shall 
only  be  a  brief  notice — of  the  seoond 
point  raised  in  the  Resolution.    That  is 
to  say,  we  assume  the  responsibility  of 
decluing,  and  of  inviting  the  House  to 
declare,  that  this  policy  which  now  pre- 
vails is  viewed  with  reprobation  and 
aversion  by  the  people  of  Great  Britain. 
My  right  hon.   Friend  contested  this 
proposition,  and  gave  us  his  own  opinion 
of  the  views  of  the  people  of  Ghreat 
Britain,    tested,    as    he    said,    by  the 
moderate  diminution  which  has  taken 
place      in      the     numbers      of      the 
majority     now     ruling     the      House 
since     the    General    Election.      That 
majority,  which  stood  originally,  I  be- 
lieve by  confession,  at  117,  now  stands 
at  93 ;  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  con- 
siders that  so    satisfactory  a    state  of 
things  that  he  says  he  is  not  aware  of 
any  occasion  on  which  a  Government — I 
think  he  said  a  Gt)vernment,  but  I  am 
not  sure  whether  he  did  not  mean  a 
Government  with  which  he  has  been 
connected — has  suffered  so  little  in  the 
period — namely,    two-and-a-half  years. 
WeU,  Sir,  I    differ    entirely  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend.   I  think  that  that  is  a 
serious  diminution  in  the  majority.  But 
the  importance  or  the  non-importance  of 
that    oiminution    is  not  tested  by  the 
figures  themselves.      Ninety-three  is  a 
very  large  majority.      It  may  prove  to 
be  perfectly  adequate    to    sustain  the 
fortunes  of  the  Government  for  a  con- 
siderable time  yet  to  come.     But  my 
right  hon.   Friend  says    that   the   by- 
elections,  as  they  are  called,  afford  no 
real  or  substantial  key  to  the  opinions  of 
the    country.       What    can    these  by- 
elections  mean?    How  far  have  they 
gone  ?    This  I  believe  to  be  entirely  in- 
disputable.   Since  the  end  of  August, 
1886,     60     constituencies     have     pro- 
nounced their  judgment  upon  the  polipy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,    either 
once  or  more  than  once.  In  cases  wherq 
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^hey  have  pronounced  more  than  once, 
such  as  Bumlej,   the  seat  which  was 
won  against  a  Liberal  in  1886,  was  won 
bj  a  Liberal  within  the  last  few  days. 
But  I  entreat  the  House  to    listen  to 
what  is  a  very  simple  and,  I  belieye,  a 
perfectly   clear   and  undeniable   state- 
ment.   I,  in  this  statement,  divide  the 
House  entirely  as  Home    Bulers    and 
anti-Home  Eulers,  as  being  clearly  the 
most  convenient  method  of  distinction. 
In  1 886  these  60  constituencies  returned 
23    Home    Eulers  and  37   anti-Home 
Rulers.      These  60  constituencies  now 
return  30    of   each.      My    right  hon. 
Friend  says  that  this  is  a  very  insignifi- 
cant change.     The  proportion  of  37  to 
23,  according  to  the  arithmetic  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  differs  only  imma- 
terially from  the  proportion  of  30  to  30. 
But  the  fact  which  the  House  ought  to 
observe  is  this — that  the  choice  of -these 
constituencies  depends,  in  some  degree, 
upon  the  impartiality  of    pale    death, 
who  knocks  with  equal  foot  at  the  door 
of  the  cottage  and  upon  the  fortresses  of 
kings;    but  it  depends  also,  in  some 
degree,  upon  the  choice  of  Government. 
This  choice  hfis,  no  doubt,   under  the 
direction    and    advice    of   the    highly 
esteemed  Gentleman  who  directs    that 
department  of  the  affairs  of  the  Gt)vevn- 
ment,    been    judiciously    made;    but 
I    want    to    point    out  'by    indisput- 
able   facts     that    these     60    constitu- 
encies form    a    sample  of  the  House 
of     Commons     not      insufficient      in 
quantity  and  in  quality,   most  unduly 
favourable  to    Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.    Th«ey    are    not   insufficient  in 
quantity,  because  the  amount  is  one- 
eleventh  part  of  the  entire  constituencies 
of  the  country.      But  in  quality,    how 
stand  they  ?    They  returned,  being  an 
eleventh  part    of  the    constituency,  in 
1886  a  majority  of  14  for  the  Govern- 
ment.    Had  the  whole  country  been  of 
the  same  complexion  it  would  have  re- 
turned   a    majority,   on    11    times  the 
number  of  constituencies,  11  times  as 
large — that  is  to  say,  that  the  majority 
of  117  would,  if  these  constituencies  had 
been  a  fair  sample  of  the  whole,   have 
l>een  154.    i  do  not  think  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  will  pick  a  hole  in  that 
arithmetic ;  and  if  they  would  like  one 
other    indication  I   will    give  them  it. 
What  was  the  representation  of  these 
constituencies  in  1885  ?  In  those  happy 
•days  we  Liberals  were  all  of  one  mind ; 


and  I  am  going  to  put  with  the  liberals, 
for  the    purposes  of  this  computation, 
the  Lrish  Nationalists  of  that  day,  who, 
unhappily,  were  not  altogether  at  the 
moment  ef  the  election  in  the  same  way 
as  ourselves.    They  had  been  offered 
such  inducements,  such  marks  of  con- 
fidence, from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
and  especially  from  their  most  distin- 
guished   Leaders,  that  they  were    for 
a  moment  seduced    by   these  favours, 
which  are  not,  I  think,  very  likely  to 
be  at  present  or  for  a  very  long  time 
renew^.    Well,  here  is  a  singular  fact, 
and  I  speak  of  these  constituencies  and 
of  no  other.     What  did  these  constitu- 
encies do  in  1885?    After  the  General 
Election  of  1885  there  were  250  Tories 
in    the    House,   and    there    were   420 
Gentlemen  who  were  not  Tories;  and 
yet  these  60  constituencies  returned  in 
1885   S3  Tories,  whereas  of   Liberals, 
Dissentient  Liberals,  and  Home  Rulers 
they  returned  only  27.     I  think  I  have 
made  good  my  statement  that,  if  it  be 
irue  that  tiliese  by-elections  are  a  very 
imperfect  indication  of  the  sense  of  the 
country,  the  reason  of  their  being  im- 
•perfect  in  these  60  constituencies  is  that 
tiiey  would,  if  taken  alone,   have  re- 
turned a  most  striking  answer,  yet  not 
one  ikearly  so  striking  or  nearly  so  con- 
demnatory of  the  Irish  policy    of  the 
present  Government,  as  the  whole  coun- 
try would,  if  it  had  the  opportunity  of 
doing  it.     Well,  now,  we  are  told  of  a 
great  improvement  in  Ireland,  and  we 
all,  in  our  own  way,  rejoice  in  that  im- 
provement.    I  must  own  myself  rather 
surprised  when  I  find  that  the  increase 
of  agpricultural  values  is  coolly  set  down 
to  the  credit  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.     Undoubtedly    in    1886,    when 
there  was  a  tremendous  depression  of 
those  values,  I  am  not  aware  that  any- 
one set   down   the  depression    to    the 
discredit    of    the    Tory    Government. 
I  push  lightly  aside  the  preposterous 
pretensions  that  are  now  founded  on 
this    increase    in    agricultural    values, 
including  railway  traffic,  which  of  course 
in  Ireland  depends  mainly  upon  agri- 
culture.    Doubtless  there  is  another  im- 
provement in  Ireland  of  which  we  may 
well    congratulate    ourselves — an    im- 
provement with  regard  to  crime.     But 
as  to  that  crime  I  shall  have  presently 
to  draw  a  distinction.    There  is  unques- 
tionably an  improvement,  and  a  g^at 
improvement,  with  regard  to  the  sub- 
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stantial  crime,  with  regard  to  the 
atrocious  crime,  and  with  regard  to  the 
crime  generally  menacing  to  society. 
You  say  it  is  consequence  of  Coercion. 
Of  that  we  shall  have  more  to  say  by 
and  by,  but  I  wish  now  to  express  my 
firm  conviction  that  it  is  directly  the 
reverse.  It  is  a  consequence  of  the 
efforts  made  by  those  in  whom  the  Irish 
people  have  confidence  that  they  have 
abstained  from  crime ;  it  is  a  consequence 
of  the  hope  and  confidence  definitely  and 
confidently  reposed — perhaps  for  the 
first  time — in  the  people  of  Great 
Britain.  This  is  a  matter  which  re- 
mains for  argument,  and  I  shall 
endeavour  by  -  and  -  bye  to  throw 
farther  light  upon  it.  In  the  mean- 
time I  want  to  say  that  here,  as 
upon  all  occasions,  we  suffer,  and  suffer 
most  seriously,  from  the  apparent  re- 
luctance of  the  Government  to  supply 
us,  and  above  all  to  supply  us  in  time, 
with  information  exhibiting  the  real 
state  of  things  in  Ireland.  Crime  shows, 
apparently,  a  large  diminution.  I  de- 
duct threatening  letters,  because  it  is 
better  to  do  so  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
at  the  heart  of  the  case,  and  then  I  find 
that  in  1886  there  were  512  reported 
agrarian  crimes  in  Irelemd ;  in  1887  there 
were  469  ;  and  in  1888  there  were  386. 
Now  arises  the  question  what  has  this 
so-called  Crimes  Act,  an  Act  called  the 
Crimes  Act  because  it  really  had  nothing 
to  do  with  crime  —  what  has  the  so- 
called  Crimes  Act  to  do  with  this  de- 
crease of  crime  ?  Looking  over  the  re- 
ports of  these  agrarian  charges,  you 
will  find  there  are  20  columns  of  re- 
ports, and  there  are  but  three  of  these 
columns  that  are  in  the  slightest  degree 
within  the  purview  of  the  so-called 
Crimes  Act.  It  has  nothing  to  do 
judicially  and  legally  with  crime 
except  in  a  few  particulars.  What  are 
those  particulars?  As  far  as  I  can 
make  out,  there  are  only  three  cate- 
gories of  agrarian  crime  upon  which  the 
Crimes  Act  can  be  brought  to  bear. 
These  are  intimidation,  riot,  and  forcible 
possession.  The  crimes  of  these  de- 
scriptions numbered  1 22  in  1 886  and  69 
in  1888.  I  want  to  know  what  has  be- 
come of  all  those  crimes  which  have  been 
shifted  out  of  the  higher  Courts  imder 
the  machinery  of  the  Crimes  Act,  and 
which  are  now  dealt  with  under  that 
Act  as  matters  of  summary  jurisdiction  ? 
Can  the  Government  give  me  this  assur- 
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ance — that  every  case  of  intimidation^ 
every  oase  of  riot,  and  every  case  of 
forcible  possession  which  is  included  in 
the  Betums  under  the  Crimes  Act  is  also 
included  in  the  Agrarian  Beturns  ?    If 
they  cannot,  it  is  evident  that  we  are 
open  to  this  danger — that  a  multitude 
of  cases  which  would  have  appeared, 
and    which    ordinarily    do    appear,  in 
Agrarian  Beturns,  have  been  removed 
from  our  notice,    our  privity,   and  our 
investigation    by     being    disposed    of 
by     way     of     summary     jurisdiction 
before      the      Besident      Magistrates. 
We  heard  yesterday  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.   A.    J.   Balfour)   that 
there  were  in  1888   137  convictions  for 
intimidation,    164  for  riot,  and  50  for 
forcible  possession,  making  in  all  351. 
But  the  whole  Beturn  of  agrarian  offences 
under  these  three  heads  was  in  1886r 
only  122.     We  are  aware  that  the  num- 
ber of  cases  reported  will  probably  be^ 
smaller  than  tne  number  of  convictions 
named  to  us  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, because  more  than  one  person  may 
have  been  engaged  in  a  number   of 
cases,   but,  primd  facie   and  until  the 
matter  is  explained,  we  have  no  evidence 
at  all  in  these  Betums  of  any  decreaso 
in  crime  in  regard  to  crimes  with  whioL 
the  Crimes  Act  deals.    The  decrease  is 
in    crime     outside    the    Crimes    Act;, 
and  apparently,    as    far    as    the    evi- 
dence goes,  in  those  descriptions  which 
are    touched    by    the    Crimes    Act — 
intimidation,  riot,  and  forcible  possession 
— there  has  not  been  a  decrease,  but 
there  has  probably  been  even  an  increase 
of  crime.     Be  that  as  it  may,  the  satis- 
faction with  which  we  admit  a  decrease- 
of  the  more  serious  crime  is  an  unquali* 
fied  satisfaction,  and  we  adhere  with 
firmness  to  our  belief  as  to  what  is  the- 
cause  of  it.    It  is  said  by  my  right  hon» 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  that  this  aspect 
of  the  case  is  altogether  too  thin  and  too 
small— that  the  field  opened  up  by  the 
Amendment    is    too  narrow.      Is   that 
really  the  case  ?   What  do  we  challenge  T 
We  challenge,  on  the  part  of  the  Gt>Tem- 
ment,    the    total    abandonment,    and^ 
virtually,   the    total  prohibition  of  all 
attempts    at    measures    on    behalf    o£ 
the    local    liberties    of  Ireland.      We 
challenge    the  Coercion   Act,    as   welL 
as    the    administration    of   that    Act» 
We  challenge  it  upon  the  old  groundsi. 
confirmed,  strengthened,  and  enlarged 
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by  what  is  daily  taking  place.  We 
challenge  it  as  condemned  by  the  peo- 
ple; we  challenge  it  as  introduced  for 
the  first  time  in  defiance  of  the  Irish 
protest  that  there  was  not  what  may 
be  called  a  surfeit  of  agrarian  crime. 
There  is  no  instance  on  record  of  the 
introduction  of  such  a  measure  in  defi- 
ance of  Irish  protest,  at  any  period 
known  to  me  in  our  history,  without  a 
surfeit  of  agrarian  crime ;  and  small  as 
is  my  faith,  derived  from  experience,  in 
the  coercive  system,  I  recognize  the 
broad  and  vital  distinction  whieh  would 
be  established  by  the  presence  or  ab- 
sence of  such  a  state  of  things.  And, 
further,  we  challenge  this  Act  as  being  in 
this  respect  entirely  a  new-fangled  Act 
aimed  not  at  crime  at  all,  but  aimed  at 
combination — at  combination  which  is 
the  only  weapon  in  the  hands  of  the 
poor  for  adjusting  their  grievances,  at 
combination  which  is  expressly  protected 
and  sanctioned  by  the  law  of  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales.  That  is  a  broad 
challenge.  We  challenge,  perhaps 
most  of  all,  the  doctrine  laid  down  by 
the  Government  and  frankly  avowed  by 
the  Irish  Secretary,  but  which  is  avowed 
by  none  of  those  near  me,  that  Ireland 
is  best  governed  by  Coercion— of  course, 
I  do  not  mean  for  all  time  or  for  all 
eternity — but    that     Ireland     is    best 

fovemed  by  Coercion  now.  I  have  no 
oubt  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  cherishes  a  hope  that  there  will 
be  some  period  between  this  time  and 
the  Day  of  Judgment  when  the  Coercion 
Act  may  be  repealed ;  but  for  actual 
Ireland,  Ireland  as  she  is,  he  frankly 
avows  that  Coercion  is  the  proper  mode 
of  government.  And  his  distinct  avowal 
is  not  to  be  cancelled  by  a  shake  of  the 
head.  He  told  us  that  Local  Govern- 
ment is  an  excellent  thing  when  people 
are  prepared  for  it ;  and  the  withholding 
of  Local  Government  I  call  Coercion. 
Thi&  I  call  part  of  the  system  of  Coercion 
— not  the  most  direct  and  vital  part,  but 
a  serious  and  important  part  of  it.  We 
are  told  in  the  Queen's  Speech  that  co- 
ercive measures  have  improved  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  and  therefore  Ireland 
is  to  be  governed  by  them.  These  are 
the  propositions  which  we  challenge, 
and  I  think  they  are  broad  enough,  if 
not  for  the  capacious  minds  of  the  Dis- 
sentient Liberals,  at  any  rate  for  the 
limited  faculties  of  ordinary  mortals 
such  as  the  discomfited  and  discredited 


Party  who  now  occupy  these  benches. 
We  are  told  in  bland  and  soothing 
tones  that  perhaps  we  have  got  a  case 
for  inquiry.  I  have  here  a  report  of  a 
speech  made  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr. 
Courtney)  so  long  ago  as  October,  1887. 
He,  as  an  upright  man,  was  shocked  at 
the  facts  disclosed  about  Mitchelstown, 
but  he  took  no  heed  of  the  circumstance 
that  everything  that  had  been  done  by 
the  authorities  at  Mitchelstown  was 
defended  and  glorified  in  by  the 
Government.  He  took  no  heed  of  that, 
as  he  takes  no  heed  now  of  the  language 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  all  their 
worst  acts  which  we  charged  upon  the 
Administration  in  Ireland.  But  still 
he  was  shocked  at  the  facts,  and  said 
there  ought  to  be  inquiry.  He  said — 
"There  must  be  inquiry,  and  I  may 
go  a  little  further,  and  promise  you  that 
there  shall  be  inquiry.^'     That  was  the 

Eromise  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  and 
e  is  a  man  of  his  word ;  there  is  no 
more  sincere  and  upright  man  ;  but  the- 
most  sincere,  upright,  and  courageous 
man  cannot  for  a  moment  contend 
against  the  limitations  and  fetters  of  the 
position  he  has  chosen  for  himself. 
What  is  the  use  of  saying  that  there 
ought  to  be  inquiry,  of  saying  that 
there  must  be  inquiry,  and  of  saying 
that  there  shall  be  inquiry,  when  you 
know  that  so  often  as  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment choose  to  say,  *'  It  is  a  question  of 
our  holding  office  to  maintain  the  Union, 
or  of  letting  in  others  to  relax  the 
Union,"  as  they  call  it,  there  is 
no  choice?  I  am  very  glad  my 
hon.  Friend  shakes  his  head 
and  so  does  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
But  I  must  ask  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Chairman  of  Committees,  who  is  so 
admirably  placed,  and  has  such  great 
influence  from  his  character  for  impar- 
tiality, why,  having  promised  his  con- 
stituents that  inquiry  there  should  be, 
he  did  not  move  for  such  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  I  certainly  made  the  declaration 
quoted  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
made  it  with  the  fullest  confidence  that 
he  would  move  for  such  inquiry.  It 
appeared  to  me  at  the  time  and  it  appears 
to  me  still  that  that  would  be  the  logical 
and  Parliamentary  consequence  of  the- 
action  he  has  taken.  If  he  or  anyone 
sitting  beside  him  had  made  that  Motion 
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I  ahoold  ha?e  Toted  for  it ;  and  if  any 
right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  had 
resisted  it  by  saying  it  was  a  question  of 
the  Union,  I  should  have  laughed  in  his 
faoe. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  My  right  hon. 
Priend,  it  appears,  makes  a  promise  on 
my  behalf.  Me  says  he  made  this  state- 
ment in  the  belief  that  I  would  bring 
forward  such  a  Motion,  and,  believing 
that  I  would*  do  it,  he  entered  into  this 
promise  with  his  constituents.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  is  an  able,  a  prudent,  and 
experienced  man,  and  he  had  no  doubt  of 
our  action.  But  you  will  observe  on 
this  and  questions  such  as  theee  that 
when  a  question  arises  as  to  which  these 
Gentlemen  are  deeply  committed,  some 
question  upon  which  they  have  pledged 
themselves  to  their  constituents  in  the 
open  fsce  of  day — then,  when  they  know 
that  their  vote  against  the  Government  on 
that  subject  will  be  totally  insignificant 
and  be  harmlees  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  they  come  forward  with 
great  independence  and  record  their 
votee,  just  as  in  former  days  an  occa- 
sional Tory  used  to  vote  for  the 
ballot  when  he  knew  there  was  a 
preponderating  majority  against  it« 
This  is  a  very  ancient  form  of 
Pteliamentary  strategy  which  really 
requiree  no  further  consideration. 
This  observatioQ  applies  to  my  right 
hon.  Friend  on  my  right  hand,  and  on 
my  left  the  Membor  for  West  Burming- 
ham.  The  plain  meaning  of  it  is 
this — with  all  his  projeots»  plans»  and 
schemes— aome  compate  that  he  has 
lanndied  some  five-and-twentj  of  them 
— but  in  matter  of  figures  I  seek  to  be 
careful ;  and,  believing  there  may  be 
some  exaggeration*  I  will  not  say  even 
if  he  has  turned  the  score— but  what- 
ever the  aomber,  it  does  not  signify  a 
rtt^h— I.  2.  3  plan— A,  B,  C.  D,  all  the 
alphabet  down  to  Z— down  they  most 
all  go,  the  mom«it  Her  Majesty's 
Government  gtve«  the  order  that 
the  UnioiL  is  endang«ced.  My  boo. 
Friend  the  Chairman  of  OoouEdltees 
say?  that  I  ooght  to  have  moved 
for  thb  uiquirT.  Now  in  theis«»  matter? 
I  think  1  am  a  lintU  more  caatiioosv  even 
a  li^Ie  more  F;iriiam<*a&irr«  than  mv 
hon.  Fri^fnd  *ttppouetk  B«ffoc^  I  aiov^ 
for  a  Cocamitt^w  of  In%^iitrr.  I  w^ui? 
^>  W  ;i3$areii  of  mv  anrvujid  6}r  »  Axnar- 
I  dkm  zi<»v  willing  i^  rroct^d  oa  aiev?-^ 
paper  repocts  alone^  asc  la  m^  Mt^^hii^ 


town  case,  and  in  almost  every  other 
case,  we  have  asked,  begged,  entreated, 
and  besouffht  the  Gk>vemment  to  give  us 
officially  the  facts,  but  without  result 
[Several  hon.  Membsbs:  Dopping.] 
Being  unable  to  get  the  facts  and  t£is 
make  this  preliminary  step,  no  doubt  I 
have  abstained  from  bringing  a  Motion 
forward  for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry. 
What  is  such  a  Motion?  My  hon. 
Friend  talks  as  if  it  were  an  easy 
matter.  What  would  have  happened  7 
In  the  first  place  there  was  no  evoiingon 
which  such  a  thing  could  be  done ;  and 
secondly,  if,  as  necessary  for  the  pnrpoee, 
a  day  were  asked  for,  could  I  go  from 
Ifitchelstown  and  Killeagh  to  Kinaena 
— ^from  one  case  to  another,  asking  for  a 
Committee  for  each  ?  What  would  have 
been  said  ?  It  would  have  been  said : 
Here  is  patent  palpable  obstmetioa. 
Now,  with  regard  to  this  point,  I  desire 
to  make  one  observation.  During  the 
Session  of  1888  we  rendered  to  the  Go- 
vernment the  most  important  servieea  it 
was  in  our  power  to  render  in  the 
cution  of  public  business,  but  wl 
I  read  the  speeches  of  hon.  and  li^d 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  Ibond  ttat 
they  were  either  suent  as  to  the  aaahl- 
ance  we  rendered  or  actually  charged  «i 
with  obstruction.  What  wonld  hsva 
happoned  had  I  brought  forward 
a  Motion  as  my  hon.  Friend 
geets?  There  would  have  been 
diargesagainstusof  obstructkin.  Xofcodj 
bat  partiians  and  bigots  believe  tkam 
for  a  moment ;  but  they  canfMa  tfcn 
inae,  and  draw  off  the  mind  of  tike 
pei^le  from  the  grand  question 
na— nam^,  the  question  of  tka 
tunes  and  the  fate  of  Ireland.  Onr 
ject  is  to  have  this  issue  clear,  aadi 
fore  I  will  not,  unneceoazily, 
myself  to  sateh  chargesw  Yin^ 
most  of  these  cases  have 


prison  treatment;  that^  has 
great  subject — the  greatest.  I  thrnk-^ 
of  dtjcqssEon,  anxiety,  and  mis|^cvi*|^  in 
this  Hodse.  What  has  happened  in  !•-> 
speet  lo  prison  treatment  ?  Whe&  tka 
Co«rc»9in  BEU  was  under  iisc 
ComoLittee^  nocice  w^s  gri^^u 
ade  of  the  Hoose  of  a  ae-v  jlinse^ 
wociLl  have  pr,-"  r:i^  :har 
wavKted  xid-^r    :i*    A^r:    s^olii   h« 

d^sc>cIasi^   nigdemenTmirf^ 
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since,  whenever  complaint  bas  been 
made  of  the  prison  treatment  of  any 
prisoner?  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
have  not  only  refused  inquiry,  but  have 
adopted  the  thing  complained  of.  It  is 
now  too  late  to  grant  any  Parliamentary 
inquiry.  That  would  nave  been  very 
well  while  judgment  was  not  foreclosed. 
The  heaviest  matter  of  accusation  has 
been  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Gx)vem- 
ment  as  matter  of  praise  and  commenda- 
tion. Yes ;  the  time  for  inquiry  has  gone 
by ;  the  issue  is  fairly  joined,  and  we  ask 
the  verdict  of  the  country  upon  it. 
Now,  I  own  I  heard  with  some  pain  the 
remarks  of  my  right  'hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  upon  prison 
treatment.  He,  too,  adopted  the  course 
not  only  of  minimizing  the  complaints 
that  have  been  made,  but  of  indulging 
in  something  very  near  jeering  at  these 
cases  of  prison  discipline,  matters  of 
cutting  hair,  refusal  to  be  weighed,  and 
the  like.  Well,  this  business  of  cutting 
the  hair  would  have  been  of  smaller 
importance,  perhaps,  fifty  years  ago;  but 
if  th«  business  of  involuntary  hair 
-cutting  is  to  be  applied  impartially  in 
all  cases,  I  do  not  know  what  section 
may  escape  disagreeable  consequences. 
In  my  opinion,  to  enforce  compliance  in 
these  cases  is,  in  the  first  place,  totally 
against  the  spirit  of  the  prison  rule. 
The  prison  rule  recognizes  the  neces- 
sity of  cutting  the  hair  for  purposes 
of  health  and  cleanliness.  In  these 
cases  nobody  pretends  that  the 
cutting  of  the  hair  or  the  prison 
dress  are  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
health  and  cleanliness;  and  if  the 
practice  is  not  necessary  for  such  pur- 
poses it  becomes  a  personal  indignity, 
and  ought  not  to  be  inflicted  on  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  or  Irish  priests,  or 
anybody  else,  and  when  it  has  been  in- 
flicted it  ought  not  to  be  made  light  of 
by  men  in  our  station.  Now,  I  put 
these  charges  together.  I  am  not  going 
to  be  entangled  in  arguments  as  to 
what  are  and  are  not  political  offences. 
I  know  very  well  you  cannot  attempt  to 
frame  a  legislative  definition  of  political 
offences ;  but  what  you  san  do,  and  what 
always  has  been  done,  is  this — you  can 
say  that  in  certain  classes  of  cases  the 
imprisoned  person  ought  not  to  be 
treated  as  if  he  had  been  guilty  of  base 
and  degrading  crime.  What  does  the 
ordinary  sentence  of  imprisonmeot  im- 
jort?      The   deprivation   of  literature 


and  visitors — ^well,  I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  it  is  not  better  to  have  visitors 
shut  out  than  to  have  them  sent  in  at 
the  instance  of  somebody  else  for  the 
convenience  of  somebody  in  a  legal 
action — the  plank  bed,  the  prison 
dress,  the  odious,  the  disgraceful  inci- 
dent of  the  company  of  felons ;  there  is 
the  business  of  cleansing  the  cel^,  the 
clipping  of  the  hair,  and  there  is — and 
I  refer  to  it  as  it  has  happened — the 
production  of  a  prisoner  in  prison  dress 
to  give  evidence  in  open  Oourt,  actually 
in  sight  of  his  constituents ;  within  the 
precincts  where  he  has  obtained  the  con« 
fidence  of  the  people,  he  is  made  to 
appear  in  a  position  of  degradation. 
There  is  no  need  for  any  inquiry  in 
cases  such  as  these.  They  are  adopted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief 
Secretary  and  his  Colleagues — and  in 
their  view  they  constitute  the  true  and 
best  permanent  method  of  dealing  with 
Ireland.  Right  hon.  Gentlemen  must 
know  well  that  changes  such  as  these 
violently  imported  into  manners,  habits, 
^  and  conditions  of  life  of  hon.  Members 
I  and  others,  must  expose  them  in  many 
cases;  but  the  off-handed  answer  is  that 
there  is  a  prison  doctor  who  will  look 
after  them.  I  do  not  enter  into  the 
facts  of  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  as  to  the  very  differ- 
ent treatment  in  certain  cases  of  prisoners 
who  have  been  convicted  of  degrading 
crime,  because  the  facts  are  disputed ; 
and,  consequently,  I  shall  await  elucida- 
tion, which,  I  take  it,  will  be  granted. 
But,  Sir,  I  say  that  though  sensitiveness 
to  indignities  of  this  kind  may  be  a 
matter  on  which  men  will  differ  accord- 
ing to  their  temperament  and  their  ideas, 
yet  such  sensitiveness  is  a  sensitiveness 
rather  to  be  encouraged  than  to  be  re- 
pressed, for  it  appertains  to  that  lofty 
sentiment — that  spirit  which  was  de- 
scribed by  Burke  in  immortal  language 
when  he  said,  *'  The  spirit  which  feels  a 
stain  like  a  wound."  Now,  Sir,  what 
are  the  merits  of  this  case  ?  Have  we 
before  us  a  Conservative  Government  or 
not  ?  I  know  there  is  a  Liberal  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  We  cannot 
expect  from  him — he  has  been  reared  in 
such  a  bad  school — much  regard  for  pre- 
cedent. But  I  take  it  for  granted  that 
the  bulk  of  the  Gentlemen  opposite  are 
bound  to  have  regard  for  precedent.  We 
condemn  this  prison  treatment  in  the 
mass,  and  not  because  one  man  was  not 
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weighed  and  one  man  had  his  hair  cut. 
We  condemn  it  in  the  lump  and  in 
the  gross,  and  as  it  is  defended, 
vindicated,  and  justified,  we  decline 
to  potter  about  Parliamentary  in- 
quiries, *  and  we  want  to  carry 
the  issue  to  the  country.  Now,  as  for 
precedents,  has  there  been  a  feeling  on 
the  part  of  different  Governments  in 
good  times,  aye,  even  in  bad  times,  that 
offenders  of  the  class  and  under  the  con- 
ditions I  have  described  ought  to  be 
treated  with  leniency,  consideration,  for- 
bearance, and  indulgence  ?  Yes,  there 
has.  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer to  confute  it.  Let  him  confute 
the  statement  that  Liberal  and  Con- 
servative Governments  have,  until  the 
present  pseudo-Conservative  one,  en- 
dorsed these  principles,  and  apply 
them  first  as  to  a  Liberal  Government. 
When  the  treatment  of  Mr.  Harring- 
ton was  discovered  by  Lord  Spencer,  he 
at  once  applied  a  remedy,  although  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  never 
yet  had  the  grace  or  decency  to  make 
Lord  Spencer  an  apology  for  what  he 
has  said  upon  the  subject.  He  offered 
something  instead  of  the  apology,  and  said 
that  he  did  not  know  and  could  not  know; 
then,  if  he  did  not  and  could  not  know, 
why  did  he  make  a  positive  statement 
upon  the  subj  ect  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  no  answer  to  make  to  that ; 
he  does  not  spring  to  his  feet  so  lightly 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me. 
'*Hi8  bosom's  lord  sits" — generally — 
*'  lightly  on  its  throne  1 " — possibly  not 
on  every  occasion.  We  protest  against 
this  prison  treatment  as  being  con- 
demned by  the  country,  and  as  being  in 
itself  unwise,  inhuman,  and  brutal.  I 
have  not  sought  to  multiply  epithets  of 
this  kind,  but  I  cannot  altogether  with- 
hold them.  Finally,  I  say,  it  is  entirely 
contrary  to  the  usage  of  other  Govern- 
ments. Now,  I  challenge  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  upon  that  question. 
What  has  been  the  usage  of  other 
Governments  in  this  important  respect  ? 
An  hon.  and  learned  Friend  of  mine, 
who  sits  behind  me,  adverted  to  this 
subject  in  a  letter  to  the  Times  some 
time  ago — a  valuable  letter — and  I  gave 
some  attention  to  it.  Take  the  case  of 
Mr.  Cobbett.  He  was  in  prison  for  a 
very  serious  offence  in  a  most  serious 
time — namely,  in  the  most  agonizing 
time  of  a  great  war.  But  he  was  treated 
with  the  utmost  indulgence  in  prison,  of 
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I  which  I  could,  if  required,  give  the 
House  some  detail.  Sir  John  Hobhoose 
was  sent  to  prison,  and  he  likewise  was 
treated — both  these  by  Tory  Govern- 
ments— with  the  utmost  indulgence.  Mr. 
Feargus  O'Connor  was  sent  to  prison, 
and  Lord  Normanby,  under  a  liberal 
Government,  wrote  that  nothing  ought 
to  be  done — I  forget  the  words,  but 
this  is  the  substance  of  them — which 
was  harsh  in  itself,  or  which  was  in- 
jurious to  his  feelings.  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  was  imprisoned,  and  he  was 
treated  exactly  on  the  same  principle. 
Mitchel,  after  his  condemnation,  upon 
his  voyage  across  the  Atlantic,  was 
treated  with  the  utmost  and  peculiar 
leniency.  But  there  was  one  case  above 
all — a  case  in  which  I  myself  may  not 
have  been  free  from  responsibility — but 
of  course  of  a  secondary  kind,  and 
that  was  the  case  of  Mr.  O'OonnelL 
You  say  sometimes  that  the  ringleaders 
are  the  men  who  ought  to  be  severely 
punished ;  and  you  say,  '*  Do  not  punish 
severely  the  unhappy  victims  whom  they 
delude  and  mislead."  And  on  that 
principle  you  attempt  to  justify  what  yoa 
are  doing  in  defiance  of  all  usage  and 
precedent.  Was  O'Connell  a  ringleader 
or  not  ?  As  Saul  slew  his  thoasands^ 
and  David  his  tens  of  thousands,  if  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien  has  addressed  his  thousands 
Mr.  O'Connell  addressed  his  hundreds- 
of  thousands.  Was  the  offence  of  Mr> 
O'Connell  in  law  a  serious  offence — an 
offence  of  the  gravest  character  ?  He^ 
was  condemned,  I  think,  to  one  year's 
imprisonment  or  to  pay  a  fine  of  £2,000. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  whether  it  was  the^ 
converse  of  that,  but  I  think  I  am  rights 
and  to  very  heavy  pecuniary  recogni- 
zances for  seven  years,  the  imprison- 
ment to  be  prolonged  until  those  recog- 
nizances, which,  I  think,  were  for 
£10,000,  were  complied  with.  What 
was  the  condition  of  O'Connell  in  prison 
under  those  grave  circumstances  and  for 
this  grave  offence  ?  I  will  not  read  the^ 
whole  details  published  by  Sir  Charles 
Gavan  Duffy  ;  but  he  says — 

"When  O'Connell  arrived  at  Richmond. 
Bridewell,  the  governor  and  deputy-governor 
were  authorized  to  sublet  their  houses  and  gar-^ 
dens  to  the  State  prisoners.  Members  of  Mjr» 
O^Connell's  family  and  of  the  tamilies  of  the 
other  prisoners  came  to  reside  with  them.  They 
employed  their  own  servants  from  the  first  day. 
Presents  of  venison,  game,  fish,  fruit,  and  the^ 
like  flowed  in  upon  tnom." 

There    is    the    statement    that    thes^ 
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men,  under  the  Tory  Goverment  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  enjoyed  comfort 
and  even  luxury,  such  was  the 
determination  of  the  Tories  in 
those  days  not  to  inflict  upon  them  any 
indignities.  Now  we  have  a  GoTem- 
meat  who,  reversing  all  precedent  as 
they  despise  all  propriety,  inflict  upon 
these  men,  for  offences  which  they  have 
themselves  created,  and  which  they 
know  are  not  esteemed  to  be  offences  at 
all  by  many  persons  in  this  House 
and  by  millions  of  people  out  of  this 
House — they  completely  reverse  and 
subvert  ancient  rules  of  action,  and 
make  themselves  as  responsible  for  these 
proceedings  as  if  each  one  of  them  had 
proceeded  from  their  own  independent 
initiative.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  said  that  he  is  not  responsible 
for  the  Prison  Department,  or  that  the 
Prison  Department  is  not  in  his  Depart- 
ment, and  therefore  that  he  has  but  a 
secondary  responsibility  for  these  mat- 
ters ;  and  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land, endeavouring  with  friendly  hand 
to  help  out  his  right  hon.  Friend,  said 
that  they  might  idter  the  prison  rules, 
but  as  long  as  they  were  rules  they 
must  be  obeyed.  Father  Eyan  was  one 
of  the  first  of  the  reverend  gentlemen 
who  fell  into  the  clutches  of  the  Govern- 
ment. When  Father  Kyan  was  dis- 
pensed from  putting  on  prison  dress 
were  the  prison  rules  altered  ?  I  think  I 
am  justified  in  sajring  that  they  were  not. 
So  it  appears  that  without  any  cum- 
brous process  of  sub -legislation  the 
Ohief  Secretary  can  do  what  he  likes  in 
such  a  matter.  But  the  Chief  Secretary 
.says  it  is  not  in  his  Department.  I 
never  heard  in  my  life,  which  has  been 
a  tolerably  long  one,  a  more  frivolous 
■and  more  ludicrous  excuse.  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  holding  for  twelve  or  thir- 
teen years  the  Ofiice  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  this  country.  I  do  not 
know  how  the  case  is  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  but  I  may  say  that  during  those 
twelve  or  thirteen  years,  five- sixths  of 
my  work — probably  nine-tenths — were 
not  in  my  Department.  Does  the  Chief 
Secretary  think  that  a  Member  has  no 
primary  responsibility  exeept  for  the 
routine  work  brought  before  him  in  the 
official  mill  ?  Why,  the  most  important 
duties  of  a  Member,  especially 
of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  a  Chief  Secretary,  sometimes 
Jie   entirely  outside  their  Departments. 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  sometimes  supposed  to 
labour  under  a  surfeit  of  bravery.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  think, 
applied  that  epithet  to  him,  and  it  has 
been  reported  so  often  that  it  must  have 
become  adhesive  and  can  be  no  longer 
separated  from  him.  Let  me  recommend 
him  to  exercise  his  bravery  and  expend 
part  of  the  superfluity  in  owning  that  he 
is  responsible  for  the  prison  rules.  One 
other  case  I  ought  to  have  mentioned, 
the  case  of  Mr.  Davitt.  He  came  under 
the  view  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  as  Home  Secretary, 
and  I  can  bear  testimony  to  the  fact 
that  in  point  of  decency  and  indulgence 
his  treatment  was  everything  that  could 
reasonably  be  desired.  Therefore  I 
decline  entirely  to  go  back  to  the  point 
at  which  we  might  very  rationally  have 
stood  if  this  had  been  the  first  opening  of 
this  question,  and  to  ask  for  a  Parlia« 
mentary  inquiry  upon  a  matter  upon 
which  we  have  already  the  definite 
conclusions  of  the  Government  that 
they  have  adopted  everything,  even  the 
worst  and  most  disgraceful  in  these 
important  particulars,  in  the  established 
rules.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Government  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  Ireland  is  best  governed 
by  Coercion.  We  hold  exactly  the 
reverse,  and  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham thinks  this  anxiety  upon  the 
administrative  system  in  Ireland  is 
but  a  narrow  subject,  I  differ  from 
him  entirely.  I  doubt  whether,  if 
they  knew  Ireland,  they  would  ever 
give  utterance  to  such  sentiments. 
It  is  the  anti-national  spirit  lurking  in 
the  administrative  system  that  con- 
stitutes the  greatest  immediate  and 
pressing  danger.  History  supplies  us 
with  a  most  interesting  exhibition  of 
the  truth  of  the  proposition  I  have 
stated.  It  is  so  interesting,  and  so  im- 
portant, that,  though  I  will  not  detain 
the  House  by  giving  all  the  details, 
which  I  have  made  it  my  study  to 
collect,  jet  I  will  at  least  give  a  sample 
from  one  period  of  Irish  history  in  this 
century,  which  fairly  brought  to  issue 
how  much  could  be  done  even  without 
remedial  legislation  to  mitigate  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  and  to  attract  the  con- 
fidence of  her  people  by  good  administra- 
tion. It  was  in  times  much  worse  than 
these,  in  times  when  Ireland  had  not  been 
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relieved,  as,  thank  God,  she  has  now  been 
relieved,   of    most  of    her  very   worst 
grievances ;  it  was  at  a  time  when  the 
Irish  people  were  in  a  far  gpreater  degpree 
than  now,  a  crime-committing  people.  It 
was  in   the  time  of  that  eminent  man 
whose  name  I  am  glad  to  sound  through 
this  House  to  the  admiration,  the  grati- 
tude, and  the  reverential  appreciation  of 
his    countrymen,  Thomas    Drummond. 
In  Dublin  Castle  from   1835   to  1840, 
when  his  life  ebbed  away,  a  sacrifice  to 
his  labours,  to  his  incessant  anxieties, 
and  possibly  to  the  calumnies  and  perse- 
cution    to    which    he   was    subjected, 
Thomas    Drummond  not  only   sat    at 
Dublin  Castle,  but  for  those  years  he 
walked     Dublin    Castle,    and    Dublin 
Castle  came  to  be  in  those  years  in  the 
mind    of   the    Irish   people    the    very 
reverse  of  what  it  is  now.     During  those 
years  the  Melbourne  Government  was 
able  to  do  nothing  in  the  way  of  remedial 
legislation  for  Ireland,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  passed  in  1838, 
when  the  time  was  nearly  over.     There 
was  no  remedial  legislation  for  Ireland, 
but  there  was  administration  in  a  sooth- 
ing, a  conciliatory,  and  a  national  spirit. 
Thomas  Drummond's  system  of  concili- 
ation  in  Ireland    was    defended    with 
great  skill  and  courage  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  Lord  Morpeth,  and  Vice- 
roys, when  occasionally  attending  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  used  to  defend  it.     It 
will  be  best  understood  when  I  say  it 
was  a  system  which  in  the  main  satisfied 
the  desires  and  demands  of  O'Connell. 
What  were  the  results  of  that  system  in 
Ireland  ?    I  want  to  bring  to  trial  the 
issue   whether  Coercion    is  the  proper 
means  of  putting  down  mischief   and 
improving  the  condition  of  the  country. 
What   was    done    between     1835    and 
1839  ?     The  question  was  the  subject  of 
inquiry  by  a   hostile  Committee  sitting 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  facts 
were  clearly  brought  out.     They  were 
summed  up  under  these  heads — diminu- 
tion of  crime,  confidence  of  the  people 
in      the      law,     aversion      to      crime, 
and    measures     taken     to    put     down 
crime    among   the    people  themselves. 
In  those  days  Lord  Plunket,  notwith- 
standing his  great   eloquence — I  know 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  Lord  Bussell,  I 
should   not  be   exaggerating  if  I   said 
his  unrivalled  eloquence — was  regarded 
by  O'Connell  as  almost  the  plague  spot 
of    the    Government  ;     they    were    in 
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sharp  opposition  ;  but  he  said  in  1836^ 
^*  I  have  never  known  Ireland  in  such  a 
state  of  tranquillity  as  at  this  moment." 
What    was    the   case   with  regard  to 
crime  ?     I  give  all   the  serious   cate- 
gories    of    crime — and    I    find    that 
whereas  in  1834  these  crimes  amounted 
to  4,289,   in  1838,   without  the  use  of 
coercive    powers,    although   I    believe 
there      were     some    coercive    powers 
on   the    Statute    Book,     which    could 
be      used,      they     were     reduced    to 
2,294.       What    was    the    attitude    of 
the     people  towards  the  agents  of  the 
law?      Well,    it    was   this.      A    case- 
happened  in  Tipperary — which  was  the 
g^eat  centre    of    criminal   activity — a 
case  happened  where  a  police  pensioner 
was  murdered,  and  that  police  pensioner 
was  a  Protestant.    The  murderer  fled, 
the  police  went  after  him,  they  brought 
him  back,    and  Mr.   Drummond  bore 
testimony  before  the  Lords'  Committee 
that  when  the  police  brought  back  the 
murderer  to  the  scene  of  the  crime  the 
people  gathered  together  and  cheered 
the  police.     Still  more  remarkable,  in 
those  days,  in  Tipperary  a  society  was 
formed  among  the  people  for  the  preven- 
tion of  crime.     A  society  of  whom  ?    A 
society  of  peasants  in  Tipperary  between 
1834  and  1838.     Its  members  entered 
into  pledges  one  to  another ;  inter  aliny 
they  were  to  communicate  to  a  magis- 
trate    or    some   member  of  their  own 
Committee  any  facts  likely  to  lead  to  the 
prevention  of  outrage.    But  there  was 
another  thing.     They  were  determined 
to    discourage    bad    characters.       But 
there   was    another    thing   they    were 
to     do — to    refuse    to      employ    such 
persons.      If  those  who  now  exercise 
power  exercised  it  then,  those  persons 
who  associated  together  for  this  laudable 
purpose  might  themselves  be  brought 
before  the  removal  judges  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  imprisoned  for  six 
months  with  hard  labour,  on  the  ground 
of  having  entered  into  an  illegal  con- 
spiracy of  exclusive  dealing.   Such  were 
the  facts  in  the  time  of  Thomas  Drum- 
mond.    There,    as  regards  confidence, 
was  confidence  then  in  the  Stipendiary 
Magistrates,   confidence    in  the  police, 
aversion  to   crime,  diminution  of  crime 
to  one-half,  an  increase,  a  considerable 
increase,  in  the  proportion  of  convictions 
to  committals.     Is  that  the  present  state 
of  the  case  ?     I  say  again  the  acts  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  ought  to  be 
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tested  by  their  results.  In  my  opinion,  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  has  succeeded  in 
widening  if  it  existed  before,  the  breach 
between  the  people  and  the  Constabulary. 
That  such  a  breach  now  exists  I  cannot 
doubt  for  a  moment.  The  confidence  in 
the  Stipendiary  Magistrates  which  in 
Drummond's  time  was  almost  a  vital 

frinciple  of  their  life — where  is  it  now  ? 
am  far  from  saying  that  the  bulk  of  the 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  are  either  incom- 
petent or  unfair  ;  but  we  say  that  men 
uke  Captain  Seagrave,  Mr.  Cecil  Hoche, 
Mr.  Gardiner,  and  some  more  whose 
names  I  am  not  anxious  to  unfold,  are 
enough  to  destroy,  and  do  destroy,  the 
national  confidence.  Though  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  shook  his  head  when  I 
said  I  feared  there  was  now  a  breach 
between  the  people  and  the  Constabulary, 
he  does  not  shake  his  head  when  I  say 
that  I  fear  the  confidence  of  the  people 
in  the  Stipendiary  Magistrates  is  greatly 
shaken,  and  in,  I  think,  many  cases 
almost  gone.  Ireland  is  governed  now, 
almost  for  the  first  time  in  my  experience, 
in  flat  contradiction  to  the  opinions  of 
five-sixths  of  her  entire  representation, 
and  one-fourth  of  her  entire  representa- 
tion have  been  within  prison  doors  and 
sentenced  under  the  Crimes  Act.  In 
what  respect  are  such  sentences  valu- 
able ?  lliey  are  not  valuable  on  account 
of  the  pain  they  inflict ;  they  are  valu- 
able on  account  of  the  moral  effect  they 
produce.  You  find  it  necessary  to  im- 
prison a  fourth  of  the  whole  Irish  repre- 
sentation— I  do  not  know  the  exact 
figures,  but  I  believe  I  am  not  setting 
the  number  too  high  when  I  say  that 
a  fourth  liave  been  sentenced  under  the 
Crimes  Act.  Well,  what  is  the  effect  of 
such  sentences  in  a  well-constituted 
country  under  a  sound  system  of  Go- 
vernment ?  A  sentence  of  imprison- 
ment marks  the  man  upon  whom  it  is 
passed  as  a  man  whom  his  neighbours 
ought  to  view,  and  generally  do  view, 
with  misgiving.  In  Ireland  it  is  dis- 
tinctly  the  contrary — it  is  a  title  to  pub- 
lic confidence.  A  prison  is  becoming 
under  the  rule  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment a  temple  of  honour.  We  say  now, 
what  will  not  be  doubted,  if  there  were 
another  General  Election,  and  if  there 
were  presented  to  many  Irish  constitu- 
encies gentlemen  as  candidates  of  whom 
they  know  little,  except  that  they  had 
been  imprisoned  under  the  Crimes  Act, 
they  would  be  accepted  with  favour.     I 


do  not  know  whether  the  House  recol- 
lect how  this  subject  was  handled  in 
sarcastic  verse  by  Lord  Byron  when  Sir 
John  Hobhouse  was  sent  to  prison. 
Lord  Byron  wrote — 

**  L«t  Parliament  send  you  to  Newgate. 
Newgate  will  send  you  to  Parliament.'* 

That  is  literally  true  in  relation  to  Irish 
feeling  at  this  moment.  But  it  is  not 
Irish  feeling  only.  Would  an  Irishman, 
an  Irish  criminal,  be  received  in  Eng- 
land just  now  with  misgiving,  or,  at  the 
very  least,  with  suspicion  and  provisional 
condemnation  ?  If  they  were  men  who 
were  only  known  to  have  been  sentenced 
by  one  of  these  notorious  Magistrates 
under  the  Crimes  Act,  there  is  hardly  a 
town  in  England  or  in  Scotland  where 
they  would  not  be  hailed  with  acclama- 
tion. And  that  is  the  state  of  things  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Go- 
vernment have  brought  about,  and  upon 
which  they  found  their  title  and  their 
demand  to  the  confidence  of  the  House 
and  the  confidence  of  the  country.  Sir, 
as  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  shall  go 
forward  upon  our  course,  I  will  not  only 
say  with  unabated,  but  with  daily- 
gprowing,  confidence.  To  us.  Sir,  it 
matters  not  who  is  to  lead.  The  strength 
lies  not  in  the  leader,  but  in  the  cause. 
Unfold  the  pages  of  history  and  see 
what,  unaided,  without  support,  sym- 
pathy, or  confidence  on  this  side  of  the 
water,  Ireland  has  in  other  days,  and 
through  long  generations  of  men, 
achieved  for  herself  in  shaking  off  her 
yoke  and  gradually  establishing  her 
title  to  honour  and  freedom.  Alone  she 
has  done  these  things ;  alone  she  has 
made  this  enormous  progress,  ratified 
and  crowned  in  1782 ;  is  she  likely  now, 
if  she  did  these  things  with  her  own 
right  arm,  either  to  recede  or  to  fail  of 
her  purpose,  when  she  has  acquired  the 
unhesitating  support  of  a  body  in  this 
country  whom  my  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  has  described,  and  only  too 
modestly  described,  as  possessed  of  half 
the  voting  power  of  the  constituencies  ? 
Such  is  her  power,  such  are  her  pros- 
pects ;  and  is  it  to  be  supposed  that  half 
of  the  constituencies  of  this  country 
really  think,  as  you  do  not  scruple  to 
declare,  that  the  union  of  the  kingdoms 
ought  to  be  destroyed  and  the  supremacy 
of  Parliament  abolished  ?  You  know 
as  well  as  we  know  that  one  moiety 
of  all  the  constituencies  firmly  believe 
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that  in  giving  local  liberty  to  Ire- 
land they  are  giving  life  and  per- 
manence to  the  Union,  and  seeking 
to  establish  between  the  two  countries 
such  a  state  of  things  that,  when 
it  has  once  been  brought  into 
active  existence,  those  who  may  have 
been  its  opponents  will  by  degrees  be 
ashamed  of,  and  will  at  last  forget,  the 
resistance  which  they  have  ofifered  to  a 
most  blessed  and  a  most  beneficial 
ohange.  Now,  I  do  not  deny  your 
power;  you  have  the  power  in  your 
hands  aided  by  the  Septennial  Act — 
you  have,  perhaps,  the  power  in  your 
hands  which  will  enable  you  to  post- 
pone the  solution  of  this  great  contro- 
versy for  two  or  three  years.  You  have 
the  power  to  continue  to  present  lists  of 
more  than  a  thousand  persons  in  prison 
under  your  so-called  Crimes  Act;  to 
continue  the  state  of  things  in  which 
nearly  one-sixth  of  the  representatives 
in  this  House — say,  one- seventh — are 
placed  under  ban  and  proscription, 
excluded  from  the  service  of  the  Crown, 
excluded  from  all  those  hopes  which  any 
other  among  us  is  entitled  to  entertain. 
You  may  deprive  of  its  grace  and  of  its 
freedom  the  act  which  you  are  asked  to 
do.  But  avert  that  act  you  cannot.  To 
prevent  the  consummation  is  utterly 
beyond  your  power.  It  seems  to  ap- 
proach at  an  accelerated  rate — oome  it 
slower  or  come  it  quicker,  surely  it  is 
coming  and  will  come.  And  you  your- 
selves, many  of  you,  must  in  your  own 
breasts  be  aware  that  already  you  see  in 
the  handwriting  on  the  wall  the  signs  of 
coming  doom. 
*The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  There  are  some 
words  of  the  speech  just  delivered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  which  we 
shall  all  cordially  agree.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  Opposition  had  a 
cause,  and  that  whoever  the  Leaders 
might  be  that  cause  would  grow.  We, 
too,  are  in  the  same  position.  We,  too, 
have  a  cause,  and,  whatever  the  imper- 
fections of  the  Leaders  may  be,  we 
believe  in  our  cause,  in  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Union  with  just  as  strong 
a  belief  as  that  expressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  we  all  know  the  act 
will  come.  What  act  ?  This  great 
consummation  I  What  consummation  ? 
The    consummation    is    carefully   con- 

Mr.  /T.  E.  Gladstone 


cealed,  not  only  from  us,  but  from 
the  supporters  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  is  often  interesting 
to  watch  how,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  uses  a  phrase  to  content  his 
supporters  above  the  Gangway,  there  is 
immediately  a  significant  abstention  from 
cheering  by  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  I  trust  thatthe  House  will  per- 
mit me,  although  still  under  the  speu  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  attempt  to 
follow  him  through  the  main  portions 
of  his  speech.  I  do  not  propose  to  fol- 
low him  in  those  extraordinary  arith- 
metical problems  with  regard  to  bye- 
elections  which  he  put  before  us.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  will  find  that  these 
figures  will  be  answered.  But  I  think 
there  are  far  more  important  matters  to 
deal  with,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to  de- 
vote to  that  question  the  time  wluch  was 
given  to  it  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
There  is  one  respect  in  which,  if  I  can 
do  so  without  offence,  I  would  like  to 
draw  a  favourable  contrast  between  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
many  of  those — almost  all  of  those — which 
preceded  it.  The  whole  of  the  debate  up 
to  this  time,  so  far  as  it  came  from  that 
side  of  the  House,  has  consisted  of  a 
long- sustained  and  venomous  attack 
upon  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  other  hand  properly  held,  not  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  but  the  Government  as 
a  whole,  responsible  for  what  is  going  on 
in  Ireland.  We  have  never  shrunk  from 
that  responsibility.  We  are  associated 
with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  I  have 
used  the  word  "  bravery  "  with  regard  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  outside  this  Moose, 
I  am  prepared  to  support  it  here,  and 
I  know  that  it  will  be  endorsed  in 
their  hearts  by  every  single  Member 
sitting  on  the  opposite  Bench.  Those 
who  have  been  here  during  the  whole 
of  these  proceedings  will  know  how 
bitterly  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  been 
attacked.  It  is,  of  course,  the  recog- 
nized procedure  of  Members  opposite 
below  the  Gangway  of  the  Nationalist 
Party  to  attempt  to  worry  Chief 
Secretaries  into  physical  collapse. 
They  have  had  some  successes  in 
the  past  with  Irish  Chief  Secretaries 
not  all  alive  now ;  there  are  some  who 
have  borne  in  their  constitution  the 
permanent  -results  of  the  calunmies, 
worries,    and    attacks    to    which   they 
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were  persistently  exposed.  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  might 
tell  us  a  somewhat  pathetic  story  of  the 
way  in  which  those  whom  now  he  is 
covering  with  fulsome  oratorical  caresses 
in  this  House  inflicted  upon  him  moral 
and  almost  physical  torture.  But  it 
has  been  found  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
wears  a  coat  of  mail,  from  which  the 
daggers  of  calumny  glance  off.  His 
imperturbable  temper  has  been  able 
to  defy  all  the  attacks  which  have  been 
made  upon  him.  Hence  the  ever- 
increasing  violence,  hence  the  symptoms 
which  we  have  seen  in  this  debate  of 
men  hitting  out  wildly,  frantically,  and 
at  random  at  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
But  we  believe  on  this  side  of  the  House 
that  the  great  majority  of  those  who  sit 
opposite  do  not  believe  for  one  moment 
most  of  the  charges  brought  against  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  *No,  not  even  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  believes 
in  half  of  that  which  is  said  against  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  I  will  test  this. 
Do  hon.  Members  opposite  below  the 
Gangway,  and  the  majority  of  those  on 
that  bench,  believe  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  inflicts  indignities  on  prisoners 
for  the  mere  pleasure  of  venting  his 
spite?  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy:  On 
O'Brien;  yes,  certainly.]  Do  they  believe 
it?  lEome  RuU  cries,  "They  do."] 
These  charges  are  put  forward  on  public 
platforms,  but  they  are  not  really  be- 
ueved  in  by  any  responsible  man  in 
this  House.  Let  me  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  into  the  question  of  the 
treatment  of  prisoners.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  great  dialectical  acu- 
men, prefaced  his  introduction  of  this 
gart  of  the  question  by  saying  that 
e  would  not  be  entangled  into  any 
argument  with  regard  to  the  definition 
of  prisoners.  Well,  he  was  extremely 
wise  in  avoiding  that  subject,  because 
all  authorities  are  agreed  that  political 
prisoners  ought  to  be  treated  differently 
from  ordinary  prisoners.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to  quote  pre- 
cedents of  men  who  had  committed  poli- 
tical offences,  and  then  he  applied  the 
Srecedents  to  prisoners  who  are  con- 
emned  for  ordinary  offences.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  quoted  eertain  cases. 
In  most  of  those  cases  the  offences  were 
unquestionably  political.  The  case  of 
O'Connell,  for  instance,  was   distinctly 
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a  political  offence  ;  and  if  these  offences 
were  committed  now,  I  apprehend  that 
those  who  committed  them  would  be 
treated  as  political  prisoners  and  as  State 
prisoners,  as  they  have  been  treated  in 
the  past. 

Mr.    SHAW-MFEVRE:     Let    me 

remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

[C'riMo/*' Order!''] 
♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  I  am  coming  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  presently.  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  interrupted  in  the  course  of  his 
speech. 

Mr.  SHAW-LEFEVRE  :  I  am  only 
going  to  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man — £  Crtea  of  * '  Order ! '' 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  is  in  possession  of  the 
House. 
♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  I  shall  have  something  to 
say  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  presently.  I  know 
he  has  taken  a  great  interest  in  this 
question,  and  therefore  I  waited  to  hear 
what  he  had  to  say.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
went  back  to  State  prisoners  and  political 
prisoners  of  former  times,  and  I  think 
he  dealt  with  one  contemporary  case. 
He  spoke  of  the  treatment  of  Mr. 
Michael  Davit t.  Is  he  aware  that  Mr. 
Michael  Davitt  was  treated  as  a  convict 
in  the  first  instance,  and  that  it  was  only 
on  his  return  to  prison,  after  he  had  had  a 
ticket- of- leave,  that  the  treatment  began 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
alluded  ?  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  break  down  if  Michael  Davitt  was 
treated  as  a  convict  at  any  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
quote  precedents.  He  should  not  care 
much  for  precedents,  but  he  has  not 
taken  the  pains  to  examine  the  case  of 
Mr.  Davitt. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  :  It 
was  not  a  political  offence  the  first  time. 
♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER :  Listen  to  the  Member  for 
Derby.  He  says  it  was  not  a  political 
offence  at  all  the  first  time.  Neither 
are  these  political  offences  which  have 
been  committed  more  recently  by  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  others.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
does  not  care  to  entangle  himself,  but 
the   Member  for  Derby  is   bolder,  and 
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Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Yes ;  be- 
cause  there  the  language  was  extremely 
strong. 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER:  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  agree  with  me  that  he 
had  another  reason  for  suppressing  that 
interesting  part  of  the  quotation.  Mr. 
Byrne,  the  House  will  be  interested  to 
learn,  was  the  most  prominent  member 
of  the  Reception  Committee  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Allow  me 
to  saj  I  never  saw  and  I  never  heard  of 
him  before  in  that  connection.  [  Cr%e%  of 
**  Oh."l    Never. 

*The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER: I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  little  ungrateful. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  said  I 
never  heard  of  him,  and  I  do  not  know 
him. 

*The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER: Well  then,  Mr.  Byrne 
knows  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  1  do 
not  know  what  view  Mr.  Byrne  will  take 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  repudia- 
tion. It  isnotalwaysthatMembersof  this 
House  present  the  belligerent  and  belli- 
cose appearance  here  that  they  assume 
when  in  Ireland  as  representatives  of  the 
British  democracy.  I  think  I  have  dealt 
sufficiently  with  these  allegations,  both 
as  regards  precedents  and  as  regards  the 
allegations  of  cruelty.  I  have  shown 
that  the  precedents  quoted  do  not 
apply,  because  they  are  precedents  of 
political  prisoners,  and,  in  regard  to  ordi- 
nary ofiPenders,  I  have  shown  that  they 
are  treated  now  precisely  as  they  were 
treated  before.  They  were  treated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  pre- 
cisely as  they  are  treated  now.  If  there 
is  to  be  a  change,  I  repeat  what  has 
been  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend — it 
must  be  a  change  all  round.  It  must 
be  a  change  which  applies  to  men  of 
culture  condemned  for  similar  offences 
in  this  country  as  well  as  in  Ire- 
land. Our  contention  is  that  men  who 
are  sentenced  for  these  offences,  which 
are  not  political,  are  not  entitled  to  ex- 
emption from  the  prison  rules.  One 
word  more  as  to  the  nature  of  offences. 
It  is  not  a  political  act  or  offence  to  re- 
frain from  paying  a  debt.  It  is  another 
kind  of  offence  altogether — an  offence  of 
a  very  different  character ;  and  if  so, 
then  language  inciting  to  that  offence 
cannot  surely  be  described  as  political. 


There  may  be  a  political  motive  behind. 
Very  probably  there  is,  but  the  acts 
themselves  are  not  political.  I  pass 
from  the  treatment  of  political  offenders 
to  the  general  charge  which  is  brought 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  by 
other  speakers,  against  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary generally,  of  harshness. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  brought  no 
charge  against  thehi. 
*Thb  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER:  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  abstain  from  attacking 
the  police  on  the  occasion,  but  he  accuses 
the  Administration  of  harshness ;  and  I 
presume  he  endorses  part  of  the  accusa- 
tion brought  from  the  opposite  bench 
against  that  gallant  force.  I  do  not 
think  it  can  be  too  often  repeated  that 
the  Irish  Constabulary,  under  great 
and  constant  provocation,  have  behaved 
with  as  much  restraint  and  prudence  as 
any  body  of  police  in  the  world  have  ever 
done.  I  presume  the  Irish  Police  cannot 
be  expected,  more  than  any  other  body 
of  men,  to   maintain   an   angelic  tem- 

Eer,  and,  .when  they  are  wounded  and 
linded  with  stones,  to  wield  the  baton 
with  softness  and  graduated  force.  To 
expect  that  would  be  going  too  far. 
We  ought  to  give  these  men,  who, 
after  all,  are  Irishmen  themselves, 
credit  for  having  on  the  whole  behaved 
with  admirable  self-restraint.  [''  No, 
no."]  Well,  I  will  put  an  argument 
to  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway. 
I  will  assume  that  the  hon.  Members 
who  constitute  the  Nationalist  Party 
had  to  be  sworn  in  as  special  constables 
and  to  act  under  the  guidance  of  the 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T.  Healy). 
Do  they  pretend  that  if  they  had  then 
to  deal  with  a  crowd  of  Orangemen,  they 
would  show  as  much  temper  and  restraint 
as  has  been  shown  by  the  Irish 
Constabulary  ?  There  is  no  country  in 
Europe,  certainly  not  in  America,  where 
anything  like  the  same  moderation 
would  have  been  observed  as  has  been 
observed  by  the  police  in  Ireland. 
The  next  charge  brought  in  this 
long  indictment  has  been  against  the 
Resident  Magistrates.  But  it  has 
been  shown  that  appeals  against  their 
decisions  have  been  successful  in  a  less 
proportion  of  cases  than  appeals  against 
decisions  under  the  ordinary  law.  [Mr. 
T.  Healy:  Hear,  hear.]  I  observe 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford  cheers  that.     On    the  other 
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Jiaud,  their  freedom  from  vindictiveness 
ban  been  constantly  shown  by  their  not 
infliotinfi:   punishment  if  the  prisoners 
promised    not    to    offend    again.     The 
T\fs,ht  hou.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  said  that  the  Magis- 
trates do  not  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the 
people  as  they  ought  to  enjoy  it,  and  that 
th^re  is  a  wide  gulf  between  the  popu- 
lation  and  the    Resident    Magistrates. 
If  that  ohars^e  is  well-founded,  at  whose 
door  rests  the  blame  ?  A  (irreat  part  of  it 
must  be  at  the  door  of  the  Party  opposite, 
who  appointed  many  of  these  Magis- 
trates. I  am  not  sure  that  they  have  not 
appointed  the  majority  of  them,  though 
they  are  now  forward  io  all  parts  of  the 
country  in  denouncing  them.     [An  hon. 
Member  :  Law  and   order.]     Yes,   you 
are  anxious  to  upset  law  and  order  in 
Ireland.     We  are  not  surprised,  but  we 
are  sorry  for  the  treatment  which  thene 
men  are  receiving  at  the  hands  of  those 
who  have  been  responsible  Members  of 
the  Grown.     I  cannot  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  over  the  whole  of  what 
he  said  in  his  references  to  the  Coercion 
Act  and  the  treatment  of  crime,  but  I 
come  to  a  point — and  a  most  important 
and  significant  point — in  his   address. 
He  dealt,  not  for  the  first  time,  but  cer- 
tainly in  a  novel  manner,  with  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.     He  said  it  was  the  direct 
and  necessary  result  of  what  had  pre- 
ceded it,  and  then  he  said,   '*  I  do  not 
▼indicate  the  Plan."     Well,  I  think  you 
cannot  vindicate  a  plan  more  strongly 
than  by  saying  it  is  absolutely  necessary. 
The  words,    ''I   do  not  vindicate  the 
Plan,"  will,  very  likely,  be  forgotten, 
but  the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  Plan  is  a  direct  and  neces- 
aary  consequence  of  what  has  preceded 
it  will  pass  current  in  Ireland,   where 
that  wicked  system  exists  which  has  laid 
desolate  so  great  a  part  of  the  country 
— that  wicked  system  under  which  many 
thousands  of  acres  of  Irish  land,  to  the 
contentment  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
continue  to  lie  waste. 

An  Hon.  Membsk  :  Are  they  all  let 
now  ? 

♦The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER:  Not  all  let;  but  more 
and  more  let  from  day  to  day,  and  more 
will  be  let  from  day  to  day,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  does  not  send 
out  his  baud  of  warriors  to  endeavour 
to  check  the  desire  of  the  Irish  people 
once  mure  to  cultivate  those  farms.  The 


right  hon.  Gentleman  dealt  with  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  thought  it  was 
the  direct  and  necessary  result  of  what 
had  preceded. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE :  Of  your  con- 
duct. 

*The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER:  Of  our  conduct— I  under- 
stand  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  through  several  years — 1886,  1887, 
and  1888— and  in  dealing  with  1886,  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  the 
words  that  the  misery  commenced  in  1886. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  said  that  the 
efiPects  of  the  agricultural  crisis  were 
fully  established  in  1886. 

*The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
C  HEQUE  R  :  Yes ;  and  therefore  it  com- 
menced before.  I  do  not  care  whether 
it  was  commenced  or  established — at 
all  events  it  existed  before.  What  I 
want  to  point  ouc  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  country  is  this, 
that  the  misery  having  commenced 
before  and  been  established  in 
1886 — I  do  not  want  to  misrepresent 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemau — he  proposed 
at  that  time  an  immense  system  of  land 
purchase  founded  upon  a  normal  rate  of  20 
years'  purchase  on  the  rents — the  unjust 
judicial  rents— those  rents  the  arrears 
of  which  are  now  always,  by  a  stretch 
of  language,  and  judged  by  a  subse- 
quent standard,  denounced  as  unjust. 
Those  rents  were  to  be  stereotyped 
in  the  year  1886  by  an  immense 
system  of  purchase  which  was  to 
cover  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and 
under  which  the  credit  of  this 
country  would  have  been  strained  to  the 
uttermost.  The  Irish  tenants  would 
have  continued  to  pay  on  the  basis  of 
those  unjust  rents  which,  now  that  the 
Conservative  Goyernment  is  in  office,  are 
considered  to  be  the  ruin  of  Ireland, 
and  to  have  led  up  as  a  direct  and  neces- 
sary consequence  to  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign. Which  alternative  does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  choose — he  who  is 
a  master  of  finance,  he  who  has  had  at 
heart,  as  much  as  any  man  that  ever 
lived,  the  credit  and  resources  of  the 
country  ?  If  this  plan  had  been  adopted 
would  there  have  been  wholesale  re- 
pudiation, or  would  the  unhappy  tenan- 
try of  Ireland  have  continued — under 
his  auspices,  and  at  his  initiation,  and  by 
his  draft  on  English  credit— to  pay  those 
rents  which  are  considered  now  to  be 
unjust  rents,  and  for   which  the  land- 
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lords  are  not  only  to  be  denounced,  but 
are  to  forfeit  all  their  rights  as  citizens  of 
the  country  ?    I  want  to  roll  away  from 
us   the   charge    which    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brings^  that  it  is  we  who  are 
responsible    for    this    state    of  things. 
What  would  you  have  said  if  your  pre- 
sent Leader  had  fastened  these  rents  upon 
you  ?    It  would  have  taken  a  great  deal 
of  ingenuity  on  the  part  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men   opposite     to     enable     them     to 
regard    him     as    having    bestowed    a 
blessing    on    Ireland ;    or  would   they 
have    rewarded   his    eflForts  for  Home 
Bule  by  repudiating  the  terms  he  had 
settled?     Well,    our   attitude  towards 
rents  is  totally  different  from  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  wanted  to 
stereotype  those  rents   for  ever.      He 
charges  us  with  not  having  dealt  with 
the  question  of  arrears,   and   says  it  is 
that  question  which  has  led  to  the  pre- 
sent difficulty,  and  to  the  recrudescence 
of  agitation  and  crime.     Well,  but  there 
have  been  other  Arrears  Acts  passed,  and 
I  deny  the  assumption  that  the  passing 
of  an  Arrears  Act  has  satisfied,    or  ever 
would  satisfy,    the   Irish  tenants.      It 
would   demoralize   them   and  keep   up 
that  attitude  of  expectation  which   dis- 
courages the  payment  of  rent  and    the 
fulfilment  of  contracts,  and  teaches  those 
who    have  paid   that  they  have  been 
foolish    in    their   day.      I   ask,    there- 
fore,   is  it  fair  to  say  that    the    non- 
fulfilment     of     the     wishes    of    hon. 
Members  opposite  with  regard  to  the 
Arrears  Act  is  at  the  bottom  of  this  dif- 
ficulty ?    I  have  no  doubt  that  on  some 
estates,  if  you  had  wiped  out  all  arrears 
and  allowed  tenants  to  pay  what  they 
liked,  there  would  have  been  on  those 
estates  less  trouble  than  at  present;  but 
how   about  the   neighbouring    estates, 
where  the   example   would   have   been 
seen  ?      It  must    be  patent    to    every 
mind    that    the   passing    of  periodical 
Arrears     Bills     is    no    settlement    but 
an  opening  up  of  the  agrarian  question 
in  its  worst  form.     I  say  again,  there- 
fore, we  were  not  only  within  our  right, 
but  it  was  our  duty  also,  notwithstanding 
the  pressure  put  upon  us,  to  act  as  we 
did.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgets 
that  he  omitted  f /om   his  catalogue  of 
events  the   fact  that    we   did    in   1887 
pass  a    measure   for  the  relief  of  the 
Irish  tenants — as  liberal  a  measure  as 
could  be  passed — a  measure  which  at 
least  he  ought  not  to  have  omitted  from 

Mr.  Goschen 


his  enumeration  of  the  doings  or  mia* 
doings  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  contends^ 
it  is  an  argument  which  has  been 
used  many  times  during  the  course 
of  this  debate — that  though  we  claim 
that  there  is  an  improvement  in 
Ireland,  and  an  improvement  in 
every  direction,  nevertheless  that  im- 
provement is  not  due  in  any  way 
to  the  action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Some  '  improvement  is 
now  admitted  by  all ;  in  spite  of  the 
efforts  of  hon.  Members  opposite, 
rents  are  beginning  to  be  better 
paid,  the  tenants  are  beginning 
to  be  more  satisfied,  the  relations 
between  the  constabulary  and  the 
population  are  improving.  I  wish  I 
had  time  to  cite  all  the  symptoms  of 
returning  prosperity  to  Ireland.  They 
are  sneered  at  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle,  who 
speaks  of  the  efforts  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  for  the  material  development  of 
Ireland  with  some  contempt ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  is  the  view  of  the  bulk 
of  the  Irish  people.  When  that  Front 
Bench  was  entirely  empty — I  do  not 
know  whether  it  was  because  it  was 
empty — an  hon.  Member  from  Ireland 
complained  of  the  neglect  of  the  material 
interests  of  Ireland  by  various  and 
successive  Governments.  Well,  then 
there  was  this  marked  improvement — 
an  improvement  recognized  by  all; 
and  what  happened  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  has  told  you  the  improvement 
was  going  on  too  fast,  and  measures 
had  to  be  taken  to  prevent  its 
continuance.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
ask  **  Why,  if  there  is  this  improvement 
which  you  claim  in  your  Address  to  the 
Crown,  is  there  also  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  prosecutions  ?  "  That  seems 
a  very  logical  and  natural  ques- 
tion to  put ;  but  the  answer  is 
that  the  increased  number  of  prosecu- 
tions is  due  to  the  attempts  of 
those  who  thought  improvement  was 
going  on  too  fast  to  check  that 
improvement — to  make  a  despairing 
effort  once  more  to  defeat,  if  they 
could,  the  process  of  contentment  which 
had  begun  to  dawn — a  dawn  which 
did  not  smile  upon  the  political  pros- 
pects of  the  Nationalist  Party.  They 
know  that  prosperity  is  Unionist.  Yes, 
prosperity  is    Unionist;   I  do   not  say 


L761  Majesty* 8  Most 


IMabch  1,  1889 1  '  Gracious  Speech. 


762 


prosperous  persons,  but  I  say  that  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  would  be  one 
of  the  g^atest  destructives  of  the  policy 
of  hon.  Members  opposite.     They  love 
to  point  to  the  miseries  of    the  Irish 
people,   and  they    endeavour    to  work 
m    that  way  upon  the  generous  im- 
pulses   of   the    constituencies    of    this 
country.      Therefore,    when    we   were 
able    to    go    and    tell    the    constitu- 
encies   that  there  was  progress,    that 
farms  were  being  taken,  and  that  men 
were  again  in  a  position  wherein  they 
could  follow  their  own  bent  and  use  their 
own  liberty,  then  this  effort  had  to  be 
made ;  then  came  the  recrudescence  of 
agitation  in  Kerry  and  elsewhere ;  then 
came  the   emissaries    of  the   National 
League  to  spread  abroad  again  their 
"baneful  influence,  with  its  usual  baneful 
efifects,   and  again  there  was  crime  in 
Ireland.     TAn  hon.  Member:    Quote.] 
Do  you  wish  me  to  quote  ?    Do  you  want 
me  to  harrow  the  feelings  of  this  House 
with  outrages,  which  I  think  even  the 
right    hon.   Member   for  Mid  Lothian 
would   be  willing  to  treat   as  crimes? 
He  spoke  of  the  nature  of  those  crimes ; 
did  he  know  that   they   included   the 
maiming  of  cattle  ?    Did  he  know  that 
they  included  some  of  the  most  brutal 
acts  thi^t  can   disgrace  a  population? 
And,  if  so,  why  does  he  cover  up  these 
offences  or  crimes — call  them  what  you 
will — spreading  over  them  a  kind  of 
veil,    and  speaking  of  these  agrarian 
crimes  as  if  they  were  of  an  ordinary 
'  character  ?      Crime    re-appeared,     and 
what  was  the  duty  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary ?    It  was  to  endeavour  to  lay  hold 
of  the  men  who  were  once  more  apply- 
ing    the    torch    to    the    combustible 
material.     He  imprisoned  them,  and  he 
was    right  in  imprisoning  them ;     and 
I     do     not     believe     the     conscience 
of     the    country    can     revolt    against 
the    laying    hold    of    and  putting    in 
prison    the  men  who    are    endeavour- 
ing     to      thwart     that       very      pro- 
cess of  conciliation   which   right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  declare  that    they 
are    so    anxious    to    see   carried    out. 
The  Chief  Secretary  was  aware  of  this 
campaign — I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  ap- 

S roves  of  it — and  counteracted  it,  and 
id  his  best  to  incarcerate  the  men  who 
were  once  more  endeavouring  to  produce 
agitation  in  Ireland.  It  was  sought  to 
carry  out  this  campaign  on  some  of  the 


best  estates  in  Ireland,  on  the  estates  of 
men  who  have  granted  reductions  to  a 
point  far  below  the  judicial  rents  which 
would  have  been  stereotyped  for  ever  in 
Ireland  by  the  action  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.      It  was  some  of  the  best 
landlords  in  Ireland  whose  estates  were 
selected   for    attack,   and  it   was  with 
respect  to  them  that  hon.  Members  en- 
deavoured once  more  to  inflict  misery 
and  ruin.     Tes;   misery  and  ruin,  for 
which  I  am  afraid  even  their  resources 
will  not  be  able  to  compensate  their 
victims,  because  I  must  say  that  I  think 
it  is  misery  and  ruin  for  tenants  to  live 
in    campaigpa  b-its  rather  than  on  the 
comfortable  farms  from  which  they  have 
been    evicted,   and   I    would     like    to 
know  the    result    of  a  vote  by  ballot 
among  the  evicted  tenants,  evicted  under 
the  orders  of  the  National  League — I 
would  like  to  know  the  opinion  of  these 
men  who  have  been  unable  to  utilize 
the  rise  in   prices,   whose    hopes    are 
diminishing  day  by  day,  of  never  being 
able  again  to  occupy  their  farms,  be- 
cause their  position  has  been  utilized  for 
the  political  purposes  of  hon.  Members 
opposite — utilized  to  bring  about  Home 
Bule.     They  will  pay  a  heavy  price  for 
the  futile  efforts  which  are  being  made 
to  bring  about  a  consummation  which 
will  never  arrive.   [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  : 
Burnley  :  Ayr  Burghs.]    You  may  have 
your   new  Parliament,  but    your   new 
Parliament   will    not   give    the    Home 
Rule     you     desire.      So     much    with 
regard   to    the    material   prosperity  in 
Ireland.     But    I   do    not   like    to    sit 
down  without    meeting    the   challenge 
of    the  right  hon.   Member    for    Mid 
Lothian  on  the  question  of  local  govern- 
ment in  Ireland.      The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman responded  to  the  appeal  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham.    For  the  first  time  in  this  debate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  ''  We  in- 
vite you  to  the  consideration  of  measures 
of  conciliation  and  contentment."    The 
invitation  came  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  the  fifth  day  of  a  long  debate, 
but  up  to  this  time,  and  until  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  had 
delivered  his  speech,  we  heard  little  but 
a  tedious   repetition    of  particular  in- 
stances where  it  was  maintained  that  the 
Besident  Magistrates  might  have  given 
wrong  decisions,  or  where  the  police  be- 
haved with  some  violence.  It  is  only  to- 
day that  the  Leader  of  the  Party  opposite 
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opens  up  this  idea  of  conoiliationand  con- 
tentment, and  he  invites  us  to  express  our 
view  on  the  subject.  But  I  am  bound 
to  BSLy  that  it  was  extremely  little  he 
told  us  of  the  measures  of  conciliation 
which  he  himself  would  be  able  to  pro- 
pose. He  made  a  long  indictment 
against  the  Unionist  Party,  and  mainly 
against  the  Liberal  Unionists,  that 
they  had  neglected  local  government 
in  Ireland,  and  that  they  had  re- 
frained from  carrying  out  the  in- 
structions   which    they     had    received 


Mr.    T.   P. 
I  propose 


from  their  constituents. 
O'Connor:  Your  pledges, 
in  a  very  few  woras  to  deal  with  that 
charge.  What  is  the  primary  mandate 
which  the  Conservative  and  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Parties  have  received  ?  It  is 
the  mandate  to  maintain  the  Union. 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham dealt  admirably  with  this  point 
the  previous  day.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  said  that  he 
would  not  accept  the  explanation  that 
the  agitation  had  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  non-fulfilment  of  what  he 
called  our  pledges.  I  would  ask  hon. 
Members,  if  they  are  reasonable,  to  say 
in  what  year  and  at  what  time  we  ought 
to  have  begun  dealing  with  local 
government  in  Ireland?  I  admit 
the  enormous  interest  of  the  Irish 
Question.  We  have  given  proof  of 
our  interest  in  it,  in  and  out  of  this 
House ;  but  I  do  venture  to  put  in  one 
tingle  humble  word  for  the  other  por- 
tions of  the  United  Kingdom.  We  are 
entitled  to  consider  the  order  in  which 
we  should  deal  with  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland.  We  are  reproached  with 
not  having  been  able  to  deal  with 
local  government  in  Ireland;  but  I 
want  to  know  when  we  ought  to  have 
given  it  ?  In  1 886  ?  I  should  like  to 
know  what  chance  there  was  of  carrying 
it  in  that  year  ?  In  1887  we  had  enough 
work  to  do  with  Ireland.  We  had  to  deal 
with  the  land  question,  and  in  1888  we 
had  to  deal  with  local  government  in  Eng- 
land. I  do  not  think  we  could  possibly 
have  undertaken  to  deal  with  local  go- 
vernment in  Ireland  before  England. 
That  being  the  case,  we  dealt  with  local 
government  in  England  at  the  earliest 
possible  date  we  could,  and  I  think,  on 
the  whole,  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
will  agree  that  the  turn  of  Scotland 
comes  next.  That  reminds  me  of  the 
exclamation  of  the  right  hon.  Member 

Hr.  Oosohen 


for  Mid  Lothian — that  the  denial  of 
local  government  to  Ireland  was  equiva- 
lent to  coercion.  I  never  heard  a  more 
extraordinary  sentence  in  my  life.  We 
have  heard  many  definitions  of  coercion ; 
but  I  am  sure  that  a  queerer  one  than 
that  has  never  been  given.  Do  they 
maintain  that  we  are  coercing  Scotland 
at  this  moment  because  she  has  not  been 
able  to  receive  local  self-government  f 
Now,  hon.  Members  opposite  are  en- 
titled to  ask,  '*  Do  you  repudiate  the 
pledge,  the  desire  to  extend  local  self- 
government  to  Ireland  ?  "  I  reply, 
*•  Certainly  not."  What  right  has  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  it 
would  certainly  not  be  dealt  with  in 
the  present  Parliament  ?  It  must  de- 
pend to  a  great  extent  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself,  and  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Ireland.  If  I  rightly  read  the  at- 
titude of  theNationalist  Party,  when  they 
prevent  Bills  from  passing  which  aim 
at  increasing  the  material  prosperity 
of  their  country,  I  doubt  very  much 
whether  we  shall  receive  much  support 
from  them  in  any  measure  of  local 
self-government  for  Ireland,  I  mean, 
of  course,  in  the  sense  in  which  it  is 
applied  in  Scotland  and  in  England. 
Witness  the  attitude  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  to  the  extension  of  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act.  What  chance  would  there 
have  been ;  what  chance  would  there  be 
this  year  or  next  year  that  any  efforts  on 
our  part  would  receive  even  fair  treat- 
ment ?  I  have  constantly  observed  that 
when  hon.  Members  opposite  have  heard 
allusions  to  local  self-government  in  Ire- 
land they  have  abstained  from  any  ex- 
pression of  a  desire  to  see  such  local 
self-government  established.  They  may 
want  it  after  chey  have  got  their  National 
Parliament ;  they  do  not  want  it  before ; . 
and  if  not  before,  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  there  is  any  chance  that  aa 
honest  effort  on  the  part  of  the  Gtivem- 
ment  would  meet  with  any  kind  of 
response  from  those  who  guide  the 
counsels  of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  ? 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bodmin  made  a  proposal  for  which  there 
is  much  to  be  urged.  It  is  that  local 
self-government  should  be  granted  fo 
Ireland,  but  that  all  local  self-govern- 
ment should  be  suspended  in  disturbed 
districts.  How  would  a  proposal  of  thi» 
kind  be  received  by  the  Opposition  ?  It 
is  a  proposal  which  may  be  good ;  it  i»- 
a  proposal  which  I  do  not  at  all  oon« 
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demn ;  but  I  think  it  would  require  a 
considerable  amount  of  Parliamentary 
time  in  order  to  carry  it  into  effect. 
But  what  are  the  conditions  now  for 
establishing^  local  self-government  in 
Ireland  ?  What  do  we  wish,  in  establish- 
ing it,  in  all  parts  of  the  kingdom  ? 
What  we  wish  is  that  the  people  in  each 
locality  should  take  an  interest  in  local 
life,  and  that  they  should  rise  to  the 
performance  of  municipal  duties.  But 
what  would  happen  if  you  established 
local  self  -  government  in  Ireland  to- 
morrow ?  It  would  be  entirely  con- 
trolled by  a  central  political  clique  and 
worked  for  political  purposes.  It  would 
be  throttled  in  its  cradle  at  once 
by  the  political  turn  which  would  be 
given  to  it  from  its  very  birth.  Have 
we  proofs  of  that  at  the  present  time  ? 
ICriss  of  **No!"]  No?  Why,  you 
boast  of  establishing  a  political  citadel 
in  every  Municipality  in  Ireland,  in  the 
Boards  of  Guardians,  and  the  Corpora- 
tions. There  is  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin  himself.  Ask  him  whether  the 
Dublin  Municipality  is  not  tinged  with 
a  strong  political  colour?  Municipal 
institutions  would  not  be  worked  at  pre- 
sent for  the  true  development  of  local 
self-government  in  Ireland.  They  would 
be  worked  for  the  purpose  of  furthering 
the  political  designs  which  it  is  our 
business  to  oppose.  So  soon  as  we 
can  take  securities  that  local  self- 
government  shall  not  be  perverted  in  this 
way  to  political  and  Separatist  purposes 
we  shall  only  be  too  anxious  to  give  that 
local  self-government  to  Ireland  which 
we  intend  and  are  anxious  to  extend 
to  all  parts  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions. 
But  we  must  bear  our  general  mandate 
in  our   minds.      In   carrying  out  that 

freat  task  which  has  been  put  into  our 
ands,  the  task  of  governing  Ireland 
in  face  of  an  opposition  such  as  no 
Executive  Government  has  ever  had  to 
encounter,  hon.  Members  opposite  may 
think  that  we  are  discouraged.  But  we  see 
hope  through  the  clouds.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  turned  to 
history,  and  spoke  of  the  attitude  and 
difficulties  of  previous  Governments. 
But  I  should  uke  him,  with  all  his 
historical  lore,  to  be  able  to  cite,  either 
from  his  own  experience  or  from  the 
annals  he  has  read,  one  case  where  a 
Government,  struggling  for  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order,  endeavouring 
to  enforce  and  maintain  the  law,  has 


been  met  in  the  manner  in  which  we 
have  been  met  by  men  who  are  respon- 
sible as  much  as  the  Government  not 
only  for  the  happiness  of  this  Kingdom, 
but  also  for  its  traditions  and  its 
character.  But  we  have  the  surest 
signs  that  we  are  making  progress. 
We  have  the  evidence  of  our  opponents 
themselves,  the  evidence  afforded  by  the 
frantic  efforts  which  are  made  to  kindle 
an  agitation  into  flames  again  when  that 
agitation  has  ceased  to  be  spontaneous, 
and  has  ceased  to  be  spontaneous 
because  contentment  prevail  .  Tou  say 
**  No,*'  but  I  can  quote  a  witness  whom, 
perhaps,  you  will  not  reject.  What 
said  the  Member  for  South  Tipperary  to 
his  friends  there  ?     He  said — 

*'  Has  it  come  to  thii,  that  Tipperary,  the 
very  name  of  which  in  the  past  has  made  land- 
lordism quake  and  fear  ;  that  Tipperary,  whose 
name  has  many  a  time  and  oft  compelled  the 
oppressor  to  lay  down  his  arms,  should  be  the 
snug  and  comfortable  home  of  the  emergency 
man  and  the  land-grabber ;  has  it  come  to 
this,  that  even  to  Tipperary  an  emissary  must 
come  down  and  exclaim.  Has  it  come  to  this ! '  *' 

Yes ;  it  has  come  to  this,  that  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  now  require  to  be  lashed  into 
agitation,  and  that  is  our  answer  to  the 
indictment  which  is  made  against  us. 
It  has  oome  to  this,  that  in  thobO  signs 
and  symptoms  we  see  grounds  for  con- 
fidence and  for  hope.  Our  duty  we 
must  firmly  persist  m  ;  but  I  maintain 
that  at  no  time  in  the  history  of  the 
present  Administration  have  we  had 
more  ground  for  confidence  and  hope 
than  exists  at  this  moment. 

*Mr.  RA.THBONE  (Carnarvonshire) : 
In  the  very  few  words  to  which  I  have 
to  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  I  sh  all  not 
lay  myself  open  to  the  censure  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham  for 
neglect  of  the  second  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment now  before  the  House.  It  was 
inevitable  and  right  that  the  Government 
and  the  Leaders  of  all  Parties  should 
be  first  called  to  account  before  this 
House  for  all  that  has  been  said  or  done 
and  omitted  to  be  done  during  the 
BeoesB,  and  this  has  been  done  with  great 
ability,  thorougiiness,  and  severity.  I 
am  sure  the  House  and  the  country 
will  consider  with  great  interest  the 
sig^nificance  of  the  treatment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  the  question  of  the 
future,  as  throwing  some  gleams  of  light 
upon  the  ideas  of  his  Party  and  that 
with  which  he  is  allied.  His  challenge, 
however,   ought  surely   to    have    been. 
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they  then  proceeded  to  spring  Home 
Hule  upon  the  country,  and  to  relegate 
their  Radical  programme  to  a  distant 
future.  Then,  if  it  lies  in  the  mouth  of 
either  Party  to  accuse  the  other  of  fraud 
on  the  constituencies,  I  think  we  could 
very  well  retort  upon  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  I  should  like  to  read  a 
short  and  interesting  document  which 
bears  upon  this  point.  It  was  issued  in 
November,  1885,  and  is  addressed  to  our 
**  countrymen  "  by  the  Leaders  of  the 
National  Party.  It  earnestly  advises 
"  our  countrymen  "  to  vote  against  the 
men  who  were  coercing  Ireland,  that  is 
— right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  it 
was  signed  by  T.  P.  O'Connor,  J.  E. 
Redmond,  J.  O'Kelly,  J.  Biggar,  T.  M. 
Heaiy,  and  others.  Taken  in  connection 
with  this  debate,  I  think  it  is  an  interest- 
ing and  instructive  document,  because  it 
illustrates  better  than  anything  else  the 
false  attitude  of  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  who  have  moved  and  sup- 
port the  Amendment  to  the  Address. 
The  conversion  to  Home  Rule  of  the 
hun.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Cirencester  Division  of  Gloucestershire 
hact  been  so  recent  that  I  see  that  in  the 
Parliamentary  Guide  the  letter  **  U " 
still  appears  against  his  name.  Last 
night  the  hon.  Gentleman  explained  the 
reasons  why  be  has  changed  his  mind, 
and  endeavoured  to  account  for  his 
chequered  political  career.  I  do  not 
think  he  need  have  taken  so  much 
trouble  to  explain  his  inconsistency. 
He  is  not  the  only  Member  sitting  oppo- 
site who  has  changed  his  mind  very 
recently  and  very  violently  on  the  Irish 
question.     One  thing  I  was  rather  sur- 

Erised  at,  and  that  was,  that  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  should  have  spoken  so 
confidently  about  the  mind  of  the  coun- 
try. Personally,  I  am  rather  loth  to  ac- 
cept information  on  the  subject  filtered 
through  a  mind  which  it  has  taken  so 
long  to  make  up.  I  listened  with  some 
astonishment  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  devoted  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  time  he  occupied  to  flinging 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  the  extra- 
ordinary taunt  that  the  Conservative 
Party  have  sought  to  make  much  politi- 
cal capital  out  of  certain  famous  letters 
which  have  now  been  proved  to  be 
forgeries.  I  am  most  heartily  glad  that 
those  letters  have  been  proved  to  be  the 
production  of  a  clumsy  forger,  but  I  was 
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surprised  that  the  hon.  Member  should^ 
without  producing  the  chapter  and  verse 
for  it,  have  made  the  charge  I  have 
stated.  I  repudiate  his  assertion,  and 
challenge  him  to  prove  that  any 
member  of  the  Unionist  Party  has 
ever  endeavoured  to  make  political' 
capital  out  of  the  forged  letters.  Now, 
I  intend  to  give  a  most  hearty  vote  in 
support  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment, 
and  I  desire  to  give  another  reason  for 
doing  so.  In  my  opinion  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  resulted 
not  only  in  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  in  the  Sister  Isle,  but  has  tended 
very  gpreatly  to  promote  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  sneered  at  the  thought  of 
the  present  prosperity  of  Ireland  result- 
ing from  the  Unionist  policy.  I  do  not 
suppose  this  policy  is  responsible  for  such 
things  as  a  good  harvest  or  a  fine  sum- 
mer; but  there  are  many  things  on  which 
the  policy  of  the  Government  always 
has  a  direct  bearing.  The  increases, 
for  instance,  in  the  deposits  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  in  Ireland  and  of 
the  Irish  exports  show  that  the  people 
of  the  country  are  not  now  so  mock 
under  the  dominion  of  the  Irish- 
National  League.  The  farmers  of  Ire- 
land are  now  turning  their  attention 
more  to  their  own  proper  avooations 
and  less  to  political  agitation.  That  is 
a  result  of  strong,  firm,  and  just  go- 
vernment. There  is  another  fact  of 
still  greater  importance  which  I  do  not 
recollect  having  been  quoted  in  the  de- 
bate. £610,000  has  been  advanced 
during  the  last  year  out  of  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  in  the  form  of 
loans  to  public  works  in  Ireland:  in 
other  words,  the  credit  of  the  British. 
taxpayer  has  been  pledged  to  the  ex- 
tent of  £610,000  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Irish  people.  How  muck 
of  that  money  would  have  been  ex- 
pended supposing  Ireland  had  got  a 
Home  Rule  Parliament?  Here  is  a 
direct  and  substantial  benefit  which  she- 
derives  by  her  present  partnership  with 
the  United  Kingdom,  and  which  I 
venture  to  say  beats  the  record  of  any 
other  country  in  the  world.  The  subject 
of  local  government  in  Irelcmd  has  been 
alluded  to  thib  evening.  I  think  we 
shall  all  accept  the  statement  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  a  most 
complete  refutation  of  the  attack  made 
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by  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
her  for  Mid  Lothian  regarding  the  delay 
in  the  extension  of  local  gOTemment 
to  Ireland.  Personally  I  shall,  when- 
ever the  time  comes,  support  an  exten- 
sion to  Ireland  of  the  same  measure  of 
local  government  that  has  been  ex- 
tended to  England,  and  is  being  ex- 
tended to  Scotland  provided  only  that 
security  is  given  for  the  proper  protec- 
tion of  the  loyal  minority  in  Ulster. 
Pirmly  believing  that  the  Unionist 
Party  is  as  ready  to  grant  a  large 
measure  of  local  government  to  Ireland 
as  it  is  to  do  anything  else  which  can 
tend  to  the  welfare  of  the  country,  I 
shall  to-night  gladly  support  the 
-Government  by  my  vote. 

Mr.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  E.),  on 
Tising,  was  interrupted  by  an  hon. 
Meiuber  directing  the  Speaker's  atten- 
tion to  the  number  of  Members  present. 
The  House  having  been  counted  and  40 
Members  being  present,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proceeded  :  The  Amendment  which 
is  before  us  for  discussion  comes  very 
aptly  in  the  paragraph  in  the  Address 
we  are  asked  to  adopt,  thanking  Her 
Majesty  for  proposed  measures  for 
-amending  the  constitution  of  the  various 
tribunals  which  have  special  jurisdiction 
over  real  property  in  Ireland,  and  for 
developing  the  material  resources  of  that 
•  country.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
seem  to  think  that  attention  to  the  claims 
■of  real  property  in  Ireland,  and  measures 
for  developing  the  material  resources  of 
the  country  in  aid  of  real  property,  com- 
prise the  full  duty  of  the  Government.  To 
this  point  the  Amendment  aptly  calls 
attention,  declaring  the  present  system  of 
administration  harsh,  oppressive,  and 
unjust.  This  declaration,  in  my  opinion, 
is  applicable  to  the  entire  system  of  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  since  the  Union, 
and  it  is  treating  the  Amendment  in 
that  sense  I  propose  to  say  a  few  words. 
If  we  had  been  from  the  period  of  the 
Union  governed  by  English  laws  ad- 
ministered in  the  English  fashion,  and 
in  that  spirit  which  centuries  of  freedom 
have  impressed  upon  the  judiciary  of 
this  country  and  upon  all  the  offices  of 
Government,  at  any  rate  for  the  last  half- 
century — if  the  laws  had  been  applied  in 
this  way  to  Ireland,  then  I  can  assure 
the  House  the  material  grounds  we 
have  for  discontent  in  Ireland  would 
have  been  much  less,  if  they  existed  at 
all.     I  do  not  say  that  other  grounds  of 


discontent  and  arguments  in  favour 
of  national  aspirations  would  disappear ; 
but  undoubtedly,  if  English  administra- 
tion, as  we  know  it  in  this  country — if 
the  Judges  had  administered  English 
laws  in  Ireland  as  they  are  administered 
in  England — we  certainly  would  have  had 
much  less  reason  for  diFcontent  in  our 
country.  But  the  law  which  is  adminis- 
tered in  Ireland  is  neither  Irish  nor 
English ;  its  administration  is  worse  than 
Eussian.  If  we  had  had  the  opportunity 
of  passing  our  laws  for  our  country  in 
our  own  way,  without  also  having  the 
power  to  administer  them,  or  even  without 
having  them  administered  somewhat  in 
sympathy  with  our  people,  I  do  not 
believe  the  grant  of  legislative  power 
would  be  of  any  service  to  us,  or  worth 
any  considerable  struggle  to  obtain.  It 
is  not  the  want  of  legislation,  but  the 
want  of  sympathy  in  the  administration 
of  laws,  that  we  have  to  complain  of  in 
Ireland.  I  have  frequently  talked  with 
gentlemen  who  believe  they  have  the 
right  by  birth  to  govern,  and  who  have 
a  habit  of  talking  of  us  as  '*  the 
natives,"  including  the  vast  majority  of 
the  people  and  the  race  from  which  I 
spring.  It  is  in  this  spirit  of  class  power, 
as  expressed  in  that  word,  the  laws  are 
administered,  administered  as  they  would 
be  by  the  dormant  faction  in  a  colony  in 
ruling  a  territory  forcibly  occupied.  We 
are  ruled  exactly  as  those  people  are 
ruled  whose  country  is  overrun  by  a 
Foreign  Power.  The  whole  Administra- 
tion is  **  run "  for  them  and  their 
families  ;  the  whole  spirit  of  the  laws  is 
imbued  with  this  prejudice,  and  they  are 
carried  out  in  deference  to  the  wishes  of 
a  class.  This  I  defy  anyone  acquainted 
with  the  administration  of  the  law  in 
Ireland  to  dispute.  We  are  practically 
really  governed  by  the  agents  of  the 
Orange  Society.  What  votes  are  they 
that  support  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  Ireland  ?  Where  is  the  Government 
able  to  get  a  single  Member  returned 
but  in  those  parts  of  Ireland  where  the 
influence  of  the  Orange  Society  is 
paramount  ?  What  do  we  see  here  ? 
We  have  two  Members  professing 
to  be  Ulster  Liberal  Members  who 
owe  their  return  as  much  to  the  support 
of  the  Orange  Society  as  hon.  Members 
opposite.  In  all  vicissitudes  of  Govern- 
ment, in  every  change  of  Administra- 
tion, the  pervading  influence  in  Dublin 
Castle  is  Orangeism,  and  in  that  spirit 
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most  extraordinary  circumstances.  Well, 
what  happened  in  the  case  of  the  Rev. 
James  M*Fadden,  against  whom  no  one 
could  be  found  to  say,  **  I  suspect  him  "  ? 
A  warrant  is  issued  at  night  and  handed 
out  at  a  time  when  it  is  discovered  that 
Father  M*Fadden's  sister  and  house- 
keeper are  away  at  the  police  barracks, 
endeavouring  to  obtain  an  inter  new  with 
him.  There  is  no  one  in  the  house  when 
the  search  is  made  for  the  rev.  gentle- 
man's papers  ;  therefore,  all  his  private 
documents,  it  is  fair  to  assume,  are 
ransacked — and  it  is  well  known  that 
Father  M*Fadden  has  been  in  corre- 
spondence with  the  political  Party  on  this 
side  of  the  House.  The  searoh  is  made 
at  night  in  total  violation  of  the  spirit  of 
the  law.  In  this  matter  we  might,  I  think, 
take  a  lesson  from  France  in  administer- 
ing our  English  law,  for  I  find  that  in 
the  action  taken  by  the  French  Govern- 
ment against  the  League  of  Patriots, 
when  the  authorities  were  making  their 
search  for  documents,  they  required  the 
Members  of  the  League  to  be  present. 
In  Ireland,  however,  the  thing  is  done 
in  this  way.  An  official  bursts  into  the 
presence  of  his  chief  with  the  announce- 
ment, *^Miss  M*Faddenis  now  with  her 
brother  at  the  barracks."  Instantly 
the  word  goes  forth  that  a  search  is  to 
be  made,  the  police  take  to  their  cars 
and  rush  down  to  Father  M^Fadden's 
house  and  ransack  his  papers,  and  when 
Miss  M'Fadden  returns  she  meets  the 
police  on  the  threshold  who  say  to  her, 
*'  Oh,  we  have  just  taken  one  or  two 
letters  ;  good  morning."  There  is  little 
confidence  to  be  reposed  in  the  letters 
and  documents  obtained  by  the  Govern- 
ment from  their  agents  in  Ireland  as 
evidence  against  Nationalists.  We  have 
seen  what  a  dismal  failure  the 
last  move  of  the  Government  has 
been  in  relation  to  letters  and 
correspondence.  But  we  do  not  know 
what  use  may  be  made  of  letters  found 
at  Father  M^Faddon's  house,  and  here 
is  where  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  J.  Morley)  comes  in.  One  of 
the  letters  alleged  to  have  been  taken  was 
a  letter  from  another  priest.  That 
priest  has  now  been  arrested  under  the 
Coercion  Act.  The  Crown  will  have  to 
show  that  the  law  gives  this  power  of 
domiciliary  visit.  But,  whether  it  does 
ov  not,  who  will  justify  such  action  ?  I 
have    been    careful    to     abstain    from 

J/r.  O'Doherty 


saying  whether,  by  any  legal  quibble  or 
in  any  other  way,  there  is  any  possibilitf 
of  bringing  home  to  my  friend,  Father 
M*Fadden — for  I  am  proud  to  prodaim 
him  my  friend— any  compHcity  in  the 
murder    of    the   police    inspector.    On 
that     the    rev.     gentleman     is    ready 
to    take    his    triad.     But   with   regard 
to    the    poor    people    who    are    beinff 
raided      and     subjected      to      martiu 
law,  and  on  whom  the  baton  and  bayonet 
are    being   constantly  used,  I  contend 
that  the  state  of  things   is   such  thit 
some  such  Amendment   as  this  is  ab- 
solutely necessary.     I  declare  that  the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  is  distinctly  at  an 
end    in    County   Donegal ;    the  pabHc 
rights  are   at   an  end.     The  county  is 
filled  with  military  from  one  end  to  the 
other.     Because  the  Government  haTe 
been  baulked,  and  because  of  tihe  desiie 
of  Orangemen  to  insult  the  Catholics, 
everything    possible    in    the    way   of 
stretching  the  law  has  been  practised. 
These  things  have  burnt  themselves  into 
the  souls  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  in  Ulster ;  they  will  never  forget 
the   action   of  the  Crown  in  Donej^. 
What  is  the  object  of  that  action  I  leaTS 
the  House  to  determine.     Whether  it  is 
for    the    purpose   of   dragooning    die 
people,  and  in  that  way  bringing  about 
what  is  called*^  the  material  prospeiitj 
of  Ireland" — namely,  the  payment  of 
rent — I  do  not  know ;  but  I  do  say  it  is  an 
instance  of  the  Orange  colour  and  Orange 
spirit  and  Orange  feeling  with  which 
English  law  has  been  administered  in 
Ireland — spirit  and  feeling  whioh  have 
brought  all  law  into  contempt. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Dublin.  Col- 
lege Green)  :  During  the  course  of  this 
debate  much  has  been  said  as  to  the 
treatment  accorded  to  political  priBoners 
in  Ireland.  It  is  very  natural  tiiat  a 
good  deal  should  be  said  on  the  subject, 
because  it  is  a  subject  in  relation  to 
which  the  Irish  people  feel  very  keenly. 
Well,  Sir,  I  myself  have  had  the  honour 
to  be  sent  to  prison  imder  the  provisions 
of  the  Crimes  Act.  I  do  not,  however, 
whine  about  my  treatment,  nor  do  I 
want  to  pose  as  a  political  martyr.  I 
was  treated  as  a  first-class  misdemean- 
ant, but  then  I  was  not  tried  by  one  of 
the  removable  gang  of  Irish  Magis- 
trates, and  consequently  I  was  not  sub- 
jected to  the  treatment  which  has  been 
inflicted  on  some  of  my  friends.  I  de- 
sire, however,  to  mention  a  fact  which 
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I      have     never     mentioned      before. 
The      18th      rule      of      the      Prison 
Code    entitles    first-class    misdemean- 
ants     to       carry      on      their      ordin- 
ary trade,  calling,  or  avocation,  if  not 
inconsistent     with     prison     discipline. 
Under  this  rule  Mr.  E.  D.  Gray,  when 
confined  in  Bichmond  Prison,  Dublin, 
and  Mr.   Stead  and   Mr.  Yate^,  when 
confined  in  HoUoway  Prison,  London, 
were  enabled,  while  in  prison,  to  carry  on 
to  a  certain  extent  the  business  of  their 
respective  journals.     But,   by    a  dirty 
trick,  I  was  cheated  by  the  Prisons  Board 
and  by  the  Chief  Secretary  out  of  the 
privilege,  or  rather  right,  to  which  I  was 
entitled.     After  I  had  been  four  days 
in  Richmond  Prison,  I  was  removed  to 
another  prison  60  miles  from  Dublin,  and 
consequently   was  unable   to   assist  in 
carrying  on  the  business  of  my  news- 
paper.     I  charge  the  Chief   Secretary 
ana  the  Prisons  Board  with  having,  by 
a  mean  and  paltry  trick,  deprived  me  of 
a  right  given  to  me  by  the  prison  rules. 
The    Member  for    West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  said  last  night  that 
the  question  of  Ulster  is  a  very  serious 
one  and  will  have  to  be  considered.  This 
is  not  the  only  occasion  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  attempted  the 
task  of  educating  the  Tory  Party  up  to 
his  own  views  and  sentiments  on  this 
Irish  Question,  but  I  think  he  is  dealing 
with  very  dull  scholars  in  so  attempting. 
I  noticed  last  night  that  during   the 
whole  of  that  portion  of  his  speech  his 
observations  were  received  with  a  fune- 
real silence  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.    One  of  the  difficulties  he  alleged 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  an  Irish  Legisla- 
ture was  this  of  Ulster.      I  deny  the 
right  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  speak 
of  Ulster  as  he  spoke  of  it  yesterday,  and 
I  trust  this  House  will  understand — I 
am  sure  the  majority  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  all  understand — how  false  and 
how  hollow  is  the  pretence  that  Liberal 
Unionists  or  Tory  Gentlemen  have  any 
substance  in  their  allegations  or  argu- 
ments when  they  speak  of  Ulster  being 
opposed  to    the    national    claims  and 
national  aspirations  of  the  Irish  people. 
They  speak  8ir»  for  only  a  portion  of 
Ulster — for  only  a  corner  of  Ulster — 
for  only  two  counties  of  Ulster,  or  very 
little  more  than  that,  and  I  think   we 
should  put  an  end  to  the  sham  and  fraud 
of  using  the  name  of  Ulster  against  the 
demand  of    the    Irish    people    for  the 
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restoration  of  their  legislative  liberty. 
Reference  has  been  made  to  the 
alarming  speech  made  in  the  House 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Armagh 
(Colonel  Saunderson).  It  was  of  couise 
expected  that  both  the  House  and  the 
country  would  be  alarmed  at  the  terrible 
picture  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
brought  before  them  of  50,000  men 
rising  in  arms  in  obedience  to  his  sum- 
mons, and  taking  the  field  forthwith 
as  soon  as  ever  there  is  a  near  prospect 
of  the  concession  of  Home  Bule  to  Ire- 
land. Where  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman gets  his  50,000  I  do  not  know, 
except  it  be  that  he  makes  his  calcula- 
tion on  a  system  that  may  not  be  alto- 
gether unknown  to  some  hon.  Members  of 
this  House,  inasmuch  as  many  of  them, 
probably,  have  heard  before  now  of  the 
famous  work  of  a  distinguished  writer, 
the  title  of  which  is  ^'  The  Tremendous 
Adventures  of  Major  Goliath  O'Gaha- 
gan."  O'Gahagan  was  counting  up 
the  forces  at  his  disposal  for  the  defence 
of  a  besieged  city  in  India.  He  counted 
his  garrison  in  this  way: — ''Soldiers 
(infantry  and  artillery),  40 ;  Chaplains, 
2;  surgdbn,  1  ;  O'Gahagan,  1,000."  I 
think  it  must  be  on  the  same  system 
that  the  calculation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Armagh  is  based.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  counts  himself  as 
49,000,  and  he  leaves  the  remain- 
ing 1,000  to  be  made  up  from 
the  Orangemen  of  Ulster.  Wh^t 
does  it  mean  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  talks  of  bringing 
50,000  men  into  the  field  against  Home 
Bule  ?  It  means  bringing  them  into  the 
field  against  the  troops  of  the  Sovereign 
of  this  Aealm !  But,  still,  it  will  be  a 
splendid  sight  to  see  the  gallant  Colonel 
take  the  field,  and  will  remind  one  of 
the  lines  descriptive  of  another  gpreat 
hero — 

**■  To  noble  danger  he  oonducts  the  way. 
His  great  example  all  his  troops  obey, 
Before  the  front  the  Major  sternly  rides. 
With  such  an  air  as  Mm  to  battle  strides, 
Propitious  heaven  most  sore  a  hero  save. 
Like  Paris  handsome,  and  like  Hector  brave." 

But  it  is  not  only  in  Ireland  that  the 
name  and  appearanee  of  the  hon.  and 
gall  ant  Member  strikes  terror,  for  I  read 
that  at  a  meeting  over  which  he  presided, 
one  of  the  spei^erB,  the  Bev.  T.  Ellis, 
Ghrand  Chaplain  of  the  Orange  Order^  at 
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a  demonstration  at  Armagh  on  the  12th 
July,  1886,  mentioned  ^'that  the  blood 
rashed  to  Gladstone's  forehead  when- 
ever Brother  Saunderson  got  up  to 
speak."  That  was  said  in  the  presence 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  who 
did  not  deny  the  soft  impeachment. 
Well,  Sir,  but  while  he  threatens  that 
he  will  take  the  field  and  head  the 
rebel  forces  in  Ireland  under  certain 
conditions — that  is  if  the  Act  be 
passed  by  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
and  assented  to  by  the  Sovereign  of 
these  Bealms — he  at  another  time 
and  in  another  mood  presents  a 
different  appearance.  In  a  speech 
delivered  in  this  House  on  June  25, 
1888,  he  said  he  did  not  understand  how 
people  could  resist  a  measure  when  once 
it  had  become  law.  However  much  they 
disliked  it,  they  could  only  proceed  to 
get  it  repealed  by  Constitutional  means. 
In  the  meantime  they  were  bound  to 
obey  it.  How  can  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  reconcile  these  conflicting  senti- 
ments ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham,  in  his 
speech  in  this  House  last  night,  said  no 
Parliament  had  any  right  to  transfer  the 
allegiance  of  any  portion  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  to  another  Power. 
But  there  is  in  this  case  no  question  of 
transferring  allegiance.  The  allegiance 
of  all  Irishmen  would  rest,  after  the 
restoration  of  an  Irish  Parliament,  just 
where  it  rests  at  present.  The  allegiance 
of  Irishmen,  Englishmen,  and  Scotch- 
men .L  due  to  the  Throne,  to  the 
Sovereign  of  these  Realms  and  to  the 
Acts  of  Parliament  which  have  been 
passed,  and  there  will  be  no  disturbance 
of  that  allegiance  under  an  Irish  Legis- 
lature. We  hear  a  good  deal  said 
about  Irishmen  born  under  the  rule  of 
the  British  Parliament,  and  that  no  one 
has  a  right  to  transfer  his  allegiance 
elsewhere.  But  what  about  the  Act  of 
Union  ?  The  Irishmen  of  that  day  were 
bom  to  the  possession  of  an  Irish  Par- 
liament, which  had  existed  in  that 
country  for  hundreds  of  years.  Was 
their  allegiance  transferred  by  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  Union  ?  Did  they 
rise  in  rebellion  and  call  out  50 
or  100,000  men  to  take  the  field? 
Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Birmingham  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  allege  that  under  the  present 
system  of  adnunistration,  that  country 
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is  thriving  and  prospering,  and  that  hap- 
piness, peace,  law  and  order,  and 
loyalty  have  been  restored  to  the  country. 
I  deny  each  and  nvery  one  of  these 
statements.  I  say  that  the  country  is 
not  prospering,  but  that  it  is  declining 
in  every  element.  I  say  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  and  the  law  it- 
self in  that  country  are  not  calculated 
to  produce  content,  or  any  increase  of 
loyalty  and  goodwill  among  the  people. 
I  say  that  whatever  improvement  there 
is  in  Ireland  in  the  way  of  peace  and 
quiet  is  due  to  far  different  causes  than 
those  alleged  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  The  decline  in  the  material 
condition  of  the  country  cannot  be 
denied.  We  get  figures  about  the 
Savings  Bank  deposits  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  wonder  if  there  is  some  increase 
in  the  amount  of  deposits,  considering 
the  sums  of  money  that  the  Government 
and  the  Times  newspaper  have  been 
squandering.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
some  of  the  Times^  money  is  to  be  foand 
in  the  Savings  Banks ;  money  whioh.  they 
have  paid  to  emergency  men,  spies,  and 
informers — the  necessary  tools  of  the 
Government  imder  the  present  system. 
But  there  are  more  important  elements 
than  these  to  think  of  when  we  are  oon- 
sidering  the  question  of  the  condition  of 
the  country.  I  have  here  a  few  figures 
taken  from  an  authentic  source — an 
Irish  official  directory — the  reliability 
of  whioh  will  not  be  questioned  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  find  that 
the  population  of  Ireland  between  the 
years  1841  and  1845  declined  by 
3.274,000;  in  the  years  1885-6,  it  de- 
clined 136,500.  and  in  1886-7,  it 
declined  59. 108,  and  that  process  is  going 
on  still.  Well,  but  some  of  the  letter 
writers,  private  secretaries  and  othar 
friends  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, have  informed  us  of  the  glorious 
fact  that,  although  the  population  has 
declined,  there  is  a  greater  number  of 
cows  in  the  country  than  there  was  a 
few  years  ago.  That  is  a  g^at  ele- 
ment of  strength,  honour,  and  prosperity. 
Cows  count  for  something :  they  have 
a  certain  value ;  Irishmen  and  women 
have  none  at  all,  so  that  if  cows  in- 
crease, no  matter  how  the  population 
decreases,  it  is  a  thing  to  be  boasted 
of.  In  no  other  country  in  the  world 
would  any  such  conclusion  be  put  for- 
ward. People  fly  from  the  coantiyl 
Of  course  they  fly  with  love  and  affao- 
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tionate  memories  in  their  hearts  of  the 
system  of  law  prevailing — a  system  which 
would  not  give  them  a  chance  of  living, 
thrivind^,  and  prospering  in  their  own 
land,    but  which  sends  them   away   to 
the  furthermost    ends  of  the   earth  as 
hewers  of  wood  and  drawers  of  water. 
Little  wonder  then,  when  they  are  able 
to  earn  some  money  and  to  save  some, 
that,   to   their  honour  and  glory  be  it 
told,    they   send  their  savings  home  to 
the  old  country— to  the  Leaders  of  the 
Irish  people — to  help  them  to  carry  on 
a  movement  in  Ireland  which  is  intended 
to  put   an  end  to  this  disgraceful  and 
miserable  condition  of  things,   to  end 
a  condition  of  affairs  which  banishes  the 
people  in  thousands,   year  after  year, 
and  makes  those  who  remain  at  home 
unhappy  and  miserable.     In  every  other 
country  of  the  world  I  know  of — except, 
perhaps,  some  of  the  Turkish  Provinces 
— the  people  are  increasing  in  numbers, 
and  in   wealth   and   strength.     But  in 
Ireland  it  is  thought  to  be  sufficient  if 
the  number  of  cows,  horses,  and  pigs 
grows ;  it  matters  not  that  the  popula- 
tion   diminishes.       Quoting    from    the 
same  authority,  I  find  that  the  number 
of  inhabited  houses  has  declined.     Be- 
tween   1841    and   1861   the  diminution 
was  333,683;  between  1861  and  1871  it 
was   33,776;     and   between    1871    and 
1881  it  was  57,272,     We  are  told  that 
many  of  these   were  mud  cabins,  and 
that  they  were  houses  unfit  for  human 
habitation.   No  doubt  of  it ;  and  if  after 
they  were  thrown  down  the  people  went 
to  live  in  better  houses,  there  would  be 
cause   for   satisfaction.     But    they  did 
not ;     they    had     instead    to    fly    the 
country;     and    therein     lies     a     good 
deal   of    the  trouble   which  has  come 
to   both    the    Irish    and    the    English 
nations.      I  find,  too,   that    pauperism 
has  increased  in  the  country.     In  the 
year  1885  to  1886  the  increase  in  the 
number  of  Irish  paupers  was  40,422,  and 
in  the  next  year  it  was  27,103.     This  is 
a   very   sad   and   serious    condition   of 
things.     There  are  now  as  many  police 
and   soldiers  in    Ireland   as   when  the 
population  was  twice  what  it  is  at  pre- 
sent, and  taxation  has  increased  wnile 
the  population  has  declined.     There  are 
many  reasons  why  the  state  of  Ireland 
should  be  more  peaceful.     The  agrarian 
strain  has  been  decreased ,  principally  by 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  and  many  settle- 
ments have  been  brought  about  by  fear 


of  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  The  number 
of  evicted  people  in  Ireland  is,  of  course, 
limited.  If  the  people  are  to  be  utterly 
cleared  out  of  the  land,  there  will  of 
course  be  no  evictions  and  no  crime  or 
outrage  ;  and  that  seems  to  be  the  con- 
dition of  things  some  of  our  rulers  are 
seeking  to  bring  about  in  Ireland.  The 
great  cause  of  the  decline  of  crime,  out- 
rage, boycotting,  and  other  such  pro- 
ceedings in  Ireland  is  that  the  Irish 
people  have  learnt  that  their  time  of 
suffering  is  limited  and  cannot  last  lono^, 
because  the  English  people  in  their 
millions  have  pledged  themselves  to 
stand  by  them,  and  will,  at  the  very  first 
opportunity,  put  an  end  to  the  miserable 
state  of  things  which  produces  crime 
and  outrage,  dissatisfaction  and  dis- 
loyalty, and  which  produces  such  crea- 
tures as  Pigott  and  the  rest  of  the  2Hm$s^ 
witnesses.  Aye,  Sir,  this  order  of 
things,  which  produces  plots  and  con- 
spiracies and  illegalities  and  consequent 
punishment  and  suffering,  we  shall  see 
end,  and  the  British  people  will  end  it 
when  they  get  a  chance,  and  when  they 
will  be  allowed  to  choose  between  the 
alternatives  of  Lord  Salisbury's  twenty 
years  of  firm  and  resolute  government, 
and  giving  the  Irish  people  the  means 
of  thriving  and  prospering  in  their 
own  land,  and  becoming  loyal  membera 
of  the  British  Empire.  The  life  of  the 
policy  of  Coercion  is  limited ;  it  cannot 
now  last  long.  We  look  to  the  future 
with  hope  and  confidence,  and  it  is 
because  these  sentiments  are  in  the- 
hearts  of  the  Irish  people  that  peace,  good 
order,  and  tranquillity  now  exist.  Hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  opposite  may 
sneer  at  this,  but  it  is  in  vain.  They 
know  as  well  as  I  do  that  the  English 
people  are  a  nobler  and  braver  people 
than  they  choose  to  represent  them. 
The  hearts  of  the  masses  of  the  people 
have  been  filled  with  indignation  oy  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  towards  the 
Irish  people,  by  the  imprisonment  of 
men  for  no  treasonable  or  seditious 
practice,  but  who  are  fighting  for  the 
high  and  holy  purpose  of  bettering  the 
fortiunes  of  their  own  people,  without 
in  the  slightest  degree  impairing  or 
injuring  any  imperial  interest. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  I 
think  any  comment  of  mine  can  only  de- 
tract from  the  value  of  the  personal  evi- 
dence laid  before  the  House  by  the  two 
hon.  Members  who  have  just  spoken.  I 
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shall  therefore  proceed  to  state  my 
fiews  on  the  question  before  the  House 
without  dealing^  with  those  facts  which 
have  been  advanced  by  those  hon. 
Members.  Before  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham interposed  in  this  debate,  I  had 
supposed  that  we  were  considering  the 
administration  of  the  Coercion  Act  by 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment.  I  shall 
have  a  word  or  two  to  say  presently 
sbout  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  in  the  mean- 
time I  wish  to  state  the  views  which 
influence  me  in  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment. To  beg^n  with,  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  disclaiming  many  of  the  opinions 
and  sympathies  which  have  been  im- 
puted to  us  by  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
other  side  of  this  House.  I  intend  to 
make  no  personal  attack  on  the  Chief 
Secretary ;  I  do  not  think  that  that  is 
necessary  to  our  case,  and  I  think  also 
that  the  whole  Government  and  the 
whole  Partv,  and  the  voters  of  this 
country  who  have  supported  the  Govern- 
ment, are  responsible  for  this  policy, 
and  not  merely  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Neither  do  I  stand  here  to 
defend  crime,  or  to  defend  lawlessness 
or  riot  in  any  shape  or  form.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  it  stated  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  who  have  spoken  that 
they  do  not  cdaim  any  specifd  treatment 
whatever,  either  for  imprisoned  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  or  for  priests.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  offences  for  which  these 
men  have  been  convicted  are  political 
offences.  There  has  been  a  controversy 
on  that  question.  I  do  not  think  it  has 
oome  to  anything  much,  but  even  if  they 
were  political  offences  I  do  not  see  that 
it  makes  much  difference.  But  my 
arraignment  of  the  Government  and  the 
reasons  for  which  I  shall  feel  compelled 
to  vote  for  the  Amendment  are  mainly 
three.  I  charge  the  Government,  in 
the  first  place,  with  wanton,  capricious, 
and  unnecessary  enforcement  of  the 
driminal  Law.  I  charge  them,  in  the 
second  place,  with  enforcing  the  law  by 
means  of,  and  by  the  use  of,  tribunals 
which  are  unconstitutional  in  status  and 
incompetent  in  fact.  And,  in  the  third 
place,  I  say  that,  when  they  have 
dragged  their  prisoners  before  these 
tribunals  and  have  convicted  them 
there,  they  have  been  guilty  of  inflicting 
capricious  and  brutal  forms  of  punish- 
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ment.  Now,  as  to  the  charge  of  un- 
necessary and  wanton  enforoement  of 
the  Criminal  Law.  We  hear  it  said 
repeatedly  on  the  other  side  of  this 
House  that  the  law  must  be  enforced 
and  obeyed.  That  is  the  parrot  cry  of 
everyone  who  defends  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  Sir,  there  is  no  distinc- 
tion to  be  drawn  between  us  in  this 
matter.  It  is  quite  true  in  regard  to 
the  Civil  Law  of  the  land  that  where 
the  law  has  conferred  civil  rights  upon 
a  private  citizen,  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Executive  Government  of  the  day  to  see 
that  the  rights  obtained  by  that  citizen 
from  a  legal  tribunal  are  enforced.  But 
I  deny  that  this  proposition  is  true  of 
the  Criminal  Law.  Li  matters  of  criminal 
jurisdiction  which  the  Government  has 
initiated,  it  has,  or  ought  to  have,  dis- 
cretion. There  are  crimes  and  crimes, 
and  life  would  be  intolerable  in  this, 
or  in  any  other  country,  if  all  the 
laws  constituting  crimes  were  to  be 
enforced  as  a  matter  of  course. 
The  very  first  Private  Bill  on  our  list 
this  Session  is  one  brought  in  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh),  proposing  to  repeal  laws  whidi 
enforce  penalties  in  regard  to  matters  of 
religion  and  conscience — laws  such  as 
those  against  blasphemy  and  Sunday 
trading,  which  you  do  not  attempt  to 
enforce  even  under  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
the  enforcement  of  which  was  abandoned 
a  considerable  time  ago.  Let  me  point 
out  the  kind  of  crimes  that  come  home 
more  directly  to  hon.  Members.  I  allude 
to  cases  constituting  a  form  of  libel 
against  the  House,  over  which  this 
House,  as  a  Court,  x>ossesses  full  juris- 
diction. During  the  short  time  I  have 
been  a  Member  of  this  House  many 
occasions  have  arisen  when  such  offences 
have  been  committed,  and  you  have 
declined  to  enforce  the  penalty.  And  in 
this  very  question  of  libel  there  are  lurk- 
ing crimes  which  may  vet  prove  dan- 
gerous to  hon.  and  right  non.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  and  as  to  which  there  is  a 
criminal  penalty  attaching,  not  only  to 
the  utterance  of  the  libel,  but  to  thoae 
who,  by  themselves  or  their  servanta, 
merely  sell  the  libels  to  the  public.  Do 
you  propose  to  enforce  the  Criminal  Law 
in  these  respects  ;  and,  if  not,  what  is  the 
value  of  your  contention  in  defence  of 
your  Irish  policy  that  the  law  must  be 
enforced  ?  It  is,  therefore,  mere  pedantry 
to  talk  of  the  enforcementof  the  Criminal 
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Law  as  a  matter  of  course.  There  is,  I 
believe  at  the  present  moment,  on  the 
Statute  Book,  a  law  which  makes  it  a 
crime  for  anj  person  to  deny  that  the 
Long  Parliament  has  not  yet  dissolved . 
That  is  a  specimen  of  the  extreme  posi- 
tion you  would  have  to  adopt  if  you  in- 
sisted on  the  enforcement  of  all  kinds 
of  Oriminal  Laws  at  all  hazards. 
What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that 
the  laws  you  do  enforce  under  the 
Coercion  Act  belong  to  the  category  of 
unenforceable  laws.  I  was  glad  to  hear 
from  the  Solicitor  General  for  L*eland 
the  admission  that  conspiracy  is  the 
typical  offence  which  may  be  prosecuted 
under  the  Coercion  Act.  We  have  only 
to  look,  as  far  as  the  imprisonment  of 
hoD. Members  of  this  House  is  concerned, 
to  the  Reports  made  by  the  Besident 
Magistrates,  to  see  that  this  is  true.  I 
have  not  the  Return  as  to  Mr.  O'Brien, 
but  I  have  examined  that  as  to  Mr. 
Carew,  and  I  find  that  the  crime  of 
which  he  was  convicted  was  that  of  con- 
spiring with  persons  unknown  to  induce 
other  persons  unknown  not  to  take  farms 
from  which  tenants  are  or  may  be 
evicted.  The  g^eat  objection  to 
this  kind  of  conspiracy  is  that 
there  is  no  criminality  in  it  ex- 
cept the  fact  of  combination.  You 
have  been  enforcing  the  Criminal 
Law  as  conspiracy  combination,  which 
has  for  its  object  no  criminal  act ;  at  all 
events,  as  far  as  Members  of  this  House 
are  concerned,  the  aim  and  object  of 
the  convictions  has  been  to  render 
criminal  in  combination  that  which 
would  not  be  criminal  in  the  individual. 
When  the  Coercion  Act  was  before  the 
House,  the  question  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy was  certainly  discussed,  but  I 
incline  to  think  that  justice  was  not 
done  on  a  very  important  point.  But 
my  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  C.  Russell)  did  put  on  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  which  raised  cer- 
tain questions,  but,  somehow,  by  discus- 
sions anticipating  them,  the  full  force 
of  our  objections  to  that  part  of  the 
Bill  was  dissipated.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  fully  recognizes  what  is  this  con- 
spiracy law  which  sanctions  the  enforce- 
ment of  Coercion.  The  Common  Law 
makes  that  criminal  in  two  persons  which 
is  not  criminal  in  one.  A  great  jurist 
states  that  couppiraoy  was  an  art  in- 
vented by  lawyer-judffes  to  fasten  the 
colour  of  guilt  upon  the  innocent ;  and 


I  say  that  the  Irish  Judges  have  carried 
this  definition  to  Kn  extreme  that  would 
not  have  been  admitted  as  good  law 
when  the  Coercion  Act  was  passed* 
Under  this  law  a  landlord  may  refuse 
to  let  a  farm  to  a  class  of  people,  but  a 
class  may  not  combine  to  refuse  to  ac- 
cept a  farm  from  the  landlord.  Lord 
Salisbury  may  refuse  to  grant  a  site  for 
a  place  of  worship  to  Dissenters  at 
Hatfield,  but  if  the  Dissenters  at  Hat- 
held  combine  to  refuse  to  take  a  site 
from  Lord  Salisbury  at  Hatfield,  they 
may  be  guilty  of  a  criminal  offence,  for 
which  they  may  be  indicted  at  law. 
That  was  the  law  which  was  condemned 
long  ago  by  the  Commission  which 
was  appointed  to  draft  the  Criminal 
Code  for  this  country.  That  Com- 
mission proposed  to  abolish  con- 
spiracy with  certain  exceptions. 
The  conspiracies  they  recommended  to 
be  continued  on  the  Statute  Book  were 
seditious  conspiracies,  conspiracies  to 
pervert  the  course  of  justice,  con- 
spiracies to  murder,  conspiracies  to 
defraud,  conspiracies  to  prevent  by^ 
force  the  collection  of  rates  and 
taxes — nothing,  mark  you,  about  rents — 
they  proposed  to  abolish  all  other  forms 
of  conspiracy,  including  the  kind  of  con- 
spiracy you  are  trjring  to  enforce  by 
your  administration  of  the  Coercion  Act. 
Another  distinguished  jurist,  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen,  says,  referring  to  a  case  which 
came  before  the  Irish  Judges — 

**  If  it  be  correctly  reported,  and  is  good  law, 
it  would  follow  that  two  brothers  having  a 
sister  about  to  contract  a  marringe,  and  who 
agreed  to  exclude  her  from  their  society,  would« 
if  by  so  doing  they  prevented  the  marriage,  b» 
guilty  of  an  indictable  conspiracy." 

Mr.  Justice  Stephen  adds — 

**  This  seems  to  me  to  show  that  the  law  is  laid 
down  far  too  hardly  on  the  occasion  Ja 
question." 

This  was  written  before  the  Coercion 
Act  was  passed,  and,  therefore,  before 
conspiracy  cases  could  come  under  it.  I 
say,  then,  that  in  using  this  law  to  punish 
for  conspiracy  hon.  Members  who  are 
only  guilty  by  virtue  of  the  common 
doctrine  of  conspiracy  to  which  I  have 
referred,  you  are  taking  an  improper 
advantage  of  English  legislation.  The 
Beport  of  the  Commission  on  this  subject 
has  practically  been  accepted  by  all 
parties  in  this  country.  In  attempting 
10  ^Ht  up  affain,  as  a  crime,  that 
whirh  is  no  crime,  but  which  has  been 
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■hall  therefore  proceed  to  ntate  my 
riews  on  th«  question  before  the  House 
without  dealiuff  with  those  facts  which 
have  been  adVanced  b;  those  hon. 
MembsTS'  Before  the  riKht  hon.  Gen- 
tleniaii  the  Member  for  West  Birmiug- 
ham  interposed  ia  this  debate,  I  had 
mpposed  that  we  were  considering  tlie 
administration  of  the  Ooorcion  Act  by 
Her  Majesty's  OoTernmeut.  T  shall 
have  a  word  or  two  to  saj  presently 
about  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  in  the  mean- 
time I  wish  to  state  the  views  which 
influence  me  in  ■upporting  the  Amend- 
ment. To  begin  with,  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  disclaiming  many  of  the  opinions 
and  sympathies  which  have  been  im- 
puted to  us  by  Gentlemen  sitting  on  the 
other  side  of  this  House.  I  intend  to 
make  no  personal  attack  on  the  Chief 
Secretary ;  I  do  not  think  that  that  is 
necessary  to  our  case,  and  I  think  also 
that  the  whole  GoTemment  and  the 
whole  Party,  and  the  voters  of  this 
counlry  who  have  supported  the  Govern- 
ment, are  responsible  for  this  policy, 
and  not  merely  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Neither  do  I  stand  here  to 
defend  crime,  or  to  defend  lawlessneaa 
or  riot  in  any  shape  or  form.  I  am  glad 
to  hear  it  stated  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  who  have  spoken  that 
they  do  not  daim  any  special  treatment 
whatever,  either  for  imprisoned  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  or  for  priests.  I  do 
not  say  that  the  ofFences  for  which  these 
men  have  been  convicted  are  political 
offences.  There  has  been  a  controversy 
on  that  question.  I  do  not  think  it  has 
oome  to  anything  much,  bat  even  if  they 
were  political  offences  I  do  not  see  that 
it  makes  much  difference.  But  my 
arraignment  of  the  Government  and  the 
reasons  for  which  I  shall  feel  compelled 
to  vote  for  the  Amendment  are  mainly 
three.  I  charge  the  Government,  in 
the  first  place,  with  wanton,  caprioiouB, 
and  unnecessary  enforcement  of  the 
Oriminal  Law.  1  charge  them,  in  the 
second  place,  with  enforcing  the  law  by 
means  of,  and  by  the  nee  of,  tribunals 
which  are  unconstitutional  in  status  and 
incompetent  in  fact.     And.  in  the  third 

5 lace,    I    say    that,    when    they    have 
ragged    their    prisoners  before  these 
tribunals    and    have    convicted     them 
there,  they  have  been  guilty  of  inflicting 
oapriciouB  and  brutal  forms  of  pnniab- 
Mr.  K.  Jt«i«rtton 


ment.  Now,  as  to  the  chai^  of  na- 
necessary  and  wanton  enforcement  of 
the  Oriiiunal  Law.  We  hear  it  said 
repeatedly  on  tbe  other  side  of  thii 
House  that  the  law  mast  be  flnforad 
and  obeyed.  That  is  the  parrot  cryrf 
everyone  who  defends  the  policy  of  thi 
Government.  Sir,  there  is  no  distine- 
tion  to  be  drawn  between  us  in  thii 
matter.  It  is  quite  true  in  regard  to 
the  Civil  Law  of  the  land  that  whan 
the  law  has  conferred  civil  rights  upoa 
a  private  citizen,  it  is  the  duty  of  tb« 
Executive  Government  of  the  day  to  ae« 
that  the  rights  obtained  by  that  dtiiSB 
&om  a  legal  tribunal  are  enforced.  Bat 
I  deny  that  this  proposition  ia  true  of 
the  Criminal  Law.  In  matters  of  criminal 
jurisdiction  which  the  GovernmKit  hat 
initiated,  it  has,  or  ought  to  have,  dis- 
cretion. There  are  crimes  and  crimes, 
and  life  would  be  intolerable  in  this, 
or  in  any  other  country,  if  all  the 
laws  constituting  crimes  were  to  be 
enforced  as  a  matter  of  oonrae. 
The  very  first  Private  Bill  on  oat  list 
thisSeesion  is  one  brought  in  bythehtm. 
Member  for  Nordiampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh),  propodn^  to  repeal  laws  ^AiA 
enforce  penalties  m  reg^d  to  mstlHs  of 
reUgioD  and  conamenoe — IswB  sudt  M 
those  against  blasphemy  and  fionA^ 
trading,  which  you  do  not  "**— 'ij-i  to 
enforce  even  under  the  Coercian&otg^id 
the  enforcement  of  which  was  afamfloairi 
a  considerable  time  ago.  Lstme^iM 
out  the  kind  of  crimne  that  some  Sam 
more  directly  to  hon.  Members.  1  a 
to  oases  constituting  a  form  of  J 
against  the  Houm.  over  whtcL  ' 
House,  as  a  Court,  posxeesef  tul!  ii 
diction.  During  the  short  tin 
been  a  Mombfr  ni  this  Hin 
oocasionB  have  aristiii  wben  sort 
have  been  oomniitted,  and 
declined  to  enforce tb«  penalty, 
this  very  question  of  libel  thsTHji 
ing  crimes  whiih  mav  y^I 
gerous  to  hon.  rmd  ri^'ht  lini 
opposite,  and  air  t.<i  nbich 
criminal  penalty  attuohing,  nWV 
the  utterance  of  tlie  libel  '  "^ 
who,  by  themHelvt<i 
merely  sell  the  liljul 
you  propose  to  i;uf(ii- 
in  these  respects  :  uud,  if  n<rt 
value  of  your  i  uutention  j 
your  Irish  policy  thai 
enforced  f  It  is,  clieref< 
to  talk  of  the  enf  oi 
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Member  :  **  'Well  worth  it."]  Certainly 
well  worth  it — *'  There  are  the  Eadicals 
of  the  constituency."  Now,  theBadicals 
of  the  constituency  were  assemhled  in 
considerably  larger  numbers  in  close 
proximity  to  the  place  where  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  speaking.  There 
were  some  30,000  or  40,000  of  them, 
and  I  have  not  heard  that  they  applied 
any  such  title  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  ^*  Liberal  Leader" ;  nor  do  I 
think  that  if  in  their  hearts  they  re- 
garded him  as  a  Liberal  Leader,  they 
would  have  ended  their  meeting  in  the 
manner  they  did.  I  make  these 
remarks  about  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
simply  because  there  is  no  man  in 
English  politics  who  so  consistently 
and  persistently  poses — I  pause  for 
another  adverb---so  unwarranted  ly  arro- 
gates to  himself  the  privileges  of  Leader- 
ship. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  for 
ever  talking  of  himself  as  the  Leader.  I 
well  remember  some  years  ago  that  he 
excused  himself  from  the  performance 
of  the  most  important  duties  which  a 
Member  of  this  House  can  discharge — 
I  mean  that  of  attendance  in  Committee 
considering  the  estimates,  by  saying, 
''that  no  first-class  Statesman  ever 
condescended  to  do  so."  It  is  not  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  entitled  to 
ask  what  our  plans  are.  Our  Leaders, 
I  have  no  doubt,  will  produce  their 
plans  under  proper  conditions  and  at 
the  proper  time,  but  certainly  not  at  the 
demand  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Let  me.  We  hear  from  the  Unionists 
.iuid  from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer that  their  main  business  is  to  pro- 
tect the  supremacy  of  the  Lnperial 
Parliament.  I  was  glad  to  hear  to- 
night from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  the  adoption  of  that 
principle  quite  as  emphatically,  and  with 
a  good  deid  more  significance,  than  any- 
thing that  could  come  from  Liberal 
Unionists.  My  cardinal  principles  for 
the  solution  of  this  question  are  these — 
first  of  all,  that  we  are  going  to  main- 
tain, at  all  hazards,  the  real  and  effec- 
tive supremacy  of  this  Imperial  Parlia- 
•ment.  Secondly,  and  in  subordination 
to  that,  we  are  goin^  to  fi;ive  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  a  fml  ana  just  mea- 
sure of  local  or  national  self-government. 
I  do  not  greatly  care,  so  long  as  the 
supremacy  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
is  maintained,  how  large  the  measure 


of  self- government  may  be.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  means  the  same  thing  as  I 
mean  ;  but  by  the  supremacy  of  Parlia- 
ment I  mean  the  supremacy  of  this 
House  over  all  the  principalities  and 
potentates,  whether  in  Ireland  or  any 
other  part  of  the  Empire— the  supremacy 
of  this  House  over  the  Clerical  Con- 
vention that  sits  under  its  shadow,  over 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
over  the  Throne ;  and,  maintaining 
that  supremacy,  I  think  we  may  safely 
grant  any  measure  of  Home  Kuie 
that  may  be  demanded  by  Bepre- 
sentatives  in  this  House.  I  unhesi- 
tatingly vote  for  the  Amendment  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

♦Mb.  ASQUITH  (Fife,  E.)  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  if  it  were  possible  to  look  at 
this  question  from  a  purely  Party  point 
of  view,  I  confess  that  I  for  one  should 
think  it  a  little  ungracious  on  our  part 
to  invite  the  House  to  pass  so  severe  a 
censure  on  the  policy  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  In  the  great  struggle  in 
which  we  have  been  engaged  during 
the  last  three  years  I  regard,  and  I 
suppose  many  on  this  side  of  the 
House  regard,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  our  best  friend  and  our 
most  valuable  ally.  Many  causes 
have  contributed  during  that  time, 
by  the  removal  of  misunderstand- 
ing^, by  the  dispelling  of  prejudices,  to 
incline  the  judgment  of  the  people  of 
Ghreat  Britain  in  the  direction  of  Home 
Bule.  But  among  those  causes  I  am 
firmly  convinced  that  none  has  been 
one-hundredth  part  so  potent  and  so 
effective  as  the  administration  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  of  the  exceptional 
powers  which  Parliament  has  placed  in 
his  hands.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exehequer  has  told  the  House — and  I 
agree  with  him — that  the  responsibility 
for  what  is  going  on  in  Ireland  does 
not  rest  upon  the  shoulders  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  alone — that  it  is  shared  and 
must  be  shared  by  every  Member  of 
the  Cabinet.  I  go  a  great  deal 
further,  and  I  say  that  it  ought  to 
be  and  must  be  shared  by  every 
Member  of  the  Unionist  majority. 
But,  Sir,  just  as  there  is  a  good  way  of 
doing  good  things,  so  also  there  is  a  bad 
way  of  doing  bad  things.  There  were, 
as  we  pointed   out  at  the  time,  many 
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condemned  by  an  authoritatire  Commia- 
sion,  and  bIbo  by  your  own  predecessorB, 
you  stand  convicted  of  endeavonring 
to  use  against  your  own  political 
opponents  in  Ireland  a  weapon  which  is 
a  cocidemned  instrument.  My  second 
objection  to  the  course  taken  by  the 
QvTernment  is  one  which  applies  to  the 
Ooercion  Act  itself  rather  than  to  its  ad- 
mioiBtration.  I  assert  that  In  addition 
to  the  great  mistake  of  making 
Common  Law  conspiracy  a  crime, 
you  have  resorted  to  unconatitutional 
and  incompetent  tribunals.  I  will  not 
touch  upon  the  character  or  antecedents 
of  the  Besident  Magistrates ;  but  I  do 
wish  to  enter  m^  protest  against  a 
judicial  system  which  is  the  inversion  of 
the  true  Coustitational  theory.  What  is 
the  theory  of  the  Constitution  on  which 
you  ought  to  rely  ?  Is  it  that  the  Execu- 
tive is  the  serraat  of  the  judiciary,  or  u 
the  Hasident  Magistrate,  who  is  the 
judiciary  in  Ireland,  the  servant  of  the 
Executive  ?  Lastly,  I  would  join  in  the 
protest  made  againatthecharacter  of  the 
punishments  inflicted  under  this  Act. 
The  penalties  imposed  have  carried  with 
them  indignities  to  which  those  who 
BofTer  the  penalties  have  been  i  mproperly 
Bubjected.  Such  penalties  could  not  be 
enforced  for  offences  under  a  similar 
oategory — at  all  events,  not  for  long — 
onder  Boropean  law.  Take  the  Yacci- 
natioB  Act,  oEfences  against  which  would, 
if  oommooly  proceeded  against,  as  in 
oaaea  under  the  Coercion  Act,  send  to 
raiaon  aomething  like  160  Members  of 
Parliament.  T^e  the  Public  Worship 
Regulation  Act :  that,  if  administered 
as  you  administer  the  Coercion  Act, 
would  relegate  to  prison  a  number  of 
Bishops  and,  possibly,  1,000  cle^ymen. 
Theee  illustrations  will,  I  think,  convince 
joa  of  the  danger  of  giving  countenance 
to  any  such  administration  of  the  law  as 
obtaisB  in  the  case  of  the  Coercion  Ad 
An  hon.  Member  propoees  to  introduce 
an  Eight  Hours  Bill ;  and  suppose  be 
invoked  the  Criminal  Iaw  against 
oflencee  under  that  measure,  should  it 
become  law.  what  would  be  the  result  ? 
I  do  not  like  to  contemplate  what  it 
would  be  ;  and  I  say  this  is  the  great 
danger  of  legislation  which  is  likely  to 
be  proposed.  I  am  aware  that  some 
Memb«n«  of  the  House  would  enforce 
their  views  on  matt«rs  of  this  sort  at  all 
haarda.  I  wish  to  allude  to  the 
opM^w  of  the  right  ban.  Oeotleman 
Jfr.  E.   HuierttoH 


(Mr.  Chamberlain}  last  night,  and  at 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exoboqaar  te- 
gbt.  I  think  all  of  ua  on  this  ads 
agree  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  the  Local  Qovemment  pro- 
posals to  which  he  referred  would  meet 
with  scant  acceptance  in  this  House. 
He  also  apparently  favoured  the  aolume 
fathered  by  the  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr. 
Courtney) ;  but  we  are  all  Rgreed,  I 
think,  that  Local  Oovemment  in  dit- 
triots  is  not  a  remedy  for  Ireland,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Excshequer  may  be 
sure  of  a  ready  response  to  the  otitiaini 
of  the  proposal  which  he  mads  in  the 
earlier  part  of  the  evening.  The  Chsa- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  that  loesl 
self-government  in  Ireland  would  be 
throttled  in  its  cradle,  because  a  politioil 
flavour  would  be  given  to  it,  and  beoauw 
local  bodies  would  be  used  in  further- 
ance of  the  very  things  that  the  Oo- 
vemment are  constituted  to  prevent 
The  Irish  people  are  not  going  to  give  np 
those  designs  which  he  saya  he  is  10111 
here  to  prevent,  and  when  he  aaya  that 
he  will  withhold  local  govemmeot  ulU 
they  do  give  them  up,  then,  ia  effso^ 
he  has  abandoned  altogether  the  fro- 
mises  of  localgoveromentwludiheand 
his  Party  proposed.  The  ri^tt  hoa.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Chambariain)  eDJeavomed 
to  draw  Home  Bale  aeioaa  As  vent 
of  the  debate.  He  taried  to  dzaw  bott 
the  right  hun.  Qentieman  (lb.  &ai' 
stone)  a  statement  of  hia  pleae  (d 
Home  Bule.  I  never  for  oa*  MaMwit 
supposed  that  the  rigbt  has.  Oae- 
tleman  would  be  drawn  ia  a^j  Hck 
innocent  fashion.  IneverfvaMaaatf 
supposed  that  he  is  to  derail^  •■  Ua 
plans  now,  and  that  he  U  :j  <i(i  Ic  a£  th« 
demand  of  the  i-ight  hon.  Oeatiamaaiha 
Member  for  West  Bicdinjcham.  rto 
has  no  right  wbaterei  ^j  talk  *' 
plans  to  us.  The  right  bin 
has  done  me  the  dl^cii 
of  going  down  to 
in  ScotUnd.  He  declared  L 
here,  in  Olaegow,  that  h»  I 
the  Liberal  Leaders.  " 
who.  by  jonr  courteey, 
Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Far 
have  been  a  rourtei' 
Liberals  to  1  utb  » 
designation  to  1  ."  nut 
He  said  to  a  r-ti 
persons,  moetlv  UJi- 
their  place*,  as  ther 
of    any    other   e: 
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right  hon.  Gentleman's  conduct.  So  far 
as  1  can  make  out,  the  sum  and  sub- 
stance of  the  Chief  Secretary's  defence 
amounts  to  this — that  in  his  judgment 
those  who  incite  to  crime  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  as  severely,  bom  in  the 
matter  of  prosecution  and  the  matter 
of  punishment,  as  those  who  perpetrate 
crime.  Very  good.  So  say  all  of  us. 
In  our  judgment,  as  in  the  judgment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  man  who, 
whether  for  a  political  or  any  other 
object,  instigates  to  the  commission  of 
crime,  and  the  man  who  either  reck- 
lessly or  deliberately  accepts  and  profits  by 
and  trades  on  the  fruits  of  crime  is  every 
whit  as  guilty,  and  often  a  hundred 
times  more  guilty,  than  his  poor,  de- 
graded, hunger-driven  instruments.  I 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he 
will  find  on  this  side  of  the  House 
unanimous  and  emphatic  assent  to  that 
doctrine.  We  accept  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  doctrine,  but  where  we 
differ  from  him  is  in  its  practical  appli- 
cation. The  Chief  Secretary  has  had 
under  lock  and  key  during  the  last  two 
years  some  25  Members  of  this  House, 
the  gpreat  majority  of  whom  have  been 
prosecuted  in  respect  of  speeches  which 
they  have  either  made  or  published.  It 
is  Quite  true  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
forWestBirmingham,who  has  discovered 
that  there  are  actually  only  1 1 1  persons 
now  in  prison  under  the  Crimes  Act, 
is  astounded,  and  even  apparently  a 
little  shocked,  at  the  moderation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  But  it  is  sufficient 
that  the  offence  of  20  out  of  those  25 
Members  of  Parliament  was  either 
speaking  or  publishing  a  speech.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  those 
Members  of  Parliament,  by  their 
speeches,  have  been  producing  boycot- 
ting, and,  through  boycotting,  outrage 
and  even  assassination.  That  is  a  very 
serious  statement  for  a  Member  of  the 
Government  to  make  on  his  official  re- 
sponsibility. It  ought  not  to  be  made 
in  this  House  unless  evidence  is  forth- 
coming in  support  of  it.  And  I 
challenge  him  or  any  Member  of  the 
Government  who  may  follow  in  debate 
to  produce  in  the  case  of  any  one  of 
those  25  Members  one  single  instance  in 
which,  directly  or  indirectly,  proximately 
or  remotely,  but  by  a  traceable  and  prov- 
able causal  connection,  any  speech  for 
which  there  has  been  a  prosecution  has 


been  followed  by  outrage  or  assassination . 
That,  Sir,  is  a  fair  challenge,  and  I  trust 
that  it  will  be  met  in  the  spirit  in  which 
it  is  made.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tells  us  that  a  man  who  goes  into  a  dis- 
trict where  land-grabbing  prevails  and 
denounces  the  land-grabber,  and  advises 
the  people  to  abstain  from  dealing  with 
him,  ought  to  be  punished  by  the  law. 
Under  what  law  ?  I  assert  that  by  the 
law  of  England,  which  is  also  the  law 
of  Ireland,  it  is  not  a  crime  to  resolve  to 
abstain  from  dealing  with  a  particular 
person  and  to  act  on  that  resolve.  I 
assert  further  that  it  is  not  a  crime  for 
men  to  combine  together  to  abstain  from 
dealing  with  a  particular  person ;  it  is 
not  a  crime  to  advise  people  so  to  com- 
bine. Such  advice  and  such  combina- 
tion only  become  criminal  when  they 
are  carried  out  by  illegal  means,  such 
as  compulsion  or  coercion,  or  when  it 
can  be  shown  that  the  combination  does 
not  spring  from  legitimate  self-interest, 
and  that  its  motive  is  personal  malice, 
and  its  controlling  object  the  ruin  of  the 
individual.  Let  hon.  Members  test  the 
application  of  these  principles  in  Mr. 
O'firien's  or  20  similar  cases.  Let  us 
take  Mr.  O'Brien's  case  as  a  sample. 
What  the  Resident  Magistrates  do  is 
this.  It  being  proved  before  the  magis- 
trates that  the  defendant  has  advised 
combination  to  boycott,  they  presume, 
without  a  tittle  of  evidence,  that  the 
object  of  the  combination  is  illegal,  and 
that  the  means  by  which  it  is  to  be 
effected  are  illegal  also.  It  is  quite  true 
that  making  speeches  is  not  equally 
dangerous  in  all  parts  of  Ireland.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Armagh  has  not  repudiated 
that  speech  of  his  which  has  been  alluded 
to  several  times  in  this  debate.  That 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  speaking 
in  that  Al^tia,  so  far  as  the  Crimes  Act 
is  concerned — the  province  of  Ulster — 
asserted  that,  in  a  certain  event,  he 
would  rise  in  arms  and  resist  forcibly 
the  decrees  of  an  Irish  Parliament.  I 
am  not  very  much  alarmed  at  the  picture 
which  he  draws  of  what  he  and  his  com- 
patriots are  going  to  do.  We  know  how  to 
appraise  at  their  true  value  the  noisy 
and  vapid  heroics  of  the  Orange  platform. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  he  and  his 
fellow-countrymen  are  going  to  die  in 
the  last  ditch  rather  than  submit  to  a 
■  Dublin  Parliament ;  but  history  will  re- 
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cord  a  very  different  story.    It  will  tell  i 
how,  not  on  the  tented  field,  not  by  fire 
and  sword,  but  under  the  gentle  compul- 
sion of  1 7  J  years'  purchase  of  the  judicial 
rents,  the  heroic  leaders  of  this  devoted 
band  of  patriots  stole  quietly  off  from  the 
post  of  honour  and  duty,  in  the  direction 
of  the  Holyhead  boat,  their  pockets  well 
stuffed  with  the  sovereigns  of  the  British 
taxpayer.      Sir,    I  only   allude  to    the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  two  observations  upon 
it.     In  the  first  place,  I  was  very  much 
struck    with  the    novel    Constitutional 
doctrine  which  it  elicited  from  the  right 
hon.   Member  for  West  Birmingham, 
who  is  certainly  making  rapid  strides 
in  political  science.     He  laid  it  down 
that  it    was  beyond  the  moral  compe- 
tence   of    an    Imperial  Parliament   to 
create,    against  the    will    of    a    small 
minority,   in   any  part  of  the   Queen's 
dominions,  a  subordinate  authority  with 
delegated  legislative  powers.    If  Parlia- 
ment does  so,  that  minority  has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  sanction  for  resisting 
the  law.       This  is  the  latest  version  of 
the  gospel  of  law  and  order.     But,  Sir, 
there  is  another  remark  which  I  wish 
to  make  in  reference  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant   Member's    speech.      What    a 
striking  illustration  the  making  of  this 
speech    is    of   the    operation    of    that 
even-handed  system  of  equity  and  jus- 
tice    which    excites    the    enthusiastic 
■admiration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Committees.    A  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  may  not  go  to  Tip- 
perary,  which  has  been  peculiarly  free 
of  late   years  from  serious  crime,  and 
denounce,  coupled  with  every  warning 
against  crime  and  outrage,  that  great 
outrage    against  the   best   interests  of 
society  in  Ireland — the  offence  of  land- 
grabbing — without  exposing  himself  to 
the  risks  of  prosecution,  conviction,  and 
imprisonment;  but   in  Ulster    another 
Membei  may,  with  absolute  impunity, 
incite    his    fellow-countrymen  to    civil 
war,    and    announce    and    approve   of 
alleged  treasonable   intentions    on  the 
part  of  men  who  have  taken  an  oath  to 
serve  Her  Majesty,  and  who  wear  her  uni- 
form.    The  Government  say  that  their 
policy  has  been  a  great  practical  success 
— trade  is  reviving,  prices  are   increas- 
ing, and  even  the  seasons  seem  to  have 
enlisted  themselves  in  the  service  of  the 
Union.      Perhaps    never    before     has 

Mr.  Asquith 


there  been  heard  from  a  Minister  such  a 
glowing  proclamation  of  the  beatitadesof 
coercion.  I  am  not  now  concerned  to  in- 
quire into  the  accuracyof  these  statenientB, 
but  I  cannot  but  suspect  that  if  instead 
of  immuring  himself  in  Dublin  Castle, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
take  an  excursion   to  Donegal,   Gwee- 
dore.    Western   Galway,   or  Mayo,  he 
might  see  sights  that  would  raffle  his 
complacent    optimism.     But,  accepting 
for  the  purpose  of  argument  this  rose- 
coloured    view,   I    ask  the    right  hon. 
Gentleman  why  have  not  the  Government 
the  courage  to  act  upon  their  opinions  ? 
It  is  alleged  by  the  Unionists  that  Irish 
discontent  and  unrest  of  Ireland,  so  far 
as  they  are  real,  arise  from  economical 
and  agrarian  causes ;  and  that,  so  far  as 
they  are  political,  they  are  artificial^  and 
are  kept  alive  by  conspiracy  and  intimi- 
dations.   Assume  it  to  be  so ;  why,  here 
is  a  splendid  opportunity  for  testing  the 
justice  of   that  opinion.      On  the  one 
hand,  material  causes  of  discontent,  if 
not  removed,  are  in  abeyance,   and  the 
artificial  causes  have  been  put  down  by 
resolution  administration.     In  these  oir- 
cumstances,  I  venture  to  suggest  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Armagh, 
that  instead  of  expressing   his  readi- 
ness to  die  in  the  last  ditch,  he  should 
render  his  cause  a  more  practial  service. 
Let  him  accept  the  Chiltem  Hundreds 
and   go  to  Galway,   Kerry,  or    dare, 
which  we  are  told  have  been,  by  tiie 
beneficent  operation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's    policy,    freed    from   dis- 
tress, and  delivered    from   the    domi- 
nation of  the  National   League.    No 
doubt    some  Nationalist  Member  will 
resign  hie  seat  to  enable  him  to  try  the 
experiment,  and  he  might  thus  have  the 
distinction  of  becoming  the  first  expo- 
nent   in    the    House    of    the    g^ome 
opinion  of  the   emancipated  Irish  de- 
mocracy.   I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  will  jump  at  that 
offer ;  and  why  not  ?  Because  he  knows, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  knows,  that  though  the  Gbv<em« 
ment  may  have  succeeded  by  brute  force, 
by  straining  the  law,  and  by  the  employ- 
ment of  methods   and  agents  which  are 
dishonouring    to    the    best    traditions 
of      English     statemanship     in     put- 
ting down  the  organization  of  the  pe(q[^e, 
yet  they  have  not  advanced  one  ineh 
on  the  road  of  conciliating  them  aai 
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winning  their  affections.  That  in  our 
judgment  is  the  goal,  and  the  only  goal, 
of  a  sound  and  a  far-sighted  states- 
manship. It  is  because  we  believe 
that  every  step  taken  by  the  riffht  hon. 
Oentleman  only  widens  the  gulf  between 
the  two  countries  that,  in  the  interests 
•of  Union,  no  less  than  in  the  interests 
of  liberty,  we  shall  oppose  his  policy  to 
the  end. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
1  desire  to  support  in  a  very  words  the 
Amendment  on  which  we  are  shortly  to 
•divide.  I  agree  with  the  Amendment 
that  the  system  of  government  pursued 
in  Ireland  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  instruments  is  unjust  and  op- 
pressive to  the  Irish  people ;  and  I  pray, 
with  the  concluding  portion  of  the 
Amendment,  that  this  system  may  give 
place  to  measures  of  conciliation  which 
may  truly  cement  the  union  between  the 
two  countries.  I  desire  also.  Sir,  to  ex- 
press some  words  of  sympathy  for  my 
Oolleagues  who  have  suffered,  and  are 
suffering,  in  Ireland  by  the  unscrupulous 
means  adopted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
<man.  I  sympathize  with  my  friends 
who  have  bravely  counterworked  the 
present  Government  in  Ireland,  and  I 
believe  that  they  will  be  richly  rewarded 
in  the  near  future  by  the  victory  which 
patient  suffering  always  in  the  end 
-wins  over  tyranny.  The  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  sought  to  intimidate  by 
the  infliction  of  prison  pains  and 
(lenalties.  He  failed  in  that.  His 
victims  were  not  intimidated  by 
suffering.  He  now  seeks  to  degrade 
them.  The  association  with  ordinary 
•criminals  and  all  the  other  unnecessary 
incidents  connected  with  the  system  of 
prison  discipline  in  Ireland  is  an 
■attempt  to  degrade  them.  My  hon. 
friends  have  not  been  deg^ded  either 
^n  their  own  opinion,  in  the  opinion  of 
their  countrymen,  or  in  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  England.  It  is  the  old 
story.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
A.  J.   Balfour)   has    run  through    the 
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different  grades.     *'  Oh !  give  me  power 
to  imprison  any  man  I  please,"  said  the 
late  Mr.  Forster,  *'  and  I  am  assured  by 
those  who  know  Ireland  well  that  this 
movement  wiU crumble  away  before  me." 
Mr.  Forster    failed.    The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  thought  that  by  adding  to 
power    of  imprisonment    at    will    the 
power  also  of  inflicting  these  hardships 
and  these  degradations  he*  could  con- 
quer the  resistance  of  Ireland,  but  he 
also  is  finding  out  his  mistake.     He  has 
been     exceptionally     fortunate.     Ever 
since  he  came  into  Office  the  prices  of 
produce  have  been  steadily  rising.     If 
it  had  not  been  for  the  means  he  has 
used,  I    believe  he  would  now  see  a 
fairly  tranquil    Ireland    instead  of    a 
discontented  one  from  the  centre  to  the 
sea.    Among  the  other  successes  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  Government,  I 
suppose  he  will  also  claim,  as  sworn  in 
the  Commission  Court  the  other  day,  the 
doubling  in  numbers  during  the  period 
of  his  administration  of  the  revolution- 
ary society    called    the    Clan-na-Gael. 
Well,  Sir,  it  is  useless  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  plead,  as  they  have  pleaded, 
that  they  have  to  administer  the  law 
and  that  the  law  does  not  permit  them 
to  alter  the  system  of  prison  discipline. 
The  law  is  as  they  make  it.     They  re- 
fused us  the  right  to  suggest  alterations 
in  the  law.     They  forced  upon  Parlia- 
ment the  rule  of  urgency  under  which  we 
were  prohibited  from  moving  a  clause 
directed  to  the  very  question  of  prison 
discipline.    It  is  they  and  their  majority 
who  are  responsible  for  this  law,  and 
they  must  stand  or  fall  by  the  results 
of  its  working.     I  shall  not  stop  now  to 
remind  the  House  of  one  of  the  means 
by  which  they  obtained  this  urgency,  of 
the  conspiracy  which  assisted  them  on 
the  very  night  of  the  Second  Beading  to 
steal  away  the  liberties  of  Ireland.  They 
will  have,  then,  to  stand  or  fall  by  this 
law  as  it  stands.     It  is  useless  for  them 
now   to  whine,  as  some  of  them   are 
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doing,  and  to  say  that  indeed  thej  would 
like  to  see  some  distinction  made  be- 
tween the  treatment  of  political  prisoners 
and  others.  But  it  is  owing  to  them 
and  to  their  action  that  this  distinction 
was  not  made  two  years  ago.  We  are 
entitled,  and  the  country  is  entitled,  to 
hold  them  responsible  for  the  results — 
results  which  compel  a  man  like  Mr. 
William  O'Brien,  and  like  Mr.  Carew, 
and  like  my  friend  Mr.  William  Red- 
mond, to  lie  on  the  plank  bed,  and  to 
associate  with  common  and  vile  crimi- 
nals for  political  ofifences  committed  in 
Ireland.  Tou  wish  now,  you  say,  to 
alter  the  law  and  to  secure  this  differ- 
ence of  treatment,  and  I  suppose  you 
claim  credit  because  you  have  placed  Mr. 
O'Brien  and  Mr.  Carew  in  hospital,  and 
given  them  back  their  clothes.  But  we 
do  not  claim  this  treatment  as  excep- 
tional to  these  gentlemen.  On  the  con- 
trary, we  think  less  of  them  and  of  their 
sufferings  than  we  do  of  those  of  the 
humblest  men  in  our  racks.  And  why  ? 
Because  those  humbler  men  have  not 
the  same  chances  in  their  fight  against 
your  system.  You  cannot  kill  Mr. 
O'Brien ;  you  dare  not  kill  him. 
You  oannot  torture  Mr.  Carew  to  death ; 
you  dare  not  do  so.  How  about  the 
others  ?  How  about  the  obscurer  men, 
men  who  are  not  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, men  like  John  Mandeville,  who 
were  done  to  death  in  carrying  out  this 
system,  and  necessarily  done  to  death  if 
you  must  carry  out  the  system  ?  How 
about  Larkin,  a  young  man  convicted  of 
a  political  offence,  just  as  much  a  poli- 
tical offence  as  the  offences  committed 
by  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Carew  ?  It  is 
for  these  men  that  we  have  the  most 
sympathy,  because  the  fight  for  them  is 
not  an  even,  not  an  equal  one.  It  is  in 
the  interests  of  these  men^-everyday 
men — that  we  claim  an  alteration  of  the 
law,  and  a  a  alteration  of  the  prison 
treatment.     I  do  not  know  whether  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  intends  to  alter 
the  law  ;  but  he  has  placed  himself 
in  the  position  which  he  occupies  to- 
night. He  has  said  that  there  shall  be 
no  distinction  between  the  treatment  of 
political  prisoners  and  persons  convicted 
of  any  other  offence  in  Ireland.  There- 
fore he  is  obliged  to  carry  out  this  law 
to  its  bitter  end.  But  it  is  not  consis- 
tent to  give  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Carew 
this  exceptional  treatment  if  he  does  not 
extend  the  same  treatment  to  the  others » 
Let  me  say  a  word  to  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson),  who  has  treated  us  to  some 
of  his  fire-eating  qualities  with  which 
we  are  so  familiar.  He  has  told  us  of 
the  50,000  armed  men  he  is  going  to 
put  into  the  field.  I  venture  to  think 
that  if  he  ever  succeeds  in  put- 
ting them  into  the  field  the^ 
will  not  remain  very  long  there, 
and  I  will  tell  him  whv.  There  is  no 
example  in  history  of  a  determined  re- 
bellion by  a  people  or  by  a  large  section 
of  a  people  unless  they  were  spurred 
on  to  it — incited  to  it — by  great  oppres- 
sion, suffering,  and  injustice.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  thinks  that  he 
will  be  able  to  incite  the  Orangemen  of 
the  North  of  Ireland  into  a  determined 
and  stubborn  resistance  not  against  th» 
rest  of  Ireland  merely,  but  against  the 
Parliament  and  against  England  and 
Scotland,  when  no  oppression  has  been 
inflicted  upon  them,  when  they  will  hav^^ 
no  grievances  to  complain  of,  when 
they  will  not  have  been  touched  or  in- 
jured in  any  respect.  I  say  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  that  he  is  simply 
led  away  by  his  own  enthusiasm,  and 
that  he  will  find  it  is  impossible  to 
create  such  a  movement  out  of  such  un- 
promising material.  I  say  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  that  if  he  is 
able  to  persuade  this  House  to  remove^ 
the  grievances  of  Ireland,  and  to  con- 
tinue to  meet  the  wants  and  require- 
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xnents  of  the  Irisb  people ;  and  if,  after 
a   long    eeries    of    years,    he    is  able 
to    prove    to    the    people    of   Ireland 
that  this  House  is  really  willing  and 
able  to  meet    the    necessities  of   that 
country,   then  I  belieye  that  he  would 
banish    discontent  in  Ireland.      Now, 
which  does  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman supposed  to  be  the  gpreater — the 
capacity    and    the    will    for    rebellion 
of    the    Orangemen    of     the    North, 
or     of    the    Fenian    of    the    South, 
the      East,       and       the      West      of 
Ireland?      Surely     his    own    friends 
must  be  the  most  loyal  or  the  least  dis- 
loyal ;   surely  he  would  claim  that  for 
Ihem.    And  does  he  not  see  the  hope- 
lessness of  the  task  which  he  puts  before 
himself  when  he  youches  for  the  coming 
disloyalty  of  the  Orangemen  of  Ulster, 
untouched  as  they  would  be   by  any 
oppression,  and  without  any  of  those  in- 
ducements to  rebellion  and  revolt  which 
must  always  exist  under  the  conditions 
I  hare  referred  to.    Before  I  sit  down 
I  wish  to  say  that  we  hare  every  con. 
£dence  that  in  the  near  future  the  people 
of  this  country  will  see  that  our  cause 
is  a  just  one;  and  that  it  is  possible  to 
arrange  such  a  system  as  will  permit 
Ireland  to  have  the  x>ower  of  dealing 
with  all  those  matters  which  concern 
herself,  and  herself  alone,  without  the 
slightest  shadow  of  danger  or  risk  to 
the  interests  of  the  Empire  and  of  this 
country.   All  I  ask  is,  that  you,  on  your 
side,  should  be  willing  to  consider  and 
deal  with  this  question  as  if  it  were  an 
open  question ;  that  you  should  consider 
how  far  you  can  give  to  Ireland  the 
right  to  legislate  for  herself  with  safety 
to  your  own  greater,  and  undoubtedly 
more  overpowering,   influence.      It  is 
legitimate  and  right  that  we,  being  the 
smaUer  country,  should  endeavour  to 
conciliate  you  in  every  possible  manner, 
and  yield  to  you,  and  ag^ee  to  such  safe- 
guards as  you  may  think  necessary  or 


desirable  for  the  security  of  your  own 
interests.  We  have  always  been  anxious 
and  willing  to  do  so,  and  we  are  willing 
to  do  so  still.  I  am  convinced  that  our 
people,  knowing  that  England  and  Scot- 
land and  Wales  have  for  the  first  time 
turned  the  ear  of  reason  to  the  solution 
of  this  question,  will  steadily  resist  every 
incitement  to  disorder,  to  turbulence, 
and  to  crime ;  and  that  they  will  hold 
fast  in  the  true  way  pointed  out  to  them 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  in  1885,  until  he  gets 
that  chance,  which  we  hope  and  believe 
will  be  a  near  one,  both  for  the  sake  of 
Ireland  and  for  the  sake  of  England,  of 
again  touching  the  great  heart  of  his 
countrymen. 

♦The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthxwb,  Birmingham) :  I  am  sure  we 
all  must  earnestly  hope  that  the  advice 
which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell) 
has  just  given  will  be  followed.  If  it 
had  been  given  and  followed  in  the  past, 
we  should  not  now  be  engaged  in  the 
present  discussion  of  alleged  oases  of 
hardship  under  the  Grimes  Act.  XTn- 
fortimately  there  has  too  often  in  the 
past  appeared  a  close  connection — I  will 
not  say  a  criminal  connection — between 
the  action  of  political  agitators  in  Ire- 
land and  the  subsequent  outrages  which 
have  unfortunately  taken  place.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  complained  of  the 
Act  which  is  now  being  administered 
having  been  unduly  hurried  through 
the  House.  Such  a  complaint  comes 
strangely  from  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  certainly  did  very  little  to  control 
the  action  of  his  followers  during  the 
30  days  that  were  devoted  to  the 
Committee  stage  of  the  Bill,  and 
whose  conduct  led  to  such  a  waste 
of  time  as  to  necessitate  the  course 
that  was  at  last  taken  to  ter- 
minate their  proceedings.  The  chief 
grievance,     however,     that    has    been 
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brought  forward  in  this  debate — time 
does  not  allow  me  to  go  into  the  minor 
charges — is  the  alleged  improper  and 
cruel  treatment  of  prisoners  convicted 
under  the  Crimes  Act.  The  point  has 
apparently  been  abandoned  that  they 
are  political  prisoners.  The  righ  hon. 
Ghentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  said  he  would  not  at- 
tempt to  give  a  definition  of  a  political 
offender,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon  \  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  have  both  said, 
**  We  claim  no  special  privileges  for 
Members  of  Parliament;  we  claim  no 
privilege  for  the  political  opponent ;  we 
claim  that  all  men  convicted  under  the 
Crimes  Act  should  have  exceptional 
treatment.''  And  we  have  in  the  course 
of  the  debate 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  I  said  that  anyone 
convicted  of  a  political  offence  should 
be  treated  as  a  political  prisoner. 


♦Mr.  MATTHEWS:  But  the  hon- 
Member  did  not  define  a  political 
offence,  and  what  I  assert  is  that  none 
of  the  offences  of  which  the  Gentlemen 
in  question  have  been  convicted  can  pro. 
perly  be  described  as  political  offences 
At  this  time  of  night  (11.25)  I  am  no^ 
going  into  a  long  disquisition  as  to 
political  offences,  but  I  think  I  am  right 
m  saying  that  offences  which  are  not 
against  the  Government,  but  rather 
against  individuals  and  private  pro- 
perty, cannot  be  regarded  as  political 
offences,  and  that,  as  has  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fife 
(Mr.  Asquith),  those  who  incite  to  the 
commission  of  offences  are  as  gpiilty  as 
those  who  commit  them.  It  is  said  that 
there  is  degradation  in  the  ordinary 
prison  treatment,  but  where  are  you  to 
draw  the  line  ?  Is  it  not  much  the  same 
degradation  to  be  in  the  custody  of 
gaolers  at  all,  or  is  the  line  only  crossed 
when  it  comes  to  the  question  of  clothes? 
Such  distinctions  cannot  be  maintained. 
If  the  law  is  broken  in  obedience  to  a 
higher  moral  or  Divine  law,  there  can 
be  no  degradation  at  ail  in  the  punish- 
Mr.  MatthewH 
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ment  that  follows  upon  conviction.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)    has  re* 
ferred  to  the  cases  of  Cobbett,  Hobhouse' 
and  O'Connell,  in  which  in  years  past 
exceptional  treatment  was  extended.  But 
he  cannot  have  forgotten  that  it  was  pre- 
cisely on  account  of  these  cases,  and  the 
possibility  of  providing  different  treat- 
ment in  each  case,  that  the  law   was 
altered  to  its  present  form.     The  whole 
tendency  of  modem  legislation  has  been 
to  substitute  a  rigid  and  uniform  system 
of  prison  treatment  for  the  latitude  that 
previously  existed.     I  can  state  to  the 
House  with  great  confidence  that  in  Eng- 
land I  have  absolutely  no  power  of  dis- 
pensation.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  know  perfectly  well  that  since  the 
Act  of  1865  I  have  no  power,  nor  have- 
the  Prison  Board  any  power,  to  dispense 
with  any  of  the  incidents  of  prison  life, 
whetherthey  be  harsh  or  degradingor  not. 
I  do  not  know  whether  in  Irish  prisons- 
there  is  more  latitude  or  not — I  dare  say 
there  is  not— but  be  it  observed  that  the 
reason  for  imposing  the  present  condi- 
tions is  a  most  sound  and  excellent  one- 
The  theory  of  punishment  in  our  modem 
legislation  is  that  it  ought  to  be  well- 
defined  ;  that  all  its  incidents  ought  to 
be  de6ned  by  law ;  and  that  the  sentence 
of  the  Judge  should   carry  certain  and 
definite  consequences.     Nothing   could 
be  more  fatal  than  to  leave  to  the  Execu- 
tive Government  or  with  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  a  discretion  either  to 
relax  punishment  or  to  make  it  more 
severe.    In  the  discharge  of  my  own 
duty  I  have  often  come  across  cases  in 
which  it  is  most  painful  to  inflict  the 
punishment  proscribed.    Take  the  case, 
for    instance,  of    the    anti-vaccinators, 
those  who,  foolishly  mistaken  as  I  believe 
them  to  be,  set  themselves  in  opposition 
to  the  Vaccination  Law — conscientious 
men  perhaps,  but  breakers  of  the  law ; 
or  take  the  members  of  the  Salvation 
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Amy.wfaoiiiithodisohar^of  wliat  tliej 
consider  their  duty,  obstruct  the  high- 
vaj  and  create  a  disturbanoe  in  a  quiet 
country  town.  The  Court  sentenoea  these 
offenders,  and  the  ordinary  prison  treat- 
ment aocompanies  the  aenteuoe.  Can  it  be 
maintained  that  the  Executire  ehoold  de- 
part from  the  ordinary  rules  of  discipline 
and  allov  relaxation  in  individual  and 
particular  cases  for  which  Parliament  has 
declared  the  proper  prison  discipline, 
because,  forsooth!  you  sympathize  with 
this  and  that  offender,  and  because  you 
tbinbthey  were  influenced  by  motivesnot 
wholly  bad,  base,  or  degradinf;  ?  Such 
is  not  the  policy  of  Parliament  pursued 
since  1 865  in  England ;  ou  the  contrary, 
the  Legislature  has  condemned  such  ex- 
ceptions. Whsn  unmeasured  attacks 
are  made  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
this  respect  he  is  only  doing  what  in 
England  I  am  bound  to  do — giving 
affect  to  the  sentence  in  all  particulars 
the  law  requires  without  interference 
in  favour  of  any  man,  S3rmpatbize  though 
I  may  with  the  offender  undergoing 
punishment.  All  those  who  desire  that 
penal  legislation  should  be  certain,  uni- 
form, withdrawn  from  the  caprice  or  con- 
trol of  the  Executive  officer,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  judicial  minister  of  the  law, 
must  approve  the  system.  I  should  like 
now  to  take  up  the  challenge  of  the  hon . 
Member  for  l^fe  and  the  hon.  Uember 
for  Cork,  and  prove  that  the  men 
of  culture  who  have  been  sentenced 
did  sot  deserve  any  special  treatment. 
Let  me  take  the  case  of  Mr.  E.  Harring- 
ton, and  when  I  speak  of  him  £  do  not 
imply  anything  except  what  appears 
on  the  record.  I  invite  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Fife  to 
this,inasmnchashehasoalled  for  evidence 
of  cause  and  effect  as  between  the 
speech  and  the  outrages  in  the  county. 
Let  the  hon.  Oentleman  remember  what 
the  condition  of  things  in  Kerry  was. 
You  had  an  active  local  branch  of  the 
National  League  denouncing  persona  by 
name,  among  whom  were  two  men 
named  Foran  and  Fitzmaurioe.  Foian 
was  murdered  in  Jannary,  IttHS,  and 
Fitzmaurice  in  July,  1888.  You 
had  consequent  upon  these  crimes  a 
rigorous  enforcement  of  the  Crimes 
Act  in  Kerry.     The  local  branch  of  the 
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Xational  League  was — I  will  not  say 
entirely  aupprosaed.  but  cert^nly 
weakened — the  publication  of  its  pro- 
ceedings at  meetings  in  the  newspapers 
was  suspended  for  a  time,  and  the 
country  quieted  down.  But  all  of  a  sud> 
den,  in  the  course  of  last  autumn,  in 
consequence,  I  believe,  of  an  order 
grounded  upon  Mr.  O'Brien's  opinion 
that  ''  it  was  necessa^  to  show  Balfour 
that  his  troubles  in  belaud  were  only 
beginning,"  the  county  again  became 
I  disturbed.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  this  phrase  implied?  Are 
"Balfour's  troubles  in  Ireland"  cre- 
ated by  prosperity,  good  conduct,  peace, 
order,  the  tegular  payment  of  rente, 
or  the  discharge  of  social  obligations  ?' 
It  became  most  important,  in  view  of 
Mr.  O'Brien,  that  Balfour  should  be 
shown  that  bia  troubles  were  only  be- 
gin □  in  g,  and,  in  pursuance  of  that 
advice,  you  had  the  proceedings  of  the 
local  branch  of  the  National  League 
published  in  Kerry,  in  the  place  where 
the  blood  of  Foran  and  Fitzmaurice  was 
scarcely  dry,  and  upon  the  estate  of 
Lord  Kenmare  it  was  songht  to  estab- 
lish the  Plan  of  Campaign.  This  is 
what  was  published — 

"  Detpits  the  Coercion  Act,  sod  after  thr 
Coercion  Act  expires,  for  ever  and  ever  after, 
until  the  Iriah  (lueatjon  ii  settled,  land-gTabMng 
shell  not  ifaow  its  head  in  Kerry,  or  in  an;  p*rt 
of  Ireland." 

Then  the  speaker,  by  way  of  advice  to 
the  branch,  says^ 

"  If  BD  obaoxioiu  mao,  time  after  time, 
comee  into  conflict  with  joa,  you  should  go  for 
him,  and  s«e  whether  lie  or  you  ia  to  be  tid- 

Do  not  let  me  be  misunderstood.  I  will 
not  assert — I  am  not  entitled  to  assert 
— that  the  intention  of  the  speaker  was 
to  lead  to  the  events  that  followed.  I 
will  not  insinuate  what  I  am  not  pte- 
,  pared  to  say  outright,  but  I  do  say  that 
these  words  were  published  in  a  place 
which  was  like  a  gunpowder  magazine, 
in  a  place  where  experience  had  8howi> 
the  effect  of  such  denunciation  as  was 
employed.  WhatweretheoonsequenoeB? 
Outrages  had  well-nigh  ceased.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  has 
mentioned  the  declining  figures,  but  in 
this  place  outrages  ooourred  in  October, 
November,  and  December,  some  12  or 
13  in  number.    I  will  give  a  sample  of 
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the  wretched  peasants  on  the  hill  sides, 
who  were  subjected  to  nightly  visitors 
who  placed  them  in  terror  of  their  lires, 
detest  us  or  our  administration  of  the 
law.  I  do  not  believe  that  Norah 
Fitzmaurioe  hates  us.  I  do  not  believe 
that  any  man  who  wishes  to  live 
honestly,  who  believes  that  social  order 
is  the  comer  stone  of  national  pros- 
perity, hates  us.  The  Irish  people  have 
sense  enough  to  see  that  we  are  not 
actuated  by  the  vile  and  odious  motives 
hon.  Members  are  fond  of  imputing  to 
the  Government,  and  will  speedily 
realize  that  our  only  object  is  by  firm- 
ness and  determination  to  be  strictly 
just  and  restore  the  country  to  happiness 
and  prosperity. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
coarse  of  his  speech  twitted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  with  first  indicating  his  Irish 
sympathies  by  the  Home  Eule  Bill  of 
1886.  This  came  with  a  very  bad  grace 
from,  the  Home  Secretary,  who,  as  we 
all  know,  supported  Home  Bule  when 
he  was  returned  as  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan.  He  stood  as  the  Fenian  candi- 
date for  that  borough  in  1868. 

♦The  HOME  SECRETARY :  That  is 
not  a  fact ;  the  statement  is  absolutely 
incorrect.  I  was  not  a  Fenian  candidate 
in  1868,  and  never  did  anything  of  the 
kind. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOMD  :  I  withdraw  the 
statement  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  Fenian  candidate.  I  believe  he 
was  not  actually  a  Fenian,  but  certainly 
he  received  the  support  of  the  Fenian 
Party  and  the  support  of  the  newspapers 
then  owned  by  Mr.  Richard  Pigott. 
At  any  rate  it  is  perfectly  competent  for 
Members  of  the  House  who  feel  sufficient 
interest  in  the  subject  to  look  up  the  files 
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of  newspapers  for  that  period,  to  find 
the  declarations  of  the  rig^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  reference  to  the  Dungama 
Election,  which  were  thoroug^hly  satis- 
factory to  the  Home  Rule  Party,  and  led 
that  Party  to  give  him  warm  support,  be- 
cause those  declarations  showed  distinctly 
he  was  in  favour  of  self-gOTemmentfor 
Ireland.  Now  that  the  sometiine  Home 
Rule  Member  has  become  an  Snglish 
Tory  Minister  and  has  cut  his  connection 
with  Ireland,  we  and  the  Irish  people 
pay  very  little  attention  to  what  he  says 
on  the  subject. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  S39 ; 
Noes  260 :  Majority  79— (Division  List, 

No.  1.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

Debate  adjourned  tiU  Monday  next. 


TRAFALGAR     SQUARE    (REGULATION 
OF  MEETINGS)  BILL. 

SBOOITD   BSADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  upon 
Wednesday  20th  March,  read,  and  dis- 
charged.— Bill  withdrawn. 

HouBe  a<yoamed  at  a  quarter 

after  Twelve  o'oloek  till 
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HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  Aih  March,  1889. 


The  Earl  of  Gainsborough  took  the 
Oath. 

SMOKE  VUISANCB  ABATEMENT  (METROPOLIS) 

BILL. 

A  Bill  to  ampnd  the  Acts  for  abating  the 
nuisance  arisinfc  from  the  smoke  of  fumaoes  and 
fireplaces  within  the  Metropolis.  Presented 
(  The  J^rd  Sirath$d4H  and  Campbeil) .  Head  1  * 
(No.  13.) 

POOR  LAW  RELIEF. 


QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 


in 


♦The  Earl  op  STRAFFORD, 
rising  to  ask  whether  it  is  intended  to 
move  for  the  reappointment  of  the  Select 
Committee  which  sat  during  last  Session 
on  Poor  Law  Relief,  said :  My  Lords, 
Probably  it  will  be  in  the  recollection 
of  your  Lordships  that  a  Committee  was 
appointed  early  in  last  Session  on  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Vice- 
roy of  Ireland,  and  the  terms  of  the 
Reference  to  the  Committee  were  rather 
wide.    The  Committee  was  appointed — 

"To  inquire  as  to  the  various  powers  now  in 
possession  of  Poor  Law  Quardians,  and  their 
adequacy  to  cope  with  distress  that  may  from 
time  to  time  exist  in  the  Metropolis  and  other 
populous  places ;  and  also  as  to  the  expediency 
of  concerted  action  between  the  Poor  I^aw 
Authorities  and  voluntary  agencies  for  the 
relief  of  distress.** 

The  Committee  was  presided  over  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  and  that  noble  Lord  drew  up  a 
most  interesting  and  elaborate  Report. 
The  Committee  sat  for  18  days  and 
examined  45  witnesses,  but  in  the  time 
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at  their  disposal  they  were  only  able  to 
deal  with  that  part  of  the  reference  which 
related  to  the  Metropolis,  and  could  not 
go  into  the  wide  subjects  covered  by  the 
reference  as-  to  '*  other  populous 
places."  In  their  Report  the  Committee 
express  the  advisability  of  their  being 
re«appointedin  order  that  in  a  subsequent 
Session  of  Parliament  they  might  con- 
tinue their  inquiries  still  further.  My 
Lords,  it  is  something  like  twenty-one 
years  since  any  Committee  of  your 
Lordships*  House  inquired  into  the 
working  of  the  Poor  Laws.  I  think  it 
was  in  the  Session  of  1867,  what  was 
called  a  Poor  Law  Relief  Bill  was 
referred  to  a  Committee,  and  they  re- 
ported upon  it ;  but  since  that  time  no 
stock  has  been  taken  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Poor  Law  has  been  worked.  Con- 
sidering that  it  is  on  the  efficiency  with 
which  the  Poor  Law  is  administered  in 
England  and  Wales  that  the  ^ell-being 
and  comfort  of  the  poorer  classes 
very  much  depend,  I  think  that  every 
now  and  then  we  should  have  an  inquiry 
into  its  working,  and  as  the  Committee 
last  year  only  dealt  with  London  and 
not  with  *'  other  populous  places,"  I 
trust  the  Government  will  either  con- 
sent to  the  re- appointment  of  the  old 
Committee  or  the  appointment  of  a  new 
one.  If  the  Government  do  not  see 
their  way  to  do  this,  I  would  ask  my 
noble  Friend  whether,  if  the  Committee  is 
moved  for  by  the  noble  Earl  who  moved 
for  it  last  year,  the  Government  will 
give  its  assent  ? 

♦Lord  BALFOUR  of  BURLEIGH: 
In  addition  to  the  Question  appearing 
on  the  paper,  the  noble  Earl  asks  me 
whether  if  any  noble  Lord  moves  for 
this  Committee  the  Government  will 
assent  to  the  Motion.  First  of  all  dealing 
with  the  Question  on  the  paper, 
I  may  say  at  once  that  it  is  not  the  in- 
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tention  of  the  Gt>vemment  to  move  the 
reappointment  of  the  Committee.  The 
Committee  of  last  year  was  not  appointed 
on  the  initiation  of  the  Govemmonf,  it 
was  assented  to  by  the  Government  upon 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl  sittintr  on 
the  front  Bench  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen ).     With  regard  to  the  further 
Questions  put  by  the  noble  Earl,  if  there 
veems  to    be  any   general   disposition 
nther  on  the  part  of  the  Members  of 
(he  Committee  who  served  last  year  or 
the  House  generally  to  renew  the  in- 
quiry, the  Government  will  not  oppose 
it,  any  more  than  they  did  last  year; 
that  is,  they  will   take   up   the  same 
attitude  in  regard  to  the  matter  as  was 
taken  last  year.     The  reason,  I  think, 
why  the  inquirv  was  mainly  confined 
to  the  Metropolis    by  the  Committee 
last  year  was  that  the  Question  was 
more    particularly  dealt  with    by  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  in 
moving  for  the  Committee.    There  was, 
as  some  of  your  Jjordships  will  remem- 
ber, a  considerable  amount  of  agitation 
going  on  during  the  winter  of  last  year 
with  regard  to  the  distress  among  the 
unemployed,  and  no  doubt  as  regards 
the  Metropolis  some  pressure  was  put 
upon  the  Government  to  consent  to  the 
inquiry.     The  order  of  Eeference  did 
include  '^  other  populous  planes,"  but, 
when  the  Committee  appointed  had  g^ne 
through  a  considerable  part  of  its  work, 
it  became  evident  that  if  the  inquiry 
were  to  be  extended  to  populous  dis- 
tricts outside  the  Metropolis  it  would  be 
impossible  to  report   during  the    last 
Session.      It  wbls  thought  to  be  of  some 
importance  to  get   the  Report  so  far 
as    it    concerned    the    Metropolis,     in 
order  that  matters  agitating  the  public 
mind  might  be  set  at  rest.      As  far  as 
the  Government  is  concerned,  it  is  en- 
tirely for  the  House  to  say  whether  the 
Committee  should  be  re-appointed ;  but 
if  it  is  it  will  be  well  for  the  Metropolis 
to  be  excluded  from  the  scope  of  inquiry, 
80    that    the    same    ground    may    not 
be  gone   over  again.      If  the  inquiry 
is    moved  for,    I    think  it    will    not 
be   unfair    to    ask   that  some    specific 
grievance,   or  some    special  subject  of 
inquiry,   should  be    indicated,  because 
the    House     at     large  will     probably 
not  regard  the  fact  that  no  similar  in- 
quiry had  been  instituted  for  20  years 
as  sufficient  ground  for  a  fresh  inquiry. 
I  can  only  say  with  regard  to  the  inquiry 

Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh 


of  last  year,  which  was  a  most  exhaus- 
tive one  so  far  as  it  went,  that  it  is  a 
matter  for  con^rratulation  that  no  serious 
maladministration  was  bronsrht  to  light. 
Thb  Earl  of  ABERDEEN:  My 
Lords,  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  assent  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee  last  year,  althoue:h  ii 
was  with  some  reluctance.  Before 
moving  for  the  re- appointment  of  the 
Committee.  I  should  like  to  consult  with 
the  noble  Lord  who  presided  over  the 
Committee,  and  other  noble  Lords ;  but 
my  impression  is  that  their  opinion  will 
be,  if  not  altogether  unanimously  in 
favour  of  the  re-appointment  of  the 
Committee,  at  any  rate  sufficient  tr> 
justify  me,  or  some  other  noble 
i^rd,  in  moving  its  re -appointment. 
It  occurs  to  me,  my  Lords,  that 
among  the  advantages  which  will  be 
gained  by  that  inquiry  and  by  the  able 
Report  which  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  drew  up  in  this ;  that  it  was 
made  clear  that  certain  powers  which 
were  vested  in  the  Board  of  Guardians 
had  become  inoperative,  or  at  any  rate 
they  were  not  resorted  to,  and  in  fact  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  many  cases 
seemed  unaware  of  what  their  powers 
were.  I  think  that  shows  that  the 
continuation  of  the  Inquiry  as  regards 
other  districts  than  those  dealt  with 
last  Session  would  be  highly  desirahie. 

GIBRALTAR-PROPOSED  DOCK  ACCOM- 
MODATION. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  SIDMOUTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
it  had  been  decided  to  proceed  with  the 
construction  of  a  dock  at  Gibraltar,  and, 
if  it  had  been,  how  soon  the  work  would 
be  commenced,  said :  My  Lords,  this 
question  was  put  by  me  some  two  or 
three  months  ago,  during  last  Session, 
and  on  that  occasion  received  the  satis- 
factory answer  from  the  Admiralty  that 
the  matter  was  under  consideration.  I 
hope  that  the  answer  of  my  noble  Friend 
to-day  will  be  to  the  same  effect. 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE  :  My  Lords, 
having  regard  to  the  interest  that  my 
noble  Friend  takes  in  this  question,  I 
am  not  at  all  surprised  that  he  returns 
again  to  the  Question  he  put  to  me  in 
August  last,  and  repeated  in  December. 
In  my  reply  on  August  Srd,  I  stated 
there    were    five    echemes    before    the 
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Admiralty.        Two      of       them      onlv 
were  accompanied  by  any  detaila.  and 
pending  the  receipt    of  details  of    the 
other    three    schemes,  the    matter   re- 
mained   in  abeyance.     In  December  I 
wad  unable  to  be  present ;  but  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Lord  Knutsford)  answered  for 
me  in  efieut  that  the  matter   was  still 
un(^r      the      consideration      of      the 
Admiralty.     Since  that,  we  haye  had  a 
scheme  submitted,  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed   that    about    40  acres  of  water 
should   be  enclosed,  that  coal  wharves 
should    be  built,  and  that    two  docks 
should     be   constructed— one    for    the 
Imperial       Navy,      and      the      other 
for    the    mercantile    marine.      There 
are     objections,     and    serious     objec- 
tions, to  that  scheme,  which  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  enter 
into  at  present.    The  Director  of  Works 
has  lately  been  at  Gibraltar,  and  has 
gone  over  the  whole  of  the   schemes 
that  have  been    submitted.     The   Ad- 
miralty have  had  under  consideration  the 
whole  of  the  various  schemes,  and  have 
given  a  general  approval  to  one,  which 
is  for  the  construction  of  a  dock  on  the 
site  of  the  new  mole,  and  the  reserva- 
tion of  this  site  has  been  asked  for  on 
behalf  of  the  Navy.     The  Admiralty 
are  fully  aware  of  the  desirability  of 
having  a  dock  at  Gibraltar,   and  are 
sensible  of  the  inconveniences    which 
have  been  felt  for  the  want  of  dock 
accommodation  there ;    but  in  face  of 
what    are    considered    more   pressing 
Imperial  necessities  it  is  not  proposed 
that  any  immediate  steps  be  taken  for 
the  construction  of  docks. 

The  Earl  of  CAENARVON:  My 
Lords,  I  hope  the  Admiralty  will  con- 
sider a  little  longer  before  they  come  to 
a  decision  on  this  important  subject. 
I  always  regret  very  much  when  I  find 
myself  ut  variance  with  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elphinstone),  especially  on  ques- 
tions where  professional  knowledge 
enters  so  very  largely  ;  but  I  must  say, 
from  all  that  I  have  ever  heard,  and  from 
all  the  study  that  I  have  been  able  to 
give  to  the  subject,  it  does  seem  to  me 
that  the  construction  of  a  Naval  dock 
at  Gibraltar  would  bo  a  matter  the  de- 
sirability of  which  is  certainly  more 
than  questionable.  It  would  mean  an 
expense  which  is  to  be  deprecated  at  a 
moment  when  so  much  money  is  needed 
for  similar  purposes,  and  from  the  mili- 


tarj'  point  of  view,  in  time  of  war,  at 
all  events,  the  construction  of  a  dock 
at    Gibraltar    is    absolutely     useless. 
I  say  useless  for  two  reasons.     In  the 
first  place,  a  complete  change  has  come- 
over  the  whole  system  of  artillery.     The 
cannon  now  used  are  of  enormous  range, 
twice,  at  least,  as  powerful  as  those  of 
former  years ;  and  from  the  heights  of 
the    Spanish    hills  heavy  guns    could 
render  a  dock   at  Gibraltar  absolutely 
untenable.  The  question  has  been  gone 
into  over  and  over  again  ;  and  it  is  in- 
controvertible that  if  Spain  were  Cbeat 
Britain's  enemy  it  would  be  impossible 
to  hold  the  docks  at  Gibraltar.    In  the 
second  place,  it  is  to  be  remembered  that 
there  exist  a  very  good  dock  with  arsenal 
and  workshops  at  Plymouth,  and  another 
very  good  dock  with  arsenal,  workshop,, 
and  accessories  at  Malta,  both  of  which 
places  are   practically  only  three  daya^ 
sail  from  Gibraltar.     My  Lords,  what  ie 
really  needed  at  Gibraltar  and,  indeed^ 
at  all  our  coaling  stations  (and  about 
this  there  is  no  controversy)  is  a  gpreater 
number  of  modem  guns.     At  present 
there  are  at  Gibraltar  some  400  or  500 
absolutely  obsolete  guns.    I  believe  the 
Admiralty  are  taking  steps  to  send  out 
to    Gibraltar    some    new   guns,     and 
in    a    few    months     there    will     be 
a  considerable   accession    of    strength 
to    the    place.    The   whole    question^ 
as    my    noble    Friend    knows,    is    a 
very  large  one ;  involving  many  others. 
There  is  the  question  of  armaments,  and 
the  scarcely  less  difiBcult  question  of  gar- 
rison, and  all  sorts  of  questions  whid^ 
have  been  created  or  largely  altered  bj 
steam    communication,    which    renders- 
a  place  like  Gibralter  quite  different  to 
what  it  used  to  be.  There  is  the  question 
of  communication  with  India  through 
the   Mediterranean  and   by  the    Sues^^ 
Canal,  or  by  the  alternative  route  of  tlie 
Oape    of  Good  Hope.    For  all   these 
reasons,  and  a  variety  of  others  which 
I  need  not  go  into,  I  trust  that  the  Ad- 
mirality  will  think  twice  and  thrice  be- 
fore  they  commit   themselves  upon   a 
question  so  large  as  that  which  is  in- 
volved in  the  construction  of  a  dock  at 
Gibraltar,  which  it  is  probable  would 
after    all    be    of  very  little  practical 
utility. 

Uoase  adjoamed  at  a  quarter  oefore  FiT» 
0* clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarioi^ 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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MOTIONS. 


LOCAL  00VBRN3IENT   flRELAXO) 
PBOVISIONAL   ORDBRS   BILL. 

On  ^lotion  of  ^Ir.  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
l:iDd,  Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland 
T elating:  to  Kilrush  and  Cappoquin,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land and  Mr.  Jackson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  14-5.] 


CRIMINAL      LAW     AND     PROCEDURE 

(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887  (ARREST  OF 

DR.  TANNER.) 

Mb.  speaker  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  the  following  letter 
relating  to  the  arrest  of  Dr.  Tanner,  a 
Member  of  this  House  : — 


March  2nd,  1889. 


Sir, 


I  have  the  honour  to  acquaint  you  that  I 
hare  received  a  communicition  from  the  Com- 
missioner  of  Police  for  the  Metropolis,  inform- 
ing me  that  Dr.  Charles  K.  D.  Tanner,  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Commons,  was  arrested 
at  an  early  hour  this  morning,  within  the 
Metropolitan  Police  District,  under  a  Warrant 
granted  by  H.  F.  Considine,  Esq.,  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  for  the  County  of  Tipperary,  for 
offences  therein  specified  against  the  provisions 
of  *'  The  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act,  1887,'*  and  duly  backed  by  me  on  February 
2(Hh  last,  for  the  purpose  of  being  executed 
within  my  jurisdiction. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

J.  Vaughax. 
A  Metropolitan  Police  Magistrate. 
The  Right  Hon.  the  Speaker, 

House  of  Commons. 

QUESTIONS. 


POSTAGE  RATES. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  GEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral whether  he  was  aware  that  a  letter 
posted  in  France  for  New  Caledonia  was 
only  charged  25  centimes,  or  2Jd.,  and 
from  England  to  New  Caledonia  the 
charge  was  -i^,    per   letter,    whereas   a  ' 


letter  to  Australia  hy  the  pame  route. 
1,000  miles  nearer  England,  was  charged 
6d. ;  whether  he  was  aware  the  ocean 
postage  from  Grermanj  to  Australia  was 
20  pfennings,  or  less  than  2id.  per 
letter,  and  from  Germany  to  the  sayage 
island  of  New  Guinea  only  the  same 
charge,  whereaa  the  charge  from 
England  to  Australia  by  the  all- sea 
route  was  4d.  per  letter;  and,  whether 
he  intended  to  make  a  further  reduction 
in  the  postatre  to  Australia. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(M:r. 
Haikrs,  Cambridge  University),  The 
hon.  Member  seems  to  have  forgotten 
that  I  answered  in  the  affirmative  an 
identical  question  raised  by  him  in 
March,  1887.  But  I  may  qualify  my 
previous  answer  by  stating  what  the 
hon.  Member  probably  knows,  that  a 
letter  may  now  be  sent  to  Australia  by 
long  sea  route  for  a  postage  of  4d. 

CHURCH  PROPERTY  AND  REVENUES. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  asked  the  under  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  he  was 
now  in  a  position  to  state  when  the 
Upturn,  ordered  on  the  20th  of  June 
1887,  of  the  property  and  revenues  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  the  Eooleai- 
astical  Commissioners  under  the  several 
heads  specified  in  the  Address  moved  on 
that  day,  would  be  presented  to  the 
House. 

♦The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THB  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT(Mr,  Stuart- Wortley,  Sheffield, 
Hallam) :  I  fear  that  I  can  give  no 
hope  that  it  will  be  possible  to  present 
this  Return  to  Parliament  in  a  propar 
form  this  Session,  even  if  it  were  possible 
that  it  might  be  presented  in  a  more  or 
less  imperfect  and  unrevised  form.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  hon.  Me  nber 
should  repeat  this  question  later  in  the 
Session,  and  in  the  meantime  communi- 
cate  with  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners, who,  as  I  am  informed,  are 
willing  to  give  him  particulars  as  to  the 
precise  state  to  which  the  work  has 
advanced. 

Mr.  CHANNING  further  asked 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  ascer- 
tained whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
issue  a  separate  Return  as  to  the 
Metropolitan  area? 

Mr.  STUART- WORTLEY :  I  will 
make  infjuiry. 
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LIGHTHOUSES  IN  THE  HEBRIDES. 

Mr.  FRASER-MAOKINTOSH  (In- 
▼erneBs-shire)  a»ked  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  he  was  aware  that  from  the 
want  of  a  sufRoient  number  of  light- 
houses in  the  Hebrides,  grave  risks  and 
impediments  to  navigation  occurred ; 
whether  representations  had  been  fre- 
quently made  to  the  Commissioners  of 
Northern  Lighthouses,  as  to  the  neces- 
sity for  Lighthouses  at  Rudha  Hunish 
(the  northernmost  part  of  Skye),  and  at 
Kylekhea,  in  the  Sound  of  Sleat;  and 
whether  Government  would  take  steps 
to  remove  these  danfrers  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  (re- 
plying  for  Tho  Lord  Advocate)  said  : 
I  have  communicated  with  the  Com- 
missioners of  Northern  Lighthouses, 
who  inform  me  that  they  cannot  trace 
any  application  having  been  made  to 
them  for  a  light  at  Rudha  Hunish, 
which,  in  their  opinion,  is  not  a  suitable 
position  for  a  lighthouse.  One  applica- 
tion has  been  made  to  them  for  the  light- 
ing of  Kyle  Rhea — namely,  in  1884, 
and  the  Commissioners  have  decided  that, 
while  such  a  light  would  be  useful  to 
the  trade  navigating  the  Sound,  there 
were  other  points  on  the  coasts  of  Scot- 
land and  its  Islands  where  lights  and 
seamarks  were  more  urgently  required, 
and  they  accordingly  are  not  at  present 
prepared  to  recommend  this  expendi- 
ture. 

THE  "  CONGRESS  CATECHISM"  IN 

INDIA. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich)  (for 
Sir  Edward  Watkin,  Hythe) :  Asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  whether  the  Government  is  aware 
that  a  publication  called  the  *'  Congress 
Catechism"  has  been  printed,  in  the 
twelve  languages  of  India,  and  circula- 
ted by  millions  amongst  the  Hindu 
people,  by  an  Association  calling  itself 
the  *' National  Congress;''  whether  he 
is  aware  that,  in  furm  of  dialogue  be- 
tween a  mulvi  and  a  peasant,  that 
''Catechism"  contains  the  follow- 
iog:  — 

"  Rambaksh  :  But  snrely  you  don't  want  us 
to  join  top^ether  and  fight  with  the  8irkar  ?  Jf 
we  killed  all  the  Europeans  how  should  we  get 
along  f  All  would  be  anarchy  (ghader),  as  I 
remember  when  I  was  young.  You  cannot 
mean  this. 

*^MoIvi  Fariduddin:  God  forbid!  This 
would   be   a  sin.       Why   should  we  kill   the 


poor  Europeans?  Many  of  them  are  really 
good  men  ;  most  of  them  mean  at  any  rate  to  do 
right.  They  are  ignorant,  no  doubt,  of  the 
rights  of  most  matters  concerning  us;  they 
blunder,  they  cause  us  misery,  but  they  do  it 
from  ignorance,  from  an  ignorance  unavoidablo 
under  the  system  which  they  work  on,  and 
whioh,  even  did  they  wish  it,  they  could  not 
change  without  our  help.  Besides,  though  we 
of  the  new  generation  are  growing  up  able  to 
assist  them  and  do  much  for  the  country,  the 
whole  of  us  put  together  have  not  yet  sufficient 
experience  and  self-reliance  to  manage  the 
administration  entirely  without  their  help. 
Kill  the  Europeans?  No,  Kambaksh,  let  us 
say,  rather,  God  bless  all  of  them  (and  there 
are  many  such)  who  feel  kindly  towards  us  in 
their  hearts,  and  according  to  their  lights  mean 
well  towards  us,  and  God  forgave  those  amongHt 
them  (and  let  us  hope  they  are  not  many)  who 
dislike  and  despise  us,  and  care  nothing  what 
becomes  of  us." 

And  whether  the  Government  intend 
to  take  steps  to  punish  the  authors  aud 
distributors  of  thene  papers. 

Mr.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
May  I  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  before 
he  replies,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
words  copied  in  the  question  are  not  to 
be  found  in  the  '*  Congress  Catechism  ** 
at  all,  but  that  they  are  in  a  separate 
and  distinct  publication,  entitled  "Con- 
versations," and  whether  this  yery  con- 
versation is  not  given  in  the  correspon- 
dence between  Mr.  A.  0.  Hume  and  Sir 
Auckland  Colvin  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gobst, 
Chatham) :  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  is  quite  correct, 
and  he  shows  that  he  is  a  better  autho- 
rity in  regard  to  the  *  *  Congress  Catechism ' ' 
than  the  hon.  Baronet  who  gave  notice 
of  the  Question.  The  hon.  Member  is 
quite  correct  in  sajiog  that  the  dialogue 
is  not  in  the  *'  Catechism/'  but  in  one  of 
two  separate  pamphlets  which  the  late 
Viceroy  described  as  being  of  a  very 
questionable  character.  The  Secretary 
of  State  is  aware  that  publications  have 
been  circulated  in  India,  among  which 
are  the  **  Congress  Catechism,"  and  the 
**Convoisation8"  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member,  which  are  described  by  the 
late  Viceroy  as  **  animated  by  a  very 
questionable  spirit,  and  manifestly  in- 
tended to  excite  the  hatred  of  the  people 
against  the  public  servants  of  the 
Crown."  But  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
disposed  to  direct  the  efforts  of  Govern- 
ment to  the  better  education  rather  than 
to  the  punishment  of  the  authors  and 
distributors  of  these  papers. 
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Mr.    BKADLAUGH:    May    1  ask 

iriiether  the  late  Viceroy  iias  not  in  ex- 
press terms  declnrcd  bis  belief  in  the 
desire  of  the  National  Congress  to  work 
loyally  in  bringing  about  internal  re- 
forms? 

•Sir  J.  GORSTt  If  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  depends  upon  any  particular  vords 
he  must  give  me  notite  of  the  Question. 
-On  behalf  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  I 
-may  eay  that  the  GoTernment  are  not 
desirous  of  joining  in  an  iadiscriminate 
■condemnation  of  tlie  CoQgres^. 

SUGAR   BOUNTIES. 

Sir  LYON  PLATFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
«sked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  whether  ho  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  official  Returns  showing,  as 
«lated  by  him  id  Greonock  on  Ist 
November,  1B88.  that  sugar  bouuties 
cost  France  £3,380,1100  ;  Germany 
£3,238,484;  Austria  £l,li36.fi67;  Bel- 
gium £813,000;  Holland  £309,655;  or, 
if  ho  is  not  in  possessioit  of  official  Re- 
toms,  whether  he  will  state  on  what 
aathority  these  figures  are  given,  and, 
if  the  authority  ia  from  official  sources, 
he  will  indii:ate  references  to  them  ? 
*Thb  under  SECRETARY  os 
STATE  (Baron  HesaY  db  Woemb, 
Liverpool,  East  Toxteth] :  The  figures 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
used  by  me  at  Greenock,  were  derived 
from  the  reoogniaed  organ  of  the  Ger- 
man sugar  maoufaoturers,  Dit  Dtutuht 
^acttrindttttrie,  and,  as  far  as 
their  general  acsuracy  is  not  disputed 
by  the  Powers  concerned.  As  regards 
France,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  consult  the  Joumil  Officiel,  he  will 
wilt  find  that  in  the  debate  on  the  sugar 

3ues(ioa  in  the  Kenato,  on  the  1 7th  of 
une,  I8S8,  the  then  Miaitter  of 
Finanr.'e,  M.  Tirard — who  now  occupieit 
the  same  post  io  the  present  Administra- 
tion—stated that  the  amount  of  the 
sugar  bounties  in  France  in  recent 
years  had  fluctuated  between  70  and  9U 
millions  of  franci.  The  latter  sum 
—equal  to  £3,650,000—18  £300,000 
more  than  the  amount  I  quoted  in  the 
Ejuse  the  other  night. 

THE  EAST  COAST  OF  AFRICA. 

Ma.  ALEX.  M'ARTHUR  (Leicester) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  ASaira  whether  Her  Majesty's 
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Government  have  made  any  inquiry,  or 
obtained  any  information,  ooucemios 
the  murder  of  Mr.  Brooks,  an  Englioh 
[oissionary,  which  it  was  reported  took 
place  at  M'iCanga,  a  few  miles  from  tlie 
East  African  Coast,  oa  the  21et  of  Janu- 
ary ;  and  whether,  in  view  of  the  fast 
that  numerous  missionaries  are  still 
peacefully  engaged  in  their  work  and 
enjoying  the  conGdence  of  the  Native 
tribes  beyond  the  disturbed  ooast-lina, 
Her  Majesty's  Goverumeut  have  taken 
any  steps  to  explain  to  the  chiefs  and 
people  of  the  disturbed  districts  that 
England  is  not  to  be  regarded  bj  the 
Natives  of  the  East  African  Coast  aa  a 
belligerent  Fewer,  and  eapeoially  that 
she  has  no  responsibility  for  the  methoda 
which  have  been  pursued  by  the  offloera 
of  the  German  East  Afriuan  Com- 
pany. 

Me.  BURDETT-COUTTS  (Weat- 
minster} :  Before  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  answers  the  Question,  I  should  lika 
to  ask  him  if  it  is  not  the  fact  that  ths 
Imperial  British  Esat  African  Company 
has,  by  its  prudent  conduct  and  entv- 
prise,  established  harmonious  and 
peaceful  relations  with  all  the  Natava 
tribes  with  which  it  has  come  in  con- 
tact? 

Thk  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIB8 
(Sir  James  Feuousson,  Manoheator, 
N,E.);  The  information  received  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  respeotisg 
the  murder  of  Mr.  Brooks  is  preciaelj 
of  the  same  character  as  that  which  baa 
appeared  in  the  newspapers.  Ths  mt- 
furtunate  gentleman  lost  his  life  throngh 
incautiously  approaching  the  distnrbad 
coast,  in  spits  of  warnings  aa  to  ths 
danger  of  so  doing.  Tlie  remaining 
missionaries  in  the  interior  will,  it  ia  to 
be  hoped,  be  warned  by  Mr.  Brooka'a 
fate,  and  will  not  venture  into  snab 
districts.  This  would  insure  their  safefy 
better  than  an  intimation  of  dt« 
character  suggested,  the  snooeN  of 
which,  if  it  were  expedient  to  make  it, 
would  be  very  doubtful.  In  answer  to 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  am  glad  to  be  abia 
to  say  that  the  relations  of  the  Britiah 
East  Africa  Company  have  been  of  the 
character  which  he  describes.  Tbw 
have  shown  great  prudence  in  thw 
proceedmgs,  and  have,  for  the  moat 
part,    avoided    all    disputes    with    th« 
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FATAL  ACCIDENT  CAUSED  BY 
MAILBAGS. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  asked  the  Poet- 
master  General  whether  his  attention 
had  heen  called  to  the  sad  death  of  a 
passenger  between  Aberdeen  and  Lon- 
don, near  Carlisle,  allefifed  to  have  been 
caused  by  mailbags;  and,  if  so,  what 
steps,  if  any,  had  been  taken  to  prevent 
a  recurrence  of  any  similar  fatality  ? 

Mr.  EAIKES:  I  heard  with  much 
regret  of  the  lamentable  accident  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member,  which, 
I  believe,  is  the  only  one  of  the  kind 
that  has  ever  happened,  and  I  imme- 
diately caused  special  inquiry  to  be 
made  by  an  experienced  ofRcer,  who  was 
eent  to  the  neighbourhood  for  the  pur- 
X>ose.  It  appears  that  the  unfortunate 
passenger,  who  had  been  taken  ill  in 
the  train,  was  leaning  as  far  as  possible 
out  of  the  window  of  her  carriage,  and 
thus  came  in  contact  with  the  pouch 
suspended  from  the  standard  of  the 
apparatus  used  for  exchanging  mailbags. 
Although  the  apparatus,  which  is  of 
the  usual  description,  was  accurately  ad- 
justed and  io  perfect  working  ofder,  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  sad 
fatality  was  purely  accidental,  yet  I  will 
not  fail  to  pursue  the  inquiry  in  order 
to  secure  for  the  public  all  possible  pre- 
cautions against  accident. 

IRELAND-THE  PRISONER  TRACY. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.) asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  whether  he  will  state  under 
what  order  of  a  Court  of  Law  Thomas 
Tracy  was  removed  from  Belfast  Oaol 
to  Mill  bank  Prison,  where  he  still 
remains;  for  what  purpose  Tracy  was 
previously  removed  from  Castlebar  to 
Belfast  Gaol ;  when,  and  on  what  charge, 
Tracy  was  convicted,  and  what  sentence 
was  passed  upon  him  ;  whether,  during 
his  imprisonment  in  Belfast,  he  was 
daily  supplied  with  dinners  of  the  first 
<|uality,  and  also  with  beer  or  porter, 
and  by  whom  same  were  supplied ; 
whether  the  J*'reeman*»  Journal  was  sent 
liim  daily  from  a  local  police  barrack; 
whether  County  Inspector  Heard,  and 
District  Inspector  Gibbons,  or  any  other 
officer  of  police,  paid  several  visits  to 
him  there,  and  saw  him  without  the 
presence  of  a  warder;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  Tracy  alleges  these  officers 
of  police  promised  him  his  liberty  if  he 


would  swear  against  an  Irish  Nationalist 
Member  of  Parliament,  and  a  certain 
priest  in  connection  with  a  murder  in 
the  West  of  Ireland ;  whether,  on  his 
refusal  to  swear  what  he  knew  to  be 
false,  Tracy  was  threatened  with  im- 
prisonment for  life;  whether  Head 
Constable  Preston,  or  any  other  con- 
stable, told  Tracy  on  his  way  to  Belfast 
that  he  was  wanted  as  a  witness  for  the 
Parnell  Commission,  gave  him  money, 
and  said  that  he  would  be  visited  in 
Belfast  Gaol  by  gentlemen,  who  would 
tell  him  what  he  was  wanted  to  swear ; 
and  whether,  under  the  circumstances, 
he  will  grant  an  independent  inquiry 
into  these  serious  charges  made  by 
Tracy  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  1.  I  am  informed  that  the 
man  referred  to  was  brought  over  to 
England  under  an  order  from  the  Special 
Commission  Court.  2.  While  this  man 
was  in  t^astlebar  Prison  it  was  publicly 
announced  in  a  local  Roman  Catholic 
Chapel  that  he  had  turned  informer,  and 
there  was  also  reliable  information  that 
he  was  being  tampered  with  to  prevent 
him  from  giving  information.  He  was 
accordingly  removed  to  Belfast.  3.  He 
was  committed  to  prison  for  12  months 
on  the  16th  of  August,  1888,  in  default 
of  finding  sureties  to  be  of  good  be- 
haviour, for  having  made  use  of 
threatening  language  towards  one 
Patrick  Connors.  4  and  5.  I  under- 
stand that  he  was  treated  like  other  bail 
prisoners.  6.  County  Inrtpector  Head 
did  not  visit  this  man,  but  be  was 
visited  by  County  Inspector  Milling  and 
District  Inspector  Gibbons,  botti  in 
Castlebar  and  Belfast  Prisons,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  man's  having  previously 
disclosed  important  information  with 
reference  to  serious  crimes,  which  it  was 
the  duty  of  these  officers  to  investigate. 
No  warder  was  present. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  How 
did  it  happen  that  the  solicitor  to  this 
man  several  times  applied  to  the  Irish 
Prisons  Board  to  be  allowed  to  see  him 
and  was  refused,  and  is  it  true  that 
access  has  been  permitted  to  certain 
police  officers  transferred  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  service  of  the  Ti'ties  ?  1  also 
wish  to  know  whether,  in  view  of  the 
grave  allegations  contained  in  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  that  this  man 
was  promised  his  liberty  by  certain  police 
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officers  if  he  would  swear  against  an 
Irish  Nationalist  Member  ;  that  he  was 
wanted  as  a  witness  for  the  Parnell 
Commission y  and  that  he  would  be 
visited  by  a  gentleman  who  would  tell 
him  what  he  was  wanted  to  swear,  and 
that  on  his  refusal  to  swear  he  was 
threatened  with  imprisonment  for  life; 
the  Chief  Secretary  will  be  content  to 
allow  the  allegations  to  rest  upon  the 
denial  of  the  persons  incriminated  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  believe 
these  allegations  to  be  untrue,  but  as 
the  man  is  to  appear  before  the  Special 
Commission  an  opportunity  will  be 
afforded  of  ascertaining  all  the  facts. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  say  why 
the  solicitor  to  the  prisoner  was  refused 
admission  to  him,  while  free  admission 
was  given  to  the  Tim$^  emissary  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  such  was  the  fact.  There  is 
no  suggestion  of  the  kind  in  the  Ques- 
tion. • 

Mr.  M»CARTAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  answer  paragraphs 
four  and  five  of  my  question,  namely, 
whether  during  Tracy's  imprisonment 
in  Belfast  he  was  daily  supplied  with 
dinners  of  the  first  quality  and  also  with 
beer  or  porter;  by  whom  the  same 
were  supplied ;  and  whether  the  Free' 
man^e  Journal  was  sent  to  him  daily  from 
a  local  police  barracks  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  did  answer 

he  right  hon.   Gentleman.      I  stated 

hat  I  understood  from  the  report  of  the 

Prisons  Board   that  the  prisoner  was 

treated  like  all  other  bail-prisoners. 

THE  CITY  CHAMBERLAIN'S  COURT. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  the  City 
Chamberlain  had  the  right  t6  sentence 
any  City  apprentice  to  14  days'  solitary 
confinement  in  the  City  bridewell  for 
neglecting  to  carry  out  any  order  of  his 
master ;  whether  lately  an  apprentice 
was  sentenced  to  14  days'  imprisonment 
for  a  trivial  offence,  the  evidence  not 
being  taken  on  oath ;  and  whether  the 
Government  would  bring  in  a  measure 
to  abolish  this  Court  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews.  Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
City  Chamberlain  informs  me  that  he 
has  an  ancient  customary  jurisdiction  in 
connection  with  the  Mayor's  Court  to 

Mr.  Sexton 


adjudicate  on  disputes  between  mastera 
and  apprentices.     I  beg   to   refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  second  Keport  of 
the  Commissioners  on  MuniGipal  Cor- 
porations on  this  subject  (1837,  No.  60, 
appendix,   p.   100).     The  committal  of 
an  apprentice  to  the  bridewell  for  miB- 
conduct  is  in  accordance  with  the  oustom 
of  the  City,  and  provisions  for  his  recep- 
tion and  treatment  are  made  in  a  scheme 
for  the  management  of  the  bridewelU 
approved  by  the  Court  of  Chancery  in 
1860.     In  the  particular  case  referred 
to,  the  apprentice  was  not  sentenced  to 
solitary  confinement,   and    his    offence- 
was  not  a  trivial  one.    He  had  been 
twice  previously  warned  by  the  Cham- 
berlain for  his  misconduct.     Bvideno^ 
is  not  taken  on  oath,  but  an  apprentice 
is  not  imprisoned  unless  he  admits  the 
facts  alleged  against  him,  and  only  in 
cases  of  incorrigible  conduct.     I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Chamberlain'a 
Court  is  distinguished  for  its  impartial 
administration  and  care  of  the  rights  of 
apprentices,   and    the    Government  do 
not  propose  to  bring  in  a  measure  to 
abolish  the  Court. 

POSTAGE  OF  PRINTED  CIRCULARS. 
Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness)  asked  th» 
Postmaster-General  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  circulars  and  other  printed 
matters  open  at  both  ends  if  in  the  third 
person  are  charged  one  half-penny,  bnt 
if  in  the  first  person  one  penny ;  and,  if 
so,   on  what  grounds  this  differential 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raiees,  Cambridge  University) :  There- 
is,  I  think,  some  misapprehension  on. 
this  subject.  Circulars  in  identical 
terms,  addressed  to  several  persons,  may 
be  sent  by  book  post  at  a  postage  of  one- 
halfpenny,  whether  in  the  first  or  in  the 
third  person ;  but  no  communications  of 
the  nature  of  a  letter  other  than  oircalara 
are  allowed  to  pass  by  book  post,  in 
whatever  person  they  are  expressed.. 
Besides  printed  matter,  accounts  are  per- 
mitted to  pass  by  book  post ;  but  diffi- 
culty often  arises  from  the  senders 
printing  or  stamping  on  the  aooounts- 
requests  for  payment,  or  other  notes,. 
which  are  clearly  of  the  nature  of  letters* 
Impersonal  statements  as  to  the  prac- 
tices of  a  firm  in  regard  to  discount^. 
interest,  &c.,  are  not  objected  to. 

Mr.     HOBHOUSE    (Somerset,    E.) 
asked   whether  it  is  the  fact    that    a 
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postage  rate  of  one  penny  is  charged  for 
printed  circulars  (open  to  inspection) 
issued  by  FrieDdly  Societies  to  their 
members,  because  the  amount  of  contri- 
butions due  is  inserted  in  writing ;  if 
tradiog  firms  are  allowed  to  send  in- 
voices and  bills  to  their  customers,  the 
amounts  due  being  written  in  every  case, 
for  the  halfpenny  rate  of  postage ; 
what  was  the  reason  for  this  different 
treatment ;  and,  whether  he  will  alter 
the  regulations  so  as  to  give  Friendly 
^cieties  the  same  advantafires  as  traders. 

Sir  E.  BIRKBECK  (Norfolk,  E.) : 
May  I  ask  whether  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been  called  to 
the  fact  that  a  Conference  of  delegates 
of  Friendly  Societies  was  held  on  Friday 
last,  representing  1,965,000  members, 
and  a  capital  of  over  £13,500,000; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  present 
system  of  charging  one  penny  postage 
on  Friendly  Societies'  circulars,  con- 
taining particulars  of  arrears  of  mem- 
bers, and  a  request  for  payment,  was  on 
that  occasion  pronounced  as  unjust  and 
unreasonable,  and  whether  he  will 
endeavour  to  come  to  an  arrangement 
with  the  Friendly  Societies'  authorities 
on  this  question  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  Unless  circular  letters 
are  in  identical  terms,  they  are  liable  to 
the  letter  rate  of  postage.  Traders 
enjoy  no  privileges  which  are  not  allowed 
to  Friendly  Societies,  and  printed  circu- 
lars from  a  trader  to  his  customers  asking 
for  payments  due  (with  the  varying 
amounts  inserted)  would  be  charged 
letter  postage.  Invoices  and  statements 
of  accounts  are,  however,  allowed  to  be 
forwarded  at  the  book  post  rate,  and  I 
would  suggest  that  any  Friendly  Society 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  is  interested 
should  do  what  some  others  do — ie., 
reduce  their  notices  of  subscriptions  due 
to  the  form  of  accounts,  in  which 
case  they  are  passed  at  the  book 
post  rate,  circulars  in  identical  terms 
either  accompanyiog  the  accounts  or 
not  at  the  option  of  the  Society. 
In  reply  to  the  question  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Norfolk 
(Sir  E.  Birkbeck)  my  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  meeting  of  the  Con- 
ference, and  I  fully  recognise  the  au- 
thority with  which  it  pronounces  an 
opinion.  I  endeavoured  last  year,  when 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  was  before  the  House  to 


introduce  some  amendments  into  the 
law  which  might  have  met  the  wishes 
of  these  bodies,  but  the  Bill  was  not 
discussed  in  the  House  nor  was  it  finaUy 
approved  by  the  Qoveinment.  I  shall 
be  happy  to  confer  with  my  hon. 
Friend  and  others  interested  in  th& 
matter,  with  a  view  to  see  how  far  a 
modification  of  the  law  can  be  intro- 
duced. 

IRELAND— JUDICIAL    RENTS. 

Mr.  M^CARTAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  he  is  aware  of  the 
dissatisfaction  given  in  the  Union  of 
Kilkeel,  county  Down,  by  the  altera- 
tions made  by  the  Land  Commission  in 
the  judicial  rents  for  the  year  1888 ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Judicial 
Rents  in  this  Union  have  been  increased 
where  such  Rents  were  fixed  in  1884  or 
1885  :  whether  he  is  aware  that  thia 
Union  chiefly  consists  of  mountainous 
land,  and  covers  the  poorest  district  in 
the  county  Down,  and  that  the  value  of 
the  crops  for  1888  in  Kilkeel  Union  ia 
estimated  at  about  one- half  of  those  of 
the  previous  year,  when  substantial 
reductions  were  given ;  and  whether  he 
will  give  the  particulars  which  influ- 
enced the  Land  Commission  in  arriving- 
at  the  alterations  published  in  their  last 
Schedule  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  a  small 
increase  has  been  made  for  1888  in  th& 
Judicial  Rents  fixed  in  the  Union  of 
Kilkeel,  county  Down,  in  1884  and 
1885,  the  increase  in  respect  of  each  of 
these  years  being  respectively  5^d.  and 
3d.  in  the  pound.  As  regards  para- 
graph three,  the  hon.  Member  must  be 
aware  that  the  automatic  alteration  of 
Rents  is  based,  not  on  yield,  but  on 
prices. 

THE  HONOURABLE  ARTILLERY 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  BRODIE  HOARE  (Hampstead) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War^ 
if  there  was  any  reason  why  the  arma 
and  military  equipment  of  the  Honour- 
able Company  should  not  be  returned  to 
the  Regiment,  so  that  it  may  be  able  to 
resume  its  Military  exercises. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  have  every 
hope  that  new  regulations  will  be  laid 
down  very  shortly  for  securing  the  mili- 
tary discipline  of  this  ancient  corps  by 
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Ijringing  it  under  the  control  of  the  War  leging  inconvenience  cauRed  by  fairs  at 

Office.     As  Roon  as  this  is  done,  and  a  Gamberwell  and  Old  Kent  Hoad.   These 

Xiieutenant-Colonel   and  Adjutant  has  I  at  once  referred  to  the  Commissioner 

been  appointed,  his  Boyal  Highness  the  of  Police,  who  has  not  yet  had  time  to 

Oommander-in- Chief  will  be  prepared  make  the  necessary  inquiries  and  to  re- 

to  direct  the  immediate  re- issue  of  the  port  to  me  on  the  subject. 
Arms. 


RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mb.  AINSLIE  (Lancashire,  N.  Lons- 
dale) asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  whether  it  is  competent  for 
Itailway  Companies,  in  their  classifica- 
tion of  rates,  under  '^  The  Bail  way  and 
Oanal  Traffic  Act,  1888,"  to  vary  the 
limitation  Clause  fixing  the  minimum 
distances  chargeable  on  traffic. 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOARD 
OF  TRADE)  Sir.  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol  W.) :  Yes,  Sir,  they  may  propose 
fiuch  variations,  but  the  decision  will 
remain  with  the  Board  of  Trade  and 
Parliament. 

FAIRS  IN  LONDON. 

Mb.  maple  (Camberwell,  Dulwich), 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  if  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  a  fair  is,  and 
iias  been  for  some  time  carried  on  upon 
a  piece  of  ground  situated  between 
number  20  and  number  22,  Church 
fitreet,  Camberwell,  to  the  great  loss, 
inconvenience,  and  annoyance  of  the 
tradesmen  and  residents  generally  in  the 
neighbourhood ;  and  whether,  in  view  of 
such  injury  caused  by  the  fair,  ho  will 
instruct  the  Commissioner  of  Police  for 
the  Metropolis  to  take  immediate  steps 
to  put  an  end  to  it  ? 

Mr.  J.  R.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.), 
had  also  on  the  paper  the  following 
question : — To  ask  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  whether  he  has 
received  cemplaints  as  to  the  great  loss 
and  annoyance  caused  to  tradesmen  and 
ratepayers  generally  in  Trafalgar  Road, 
Old  Kent  Road,  owing  to  the  carrying 
on  of  the  fair  now  held  there;  and, 
whether  he  will  instruct  the  Com- 
missioner of  Police  to  proceed  against 
the  owner  or  occupier  of  the  land  upon 
which  this  fair  has  now  been  held  for 
many  months. 

Mk.  MATTHEWS  :  I  will  answer 
this  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dulwich,  and  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Camber- 
well, at  the  same  time.  I  received  on 
Saturday  last  two   communications  al- 

Mr.  E,  Stanhope 


IRELAND  — MR.    BRODRICK  AND   MR. 

PARNELL. 

Mr.  J.  E.  REDMOND  (for  Mr 
William  Rkdmond)  (Fermanagh* 
N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  o^ 
State  for  War  whether  he  is  eor* 
rectly  reported,  when  speaking  at 
Blackburn  in  April,  1887,  as  having 
used  the  following  words :  "  There 
was  one  subject  on  which  their 
opponents  were  exceedingly  blind.  He 
meant  the  letter  of  Mr.  Parnell,  which 
appeared  in  the  Timen.  He  was  not 
going  to  mince  language  about  that 
letter,  and  he  said  it  was  Mr.  Pamell's 
letter,"  and,  if  eo,  whether  he  is  now 
prepared  to  withdraw  thi<)  statement  ? 
♦The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
the  WAR  OFFICE  (Mr.  Bbodrick, 
Surrey,  Guildford) :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  aware  that  I  answered  a 
similar  question  on  April  25,  1887, 
three  days  after  the  speech  waa 
made.  I  then  explained  that  the  ex- 
pression I  used  was,  **  I  call  it  Mr.  Par- 
nelFs  letter,''  and  1  gave  my  reasons  for 
so  calling  it  in  the  absence  of  any  aotion 
to  disprove  it  in  a  Court  of  law.  As  the 
allegation  put  forward  by  the  jf\mM  has 
not  been  substantiated,  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  withdrawing  the  expression 
which,  as  it  was  not  well-founded^  I 
regret  to  have  used. 

IRELAND -THE  CASE  OF  MR. 
DUN  LEA  UY. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  why  Mr.  Dunleary,  journalist, 
Ennis,  county  Clare,  who  was  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment  by  Mr. 
Hoddes,  B.M.,  for,  as  the  official  an- 
nouncement of  his  sentence  recorded  on 
his  cell  door  announces,  '*  abusing  a 
policeman,"  has  been  removed  last 
Monday  from  Limerick^  his  county  dis- 
trict prison,  to  Tullamore  Gaol;  and, 
whether  there  are  ac  present  over  40 
empty  cells  in  Limerick  Gaol,  and,  if  so, 
what  reasons,  disciplinary  or  precaution- 
ary, have  occasioned  the  necessity  of  Mr. 
Dunleary's  transfer  ? 
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Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  was 
unable,  at  present,  to  answer  the 
question,  not  having  received  the 
necessary  information.  A  report  had 
been  called  for,  but  had  not  yet  been 
received. 

BERBERA. 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  whether  Berbera,  on 
the  Somali  Coast,  was  attacked  by  the 
Bomalis  on  the  6th  of  October  last; 
what  was  the  reported  strength  of  the 
attacking  and  defending  forces,  and 
what  were  the  names  of  the  Civil  and 
Military  officers  present;  and,  has  the 
action  taken  by  the  officer  in  charge  and 
his  subordinates  been  sanctioned  by  the 
Government ;  and,  if  so,  is  it  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  recognize  the 
services  of  the  officers  engaged  ? 

♦SIR  J.  GORST:  Yes;  but  no  special 
report  has  been  received  of  the  details 
of  the  action,  or  of  the  views  or  inten- 
tions of  the  Government  in  respect  there- 
of. The  attack  was  made  by  the  Ayal 
Ahmed  tribe,  and  was  repulsed  by  de- 
tachments of  the  Aden  troop  and  3rd 
Bombay  Native  Infantry  under  Captain 
Ashby.  On  our  side  the  loss  was  one 
policeman  killed  and  one  wounded. 

IRELAND-THE  PRISONER  TRACY. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  with 
reference  to  the  visit  of  Head  Constable 
Preston  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
to  the  prisoner  Tracy  at  Milbank  Prison, 
whether  he  will  state  by  whom  the  ap- 
plication for  permission  to  visit  Tracy 
was  made  in  this  case ;  whether  the 
name  of  the  intending  visitor  was  men* 
tioned  in  the  application ;  and  whether 
Head  Constable  Preston's  interview 
with  Tracy  was  held  in  the  presence  of 
a  warder ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  wUl  give  the 
name  of  the  warder  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  application 
was  made  by  Mr.  Soames,  Solicitor,  who 
asked  that  James  Preston,  whom  he 
named,  might  be  allowed  to  see  Tracy. 
James  Preston's  interviews  with  Tracy 
were  held  within  the  view  of  Chief- warder 
Weir,  who  was  in  charge  of  Tracy.  I 
see  that  I  am  erroneously  reported  to 
have  described  Tracy  as  a  "  short- time  " 
prisoner — that  is,  a  person  imprisoned 
in  default  of  sureties  of  the  peace. 


Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  used  the  expression  that 
the  interview  took  place  within  the  view 
of  the  Chief-warder.  Was  it  within  the 
hearing  of  the  Chief- warder  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No,  it  was  not. 
It  took  place  in  the  room  which  is  com- 
monly called  the  Solicitor's  Room,  with  a 
sort  of  glass  cage  through  which,  with- 
out being  able  to  hear  the  conversation, 
the  warder  can  see  all  that  goes  on. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Were  these  visits  to 
Tracy  made  at  his  request  or  with  his 
knowledge  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  believe  that 
the  fact  is  that  any  prisoner  who  wishes 
to  see  a  solicitor  is  allowed  to  have  an 
interview 

Mr.  sexton  :  But  this  was  a  head 
constable  and  not  a  solicitor.  Had  the 
solicitor  for  the  defence  the  same  free 
access  to  the  prisoner  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  same  rule 
would  be  applied  in  all  cases  when  an 
application  is  made  for  an  interview 
with  a  prisoner. 

REMOVAL  OF  COFFINS  FROM  FAMILY 

VAULTS. 

Mr.  HALLEY  STEWART  (Lincohi- 
shire,  Spalding),  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Bishop  of  St. 
Albans,  having  been  requested  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  the  facts  connected 
with  the  removal  and  breaking  up  of 
lead  coffins  from  the  vault  of  the  Combe 
family  in  Hemel  Hempsted  Church,  and 
the  placing  of  the  remains  in  a  hole  in 
the  churchyard,  has  replied  ihfii  he  is 
advised  that  he  has  no  power  to  insti- 
tute such  an  inquiry,  and  has  sugg^ested 
that  the  only  legal  remedy  is  by  pro- 
ceedings under  the  Church  Discipline 
Acts ;  and  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Government  will  under- 
take to  institute  such  proceedings,  or 
will  afford  assistance  to  the  descendant 
of  the  Combe  family,  who  is  the  com- 
plaining party  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir,  I  have 
had  no  communication  with  the  Bishop 
of  St.  Albans  on  this  matter,  and  1 
have  no  information  as  to  any  proceed- 
ings having  been  taken  before  him.  I 
have  already  pointed  out  in  this  House 
that  if  any  such  facts  as  are  alleged 
have  taken  place,  there  is  a  legal 
remedy  which  it  is  in  the  power  of  any 
person  aggrieved  to  enforce  in  a  sum- 
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marj  naj.  The  cosBOnt  of  the  Secre- 
tai7  of  State  is  not  neceHtary  to  auoh 
procesdinga.  and  under  these  oircum- 
stanoee  the  QoTemment  are  not  prepared 
to  take  anj  further  action  in  the  matter. 


BELFAST  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  PoBtmaeter  Qenaral  whether 
he  IB  aware  that  after  the  cloBinfr  of  tlie 
post  and  telegraph  ofGce  in  Waring 
Street,  Belfast,  it  was  found  necessary 
to  re-open  a  branch  post  office  there; 
and  whether,  considering  that  the  new 
general  post  office  affords  no  conreniesce 
to  the  district  of  Waring  Street  for  the 
despatch  of  telegrams,  and  that  a  tele- 
graph office  is  more  urgently  required 
there  than  the  post  office,  he  will  now 
take  Btepa  to  have  a  telegraph  office 
established  in  connection  with  this 
branch  post  office  as  soon  as  possible  ? 

Mk.  HAIKE8:  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  have  to  state  t bat  I  have  only 
to-day  received  a  full  report  relative  to 
the  question  of  re-establishing  the  tele- 
graph office  in  Waring  Street,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
further  oonsidering  this  report  before 
answering  the  bon.  Member's  Question. 
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Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  beliare  the 
man  is  no  longer  in  the  country,  though 
I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  the 
matter.  The  bon.  Member  must  b« 
aware  that  it  would  endanger  Cullinana's 
life  to  make  known  bis  address,  flven  if 
it  were  possible  to  do  so. 

Me.  COX:  Will  his  whereabouts  bs 
made  known  to  a  solicitor  if  h«  applits 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  P 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  It  aeems  to 
me  it  would  be  a  serious  matter  to  mak> 
public  his  whereabouts. 

Mk.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.)  :  Doe. 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  meftn  the 
House  to  understand  that  he  refusM 
the  means  of  producing  this  witness 
before  the  Special  Commisaioa  for  fear 
of  judicial  censure? 

Mr.  a.  3.  BALFOUR :  To  discloM  the 
man's  whereabouts  might  be  to  pUM 
his  life  in  danger. 

Me.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  name  any  Officer  of  the 
Government  who  will  undertake,  npon 
receiving  a  subpcsna,  to  serve  it  upon 
Call  inane  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  most  hare 
notice  of  the  Question. 


THE  HONOUKABLE  ARTILLERY 
COMPANY. 

Me.  R.  K.  OAUSTON  (Southwark. 
W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  ol 
State  for  War  whether  he  or  the  Military 
authorities  have  taken  any,  and,  if  so, 
what,  stepB  to  inquire  into  the  charges  of 
Tvant  o£  discipline  made  against  the 
Honourable  Artillery  Company  by  His 
Grace  the  Duke  of  Portland,  the  late 
Lieutenant  Colonel  of  the  Regiment ; 
and  whether  he  can  state  the  result  of 
the  inquiry  ? 

Mk.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  Com- 
mander-in-Chief  has  no  power,  nor  have 
I,  to  institute  such  au  inquiry. 

TllELAND-THE  INFORllEIt 

CULLINANE. 

Me.  J.  R.  COX  tClare,  E  ) :  I  beg  to 

ask   the    Chief  Secretary  to  the   Lord 


CITY  CHARITIES. 

Mb.  J.  BETCE  (Aberdeen,  S.):  I 
have  lo  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  CduoRtion 
what  progress  has  bsen  made  daring 
the  last  six  months  in  the  work  of  the 
Charity  Commissi  oners  charged  with 
the  administration  of  ''  The  Oity  of 
Loudon  Parochial  Charities  Act,  18B3  :" 
and  when  the  scheme  or  ochemes  wbioh 
the  Commissioners  are  to  propooe  for 
the  allocation  of  the  funds  dealt  with  by 
the  Act  are  Jikelv  to  be  published. 

Me.  J.  W.  LOWTHER  (Cumber^ 
land,  Penrith):  Perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  to  reply  to  this  Question. 
During  the  last  six  months  progroM  of 
a  very  decisive  kind  (full  details  of 
which  will  appear  in  their  forthooming 
Report  for  1S8S,  which  has  been  already 
prepared)  has  been  effected,  especially 
in  the  negotiations  with  CommittMA 
and  other  important  bodies  whose  co- 
operation   is   essential   to   a  bane&oial 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  can  state  the  '  application  of  the  City  Parochial  Fundo. 
present  address   of  CuUinane,    the  in-  ,  The  Commissioners  have  also  prepared 


former,  or  to  whom  application  may  he 
made  by  the  solicitor  for  the  def 
the  Royal  Commission  to  have 
poena  served  on  that  person? 
Mr.  Matthtwi 


pplementary  statement  of  proper^ 

under  the  Act,  the  publication  of  whiob 

sub-  I  has  been  delayed  by  litigation  itriNng 

under    their    former    statementa;    and 
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they  have  in  two  casps  prepared  scliemes 
of  an  important  kind,  which  have  been 
for  some  time  the  Bubjrct  of  confidential 
communication R  with  the  parties  inte- 
rested. The  Commissioners  anticipate 
that  the  schemes  above  referred  to  will 
be  published  in  the  course  of  the  spring; 
and  they  hope  that  during  thn  summer 
they  will  be  able  to  publish  the  whole 
of  the  schemes  required  by  the  Act. 

IRELAND— MR.    CECIL    ROCHE. 

Mr.  JOHN  DILLON  (East  Mayo): 
In  the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor  (Liverpool,  Scotland 
Division),  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
if  Mr.  Cecil  Hoche,  K.M.,  was  a  lec- 
turer in  the  employ  of  the  Irish  Loyal 
and  Patriotic  Union  immediately  before 
his  selection  as  a  Hesident  Magistrate  ; 
and  if,  at  the  time  of  Mr.  Roche's  ser- 
vice under  that  body,  the  secretary  was 
Mr.  E.  C.  Houston. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  the  case  that  Mr.  Roche,  prior 
to  his  appointment  to  the  Resident 
Magistracy,  delivered  some  addresses 
without  remuneration  on  behalf  of  the 
organization  mentioned.  Mr.  Houston 
was  not  then  secretary  of  that  body. 

IRELAND- JUDICIAL    RENTS. 

Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Mona- 
ghan,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  See* 
retary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Land  Sub- 
Commission,  which  sat  in  Carrickma- 
cross,  county  Monaghan,  on  9th  January 
last,  have  not  yet  given  their  decision 
in  95  J  cases  on  the  Shirley  estate  which 
were  then  heard,  although  they 
have  since  heard  and  inspected  40 
other  cases  on  the  same  estate; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  preyious 
decisions  of  this  Sub- Commission  have 
caused  general  dissatisfaction,  and  that 
in  consequence  of  this  feeling  the  tenants 
are  threatening  to  withdraw  from  the 
Court  over  200  cases  at  present  listed  for 
hearing  during  the  present  Sitting: 
and  whether,  under  these  circumstances, 
he  will  represent  to  the  Commissioners 
the  desirability  of  at  once  announcing 
their  decision  in  the  oases  previously 
heard,  and  so  enable  the  tenants  to 
decide  what  course  they  will  adopt  with 
regard  to  the  cases  pending. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Land 
Commissioners  inform  me  that  judgment 


was  givpn  on  February  28  in  the  95  cases 
referred  to,  and  also  in  the  cases  subse- 
quently heard  in  Carrickmacross  at  the 
end  of  January  and  beginning  of 
February.  The  decisions  could  not  hare 
been  given  earlier,  as  the  inspection  of 
the  holdings  and  the  reports  on  the  cases 
were  not  completed  until  that  week.  A 
number  of  cases  on  the  new  list  of  fair- 
rent  applications  from  tenants  on  the 
Shirley  estate  were  heard  during  the 
past  week,  and  the  remaining  cases  are 
being  dis|K)Red  of  as  rapidly  as  possible 
by  the  Sub-Commission  sitting  at 
Carrick  m  across. 

THE  CAUTRAYDOWN  FARM  CASE. 

Mr.  C.  H.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and 
Nairn] :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advocate 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Government 
had  been  railed  to  the  judgments  of  the 
Lord  Justice  Clerk  and  Lord  Young  in 
the  Cautrydown  Farm  Case;  whether 
th«»  Lord  Justice  Clerk  described  it  as  a 
deplorable  case,  both  in  its  circum- 
stances and  in  the  way  it  had  been  dealt 
with  by  the  Sheriff  Substitute,  and  that 
extravagant  expense  had  been  incurred 
owing  to  the  course  taken  by  the  Sheriff 
Substitute,  which  was  entirely  and  un- 
fortunately wrong ;  whether  Lord  Young 
used  similar  expressions,  and  further 
said  that  the  Sheriff  Substitute  had  by 
his  decision  accumulated  all  the  ex- 
penses ;  a  decision  which  he  described  as 
absurd  and  ridiculous ;  and  further,  how 
any  Sheriff  could  have  hesitated  to  take 
the  course  the  landlord  prayed,  he 
(Lord  Young)  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive ; 
whether  the  Government  will  take  any 
steps  to  remedy  this  miscarriage  of  jus- 
tice, which  has  caused  heavy  expenses 
to  both  parties  especially  the  tenant; 
whether  the  decisions  of  the  Sheriff 
Substitute  in  question  have  frequently 
been  reversed  on  appeal ;  whether  out  of 
16  appeals  to  the  Court  of  Session  in  1886 
seven  were  wholly  or  partially  success- 
ful, and  out  of  21  appeals  in  1887  10 
were  wholly  or  partially  successful ;  and 
whether  the  Government  will  consider 
what  steps  ought  to  be  taken  in  the 
matter  ? 

*Mr.  BUCHANAN:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Lord  Advocate  before  he  replies, 
whether  there  has  not  been  another  case 
which  has  given  rise  to  considerable 
talk,  in  which  the  decision  of  the  Sheriff 
Substitute  of  Elgiushire  came  before  the 
same  Court  of  Appeal  in  Edinburgh,  and 
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that  the  Metropolitan  Board  may  raise  have  consequently  been  seized   by  two 

the  salaries  to   any   extent,    and    that  Foreign  Nations. 

the  London  County  Council  will  be  com-  Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Proposals  for 
pelled  to  give  pensions  to  that  amount,  a  British  annexation  of  Samoa  were 
although  the  salaries  are  raised  on  the  made  by  chiefs  of  that  group  in  1877, 
last  day  of  their  authority?  1883,  1884,  and  1S88,  and  were  declined 
^Mr.  EITCHIE  :  The  right  hon.  Gen-  at  those  various  periods  on  the  g^and 
tleman  is  supposing,  I  imagine,  a  condi-  that  their  acceptance  would  be  impolitic, 
tion  of  things  which  I  cannot  think  and  in  the  later  instances  that  foreign 
any  responsible  body  would  take  up.  interests  in  the  islands  and  our  relations 
But,  Sir,  I  have  told  the  House  with  other  Powers  precluded  Her  Ma- 
what  would  be  the  duty  of  the  London  jeaty's  Government  from  annexing  the 
County  Council  as  to  the  action  of  the  group.  The  Governments  of  Australia 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  but  it  is  and  New  Zealand  have  in  1873  and  1884 
impossible  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  advocated  the  annexation.  I  must  add 
state  of  things  stated  by  the  right  hon.  that  there  has  been  no  time  at  which 
Gentleman.  He  knows  quite  well  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  failed 
it  is  not  unusual  for  salaries  to  have  to  secure  the  independence  of  these 
annual  increments,  but  the  Metropolitan  islands.  Beciprocal  assurances  to  that 
Board  do  not  seem  to  have  adopted  that  effect  were  given  by  Her  Majesty's  eco- 
system. I  am  informed  the  course  they  vernment  and  the  German  Government, 
have  taken  is  in  strict  accordance  with  and  the  islands  have  not,  in  fact,  been 
precedent.  seized  by  any  foreign  Power. 

Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich):  Do  I 

understand  that  £131  is  the  total  annual  CABLE   COMMUNICATION  WITH  THE 

increase   in  the  salaries  of  the  Metro-  CONTINENT, 

politan  Board  staff  ?  gi^  ROBERT  FOWLER  (Londoil) : 

Mr.  RITCHIE :  Yes,  Sir ;  according  i  ^^^  ^o    ask  the  Postmaster  General 

to  the    information  we    have  received  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  give  any 

from  the  Board.  information    on    the    question    of   the 

working  of  the  submarine  cables  be* 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE.  tween  this  country  and  Germany,  about 

Mr.    JAMES    ROWLANDS  (Fins-  which  a  statement  was  recently  made  in 

bury,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  *^^  Reich.tag;  and  whether   arrange- 

of  the  Treasury  whether  the  Report  of  S*^,^l«  ^^^«  'T^'T  ^^^^^^^^^^^f"^^. 

the  Commissioners    of   Police   of    the  B«lf."°^»  and  Holland  as  regards  the 

Metropolis  for  the   year  1888  will  be  working  of  the  submarine  cables  to  thoee 

laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  before  ^^^^^^^^[rrrri^^       r             i  j    .      i. 

the  Vote  in  Supply  for  the  Metropolitan  ,  f  "i*  ^H    .^^  \v      am  glad    to    be 

Police  is  taken  ?  state  that  the  negotiations  with 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes,  Sir  ;  every  2"^,  9^^«^«^/°^  ^^  Germany  HoUand, 

effort  will  be  made  to  have  the  Report  ^^^e^^^^  ^^^  France  which  have  been 

presented  by  then.  '^  progress  for  several  months  past,  are 

^                  *^  now  near  completioo,   and  I  have  now 

every  reason  to  hope  that  the  working 

SAMOA.  and    the    maintenance    of    the    cables 

Mr.    HOWARD   VINCENT   fShef-  between  this  country  and  those  named 

field,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  will,  after  an  early  date,  be  entirely  in 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  it  the  hands  of  the  telegraphic  administra- 

is  a  fact  that  the  Samoan  people  have,  tions  of  five  Governments.     A  uniform 

through  their  chiefs,  more  than  once  rateof  2d.  per  word,  with  a  mtntmum,  will 
petitioned  to  be  taken  under  the  pro- 
tectorate of  Great  Britain,  and  that  such 
petitions  have  received  the  strong  sup- 
port both  of  Australasian  Governments 
and  org^ans  of  public  opinion  ;  and,  if 
80,  upon  what  grounds  and  upon  what 
date  or  dates  the  Home  Government 
has  declined  to  securo  to  the  British 
Empire  the  Navigator   Islands,  which 

Sir  JF.  Harcourt 


be  charged — a  reduction  in  the  case  of 
Germany  and  Ilolland  of  Id.  a  word, 
and  in  the  case  of  France  of  Jd.  per 
word.  At  the  saaie  time,  negotiations 
have  been  proceeding  and  are  well 
advanced  between  the  Governments  of 
France,  Belgiu'u,  and  this  country  for 
acquiring  from  the  Submarine  Telegpraph 
Company  the  cables  now  their  property 
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between  Kngland  and  Belgium  and 
France,  and  by  the  Government  of  tfaia 
oountry  for  the  transfer  of  the  officera 
of  the  f^ubmarlae  Compai^y  to  the  ser* 
▼ice  of  the  Post  Office,  and  the  acquisi- 
tion of  the  ofBeee,  cable  ship,  stores,  &c., 
by  the  Post  Office. 

OPENAlU  MEETINGS  ON  THE  THAMES 
EMBANKMENT. 

Sir  C.  RUSSELL  (Hackney,  S.) :  I 
desire  to  ask  the  Home  Secretary  a 
Quettion,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice,  and  which,  as  it  relates 
to  the  peace  of  the  metropolis,  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  able 
to  answer — namely,  whether  it  is  true 
that  notice  was  given  to  Mr.  Monro 
twice,  by  letter,  of  the  intention  to  hold 
a  meeting  near  Cleopatra's  Needle  yes* 
terday.  and  Mr.  Moaro  did  not  intimate 
any  intention  of  preventing  such  meet- 
ing ;  ^  hether  that  meeting  was  forcibly 
prevented,  and,  if  so,  by  what  authority, 
and  on  what  ground  ;  also  whether  Mr. 
Hyndman  intimated  his  intention  of 
holding  a  meeting  in  Hyde  Park,  near 
the  Achilles  statue ;  whether,  while  such 
meeting  was  being  held,  it  was  forcibly 
suppressed,  and  whether  several  assaults 
were  committed  by  the  police? 

Mk.  gun  INGHAM  E  GEAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  May  I  ask,  further, 
whether  Mr.  Hyndman  was  forcibly 
knocked  down  and  stamped  under  foot 
by  police  ;  whether  another  Socialist 
was  knocked  down ;  and  whether  a 
German  woman  was  felled  to  the 
ground  and  called  a  whore  by  a  police- 
man ?  

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  It  is  perfectly 
obvious  it  would  be  impossible  to  answer 
a  Question  of  the  kind  just  put  to  me 
without  notice.  The  only  information 
I  have  had  certainly  would  not  convey 
to  my  mind  that  anything  resembling  a 
disturbance  or  a  collision  with  the  police 
had  occurred. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM: 
Was  the  meeting  proclaimed,  and  had 
the  public  any  means  of  knowing  it 
would  be  prevented  ? 

Mr.  MAi?TflEWS:  I  have  no  infor- 
mation on  tliat  point. 

IRELAND  —  ALLEGED  DISTURBANCE 
AT  A  CATHOLIC  CHAPEL  IN 
CLONMEL. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  wish  to 
ask    the    Chief    Secretary    for  Ireland 
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whether  he  has  any  information  as 
to  occurrences  which  are  stated  in 
to-<fay'B  newiip^pers  to  h^ve  tdkdn  j^Itttce 
rn  the  Catholic  Chtfpel  of  8t.  Peter  and 
St.  Paul  in  doHHnel  oti  So^Ajr  last,  with 
reference  to  the  reading  of  the  Bisfacip's 
pastoral  there,  and  circumstanoes  whicll< 
occurred  with  reference  to  the  Catholic 
soldiers  in  that  chapel  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir.  I 
have  no  information. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  kindly  obtain  i^e 
information  I  will  put  a  Question  on 
the  Paper. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  for  War  what  orders  have 
been  given  regarding  Lieutenant 
Geoghegan,  who  yesterday  ordered 
his  men  to  leave  the  Catholic  Church 
at  Clonmel  during  Divine  service. 
Has  he  any  authority  to  take  such 
a  step  ?  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  after 
giving  the  order  the  Lieutenant,  fol- , 
lowed  by  two  sergeants,  went  out,  while 
the  men  remained  to  the  end  of  the 
service  ? 

Mr.  JAMES  THEOBALD  (Essex,- 
Romford) :  I  wish  also  to  ask  whether 
it  is  true  that  the  priest,  by  his  priestly 
influence,  commanded  the  men  to  dis- 
obey the  order  of  their  officer,  and  that 
before  the  officer  left  he  publicly  re- 
buked the  priest  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order.  Has 
the  hon.  Member  given  notice  of  thia 
question  ? 

Ma.  THEOBALD :  Yes,  Sir,  I  gava 
private  notice  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Orders  have 
been  given  that  a  Report  be  made  upon 
the  case  by  the  General  Commanding  in 
Ireland. 

PRIVILEGE— DETECTIVES  IN  THE 

LOBBY. 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  true,  as  stated 
in  the  Star  newspaper  on  Saturday  last, 
that  a  large  number  of  detectives  were 
stationed  in  the  Members'  lobby  on 
Friday  night,  and,  if  so,  by  whose 
authority,  and  with  what  object? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  noUce  of 
this  Question  only  reached  me  since  I 
have  been  in  the  House,  and  I  have  iiot 
yet  been  able  to  make  inquiries  on  the 
subject. 

2  L 
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that  tlie  '^fetrnpolilaD  Board  may  raise 
the  Balaries  to  anj  extent,  and  that 
theLondon  County  Council  will  ba  com- 
pelled to  give  pemions  to  tliat  amount, 
although  the  salaries  are  raised  on  the 
last  day  nf  th»r  authoric;  f 
•Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  supposintr,  I  imagine,  a  condi- 
tion of  things  nhich  I  cannot  think 
an;  responsibie  body  would  take  up. 
But,  Bir,  I  have  told  the  Bouse 
what  would  be  the  duty  of  the  London 
County  Council  as  to  the  action  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  but  it  is 
impoaaihle  to  express  an  opinion  bn  the 
state  of  thingn  stated  bj  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  Ha  knowa  quite  well  that 
it  is  not  unusual  for  salaries  to  have 
annual  increments,  but  the  Metropolitan 
Board  do  not  eeem  to  have  adopted  that 
ajatem.  I  am  informed  the  courae  they 
have  taken  is  in  strict  accordance  with 
precedent. 

Colonel HUaHES(WooIwich):  Dol 
understaad  that  £131  is  the  total  annual 
increase  in  the  ealartes  ol  the  Metro- 
politan Board  staff? 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  Tes,  Sir;  according 
to  the  information  we  have  received 
from  the  Board. 


METROPOLITAN  POLTCE. 

Me.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fine- 
bury,  E.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treaeury  whether  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Police  of  the 
Metropolis  for  the  year  1688  will  he 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  before 
the  Vote  in  Supply  for  the  Metropolitan 
Police  ie  taken  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Tes,  Sir  ;  every 
effort  will  be  made  to  have  the  Report 
presented  by  then. 

SAMOA. 
Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  fShef- 
field,  Central) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  if  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Samoan  people  have, 
through  their  chiefs,  more  than  once 
petitioned  to  be  taken  under  the  pro- 
tectorate of  Great  Britain,  and  that  euoh 
petitionf>  have  received  the  strong  sup- 
port both  uf  Australasian  Governments 
and  organs  of  public  opinion  ;  and,  if 
so,  upon  whnt  grounds  and  upoa  what 
date  or  datea  the  Home  Government 
has  declined  to  secure  to  the  British 
Empire  the  Navigator  Islands,  which 
-Sir  IF.  Eareourt 
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have  consequently  been  seized  by  two 
Foreign  Nations. 

SiH  J.  FEEGU8S0N  :  Proposals  for 
a  British  anneiation  of  Samoa  were 
made  bj  chiefs  of  that  ^roup  in  1877, 
tHH3,  1884,  and  HiSS,  and  wera  declined 
at  those  various  periods  on  the  groand 
that  their  aiceptance  would  be  impolitic, 
and  in  the  later  instances  that  foreign 
interests  in  the  islauda  and  our  relations 
with  other  Powers  precluded  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  from  annexing  the 
group.  The  Governments  of  Atutralia 
and  New  Zealand  have  in  1873  and  1884 
advocated  the  annexation.  I  must  add 
that  there  has  been  no  time  at  which 
Her  Uajest.y's  Government  have  failed 
to  secure  ths  independence  of  these 
islands.  Reciprocal  aasuranoes  to  that 
effect  were  given  hy  Her  Majesty'a  Go- 
vernment and  the  German  GuvemmeDt, 
and  the  islands  have  not,  in  fact,  been 
seized  by  any  foreign  Power. 

CABLE    COMMUNICATION  WITB:   THE 
COKTINENT. 

Sib  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London): 
I  beg  to  aak  the  Poatmaater  Gannal 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  girs  any 
information  on  the  questioti  of  the 
working  of  the  Bubmarine  oabloa  be- 
tween this  country  and  Germanj,  about 
which  a  statement  was  recently  mad*  ia 
the  Reiohntag;  and  whether  an 
munts  have  uuw  bean  madewithF 
Belgium,  and  Holland  as  regard*  tka 
working  of  the  submarine  oablaa  to  tlw 
conn  trie*  ? 

Ma.  RAIKES  :     I    am  glad    to    b* 
able  to  state  that  tlm  negotiatinns  with 
the  GovemmKiit^  of  Oermftny,  nalland, 
Belgium,  and  Fran'/e.  wbiuh  have  been 
in  progress  fur  Hoveral  months  peat,  are 
now  near  completion,    and  I  have  now 
every  reason  ti)  h^nio  that  the  working 
and    the    maintonauce    of     the    cabl** 
between  this  country  and  tlio»e  named 
will,  after  an  onrly  duto.  be  entirely  is 
the  hands  of  the  telegraphic  admutat^^  ^ 
tions   of  five   Govern  m(l«t^.     Auy**"  "• 
rate  of  2d.  per  word,  with  a  nintlM- 
he  charged— n  rxductt'ia  lu  Ikv 
Germany  and  Holland  of  IdB 
and  in  the  ru»i  of  Franca  iT 
word.     At  tlio  Kama  tim»,  Mr 
have    been    prwofdiag    Kof 
advanced  belwuea  the  f^nf 
France,  BelgiuTi,  i     I     V' 
aoquiring  from  the 
Company  the  cable* 
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th«  present  Goyemment  ?  I  came  down 
to  the  House  on  the  opening  day  in  the 
full  hope  and  expectatibn  of  finding  that 
some  real  measure  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  Metropolis  would 
1)e  dealt  with.  How  is  it  that  the 
'Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  aban- 
doned his  position  ?  Is  it  that  he  has 
not  been  able  to  carrj  his  CoUeagpies 
with  him?  There  was  nothing  in  the 
^Queen's  Speech,  and  nothing  in  the 
speeohes  of  the  Mover  or  Seconder  of 
ihe  Address,  about  these  matters  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
down  in  the  East  of  London,  were  sub- 
jects to  be  dealt  with  ''  yesterdaj,  to- 
5ay,  and  to-morrow."  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  words  mean  anything,  they 
mean  immediate  and  present  action. 
Much  is  said  about  the  operation  of 
economic  laws,  but  in  one  sense  our 
vhole  existence  and  progress  in  this 
world,  both  in  legislative  and  scientific 
^natters,  and  as  regards  everything  else, 
consists  of  a  contest  against  the  opera- 
tion of  natural  laws ;  and  I  cannot  admit 
that  we  are  bound  to  sit  powerless,  and 
do  nothing  for  the  poorer  classes,  be- 
cause economic  laws  may  denude  them 
largely  of  what  they  ought  to  have.  I 
Icnow  of  no  better  step  for  the  bettering 
of  the  position  of  the  poorer  classes 
than  that  of  improving  the  sanitary  con- 
dition of  their  houses.  I  had  some  con- 
versation only  the  other  day  with  Mr. 
Tarrant,  the  Managing  Director  of  the 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  General  Dwell- 
ing Company,  and  he  told  me  that  no 
one  can  get  land  in  London  for  the 
market  value,  and  then  let  the  houses 
at  a  rent  which  the  working  classes  can 

fay,  the  houses  being  good  and  sanitary, 
f  that  is  true,  there  is  opened  up  a 
Tery  serious  aspect  of  things.  Let  me 
refer  for  a  moment  to  the  financial 
part  of  the  question.  The  agent  for  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  is  reported 
4is  having  said  that  the  first  difficulty  in 
providing  buildings  as  artizans'  dwell- 
ings is  the  procuring  of  sites,  and  that 
the  second  difficulty  is  that,  even  if  sites 
<;an  be  procured,  the  ground  rents  are  so 
enormous.  Mr.  Tarrant  said  to  me — 
*' There  is  a  large  capital  loss  in  the 
provision  of  the  sites.  Land  must  be 
got  at  the  cost  of  .the  community,  or  from 
the  big  landlords.  If  the  land  costs  2d. 
a  foot  a-year  rent,  the  ground  rental 
charc>;eabie  on  a  room  is  3d.  per 
week." 


«Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  listened 
very  carefully  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said.  There  is  nothing  in  what  he 
has  said  which  is  not  pertinent  to  the 
Second  Beading  of  one  or  other  of  the 
•Bills  which  the  House  has  ordered  to 
be  read  on  a  future  day.  I  am  sorry  to 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  out 
of  order. 

♦Mr.  JAMES  STUART :  Sir,  I  wiU 
bow,  of  course,  to  your  decision,  and 
conclude  my  remarks  by  repeating  that 
this  is|a  matter  which  will  not  wait.  Wa 
have  arrived  at  a  time  when  we  must 
do  something,  and  do  it  very  speedily, 
for  the  poorer  class  of  persons  who  are 
becoming  better  educated,  but  who  are 
still  housed  in  the  manner  I  have 
endeavoured  to  describe. 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RixcHiE, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  think 
it  will  have  been  obvious  to  the  House 
that  the  course  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Stuart)  has  pursued  is  somewhat  incon- 
venient. The  hon.  Gentleman  has  had 
on  the  paper  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address  that  he  has  altered  once  at 
least,  if  not  often er,  to  bring  it  within 
the  Orders  of  the  House ;  and  although, 
no  doubt,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
endeavoured  to  comply  with  Mr. 
Speaker's  ruling,  yet  almost  every  re- 
mark that  he  has  made  would  have  been 
germane  to  Bills  before  the  House,  and 
it  is,  therefore,  extremely  difficult  to 
follow  him  without  trenching  in  some 
degree  on  the  Rules  of  the  House.  For 
myself,  I  believe  that  on  both  sides  and 
in  all  quarters  of  the  House  there  is  a 
universal  feeling  that  the  sufferings  of  the 
poor  in  the  Metropolis  and  in  the  country 
are  great,  and  are  borne  with  heroic 
fortitude;  and  nothing,  I  am  sure, 
could  give  greater  satisfaction  to  hon. 
Members  generally  than  if  they  were 
able  to  minister,  in  however  small  a 
degree,  to  the  comfort  and  happiness  of 
the  working  classes.  The  Party  to 
which  I  belong  have  shown  their  sym- 
pathy with  the  poor  on  many  occasions 
by  the  legislation  they  have  inaugurated 
and  supported.  Aod  my  answer  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  is  that  it  is  not 
so  much  legislation  that  is  wanted  in 
that  matter  as  a  reform  in  administra- 
tion. I  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit 
that,  as  far  as  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  is  concerned,  there  is  much 
to  be  done  in  the  way  of  legislation  by 
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Boitable  buiUioge ;  and,  further,  that  the 
dsmoIitioD  and  ereotinn  of  buildiags 
■hould  at  far  aa  poaaible  j^o  on  sim^- 
tansously  and  not  sucoeuiTely — tliat 
is  tn  ea}',  ttiat  tha  demolitioa 
■hould  not  take  placo  all  at  ones. 
In  one  ;«ar  aIudb  in  the  Metropolii 
Bail  way  Bills  were  paMed  which 
invoWed  the  razing  of  1,8U7  houisa,  and 
the  turning  out  of  14,u0d  penoas.  So 
the  majfaitude  of  the  matter  is  very 
great.  There  is  no  doubt  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  have  communicated  with 
me  upon  the  matter  that  the  provisions 
of  th«  Standing  Order  are  not  fulfilled. 
The  present  Oovemment  is.  from  their 
own  showing,  under  a  special  obligation 
to  deal  with  tlie  matter.  In  the 
Amendoieut  which  I  put  on  the  paper, 
I  asaerted  that  the  sanitary  question 
should  be  dealt  with.  I  did  ao  because 
if  you  onoe  enter  upon  an  improTement 
in  the  aanitary  condition  of  thedwellings 
of  the  workinj;  classes,  you  open  out  a 
much  wider  question  —  a  question 
which  Lord  Salisbury  {uHt  recognised 
when  he  introduced  the  Bill  of  188S — 
for  he  then  said  that  that  Bill  must  be 
considered  a  complete  outcome  of  the 
Commissioners'  Be  port,  adding  that 
there  were  large  and  difficult  questions 
untouched,  which  the  ciroumatancesof  the 
Session  did  not  permit  of  tbem  dealing 
withthen.  Itwill  bein  the  recolUotioo 
of  the  House  that  recently  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Morley)  went  down  to  the  East  of 
London  and  touched  upon  certain  points 
affecting  the  well-being  of  tbe  working 
olaases,  more  particularly  in  the 
Metropolis.  The  programme  then  un- 
folded by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
been  spoken  of  as  the  Clerkenwell-oum- 
Limehouse  programme.  The  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen] 
went  down  to  the  East  End  a  little  later 
and  mode  a  speech  upon  similar  topics. 
Tke  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  found 
fault  with  my  right  hon.  Friend  for 
what  he  had  said.  The  CbuiceJlor  of 
the  Exchequer  said — 

"  It  ii  1  prcpnteroul  iDnQeado  on  tha  part  of 
CUP  opponanta  Ut  auggeat  ih*t  thay  we  more 
qualifiad  tban  •«  are  to  deal  with  the  social 
refonna  which 


read  my  right  hon.  Friend'a  (Mr  /. 
Morley's)  speech,  but  I  bare  not  besa 
able  to  find  any  innuendo,  unleaa  it  eea- 
sisted  of  this— that  he  undertook  tsdaal 
witii  these  questions,  and  tberabr  m»i» 
it  appear  that  he  thought  that  ke  vae 
fit  to  do  so.  Tbe  ChanesUor  of  the 
Exchequer  also  said — 

"I  do  Dot  doubt  Jlr.  HofIbt'b  sinoerity,  hat 
what  I  Bmhete  to  bring  tu  tha  minda  of  this  maat 
ingiithat  the  Unioniat  Fsrty  is  better  quli- 
fied  by  the  previoui  hiitory  of  ita  Slambera  vA 
ita  present  iclentione  to  dul  with  these  faanun^ 
quealiona." 

What  I  really  want  to  ask  is,  why  on 
earth  does  he  not  deal  with  themf  Thfr 
Chancellor  of  tha  Exchequer  continued — 

"  We  humdrum  vorlcen  may  be  allowed  t» 
amile,  and  to  ask  tha  public  to  smile,  when  we 
■ee  tbe  wirepiiUara  gettinir  bold  of  tha  idaeliata 
and  initructing  them  to  deal  in  geni-ral  phnaaa 
— mind,  in  Ronenil  iihraaea  —  with  aome  of 
those  pTobJemi  and  aubjecta." 
Then  he  refers  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  He  said  there  is  ft  wall 
between  him  and  his  ability  to  rMidb 
these  queations,  and  that  was  ths' 
Irish  question;  and  he  went  on  to  say — 

"  We  do  not  aea  tbe  wall  at  sU.  We  ace  a 
heap  of  ruica  over  which  we  coDdoot  oar 
victoricua  forcaa  to  gather  tha  harreeta  which 
they  long  for — harTeita  which  we  hSTv  baan  aa^ 
KBged  in  gathering,  and  to  f  elds  whoa  w* 
hope  atill  to  he  able  to  sow  and  to  reap  crops. 
What  is  the  difference  between  ounel*«s  and 
our  opponents !'    We    aee   that    wb    can    act 

And,  lastly,  after  he  had  drawn  ft  ter- 
rible picture  as  to  its  taking  the  Liberal 
Party  tan  years  before  thsy  oould  touoh 
these  questions,  the  right  hon.  Qeotle- 
man  said  ~ 

"  But  the  Unionist  Parly  do  not  propoe*  to 
postpone  foe  ten  yean  meaiurea  neeoaaary  sad 
deairablu  for  the  improrement  of  the  people. 
We  do  not  look  forward  so  fsr.  We  baliara 
that  the  time  for  dealing  with  important  qoas- 
tiona  ia  not  ten  yeara  hence  after  all  these 
Utcpiaa  hare  bMn  dealt  with,  but  yastsiday, 
to-d&y,  and  to-morrow." 

These  were  the  v^y  impresaiTe  words 
with  which  he  concluded  his  refaraoee  to 
the  subject,  and  then  he  added : — 

As  the  Saasion  ii  ao  near  at  hand,  I  thiok 
you  will  all  agree  with  me  that  it  would  be  in* 
pONiibla  for  me  to  diacloaa  the  maaaurea  which 


being  put  forward. 
The  social  reforms  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  "'"  "*"  ""■"'"'"^  V  ^e  Cabinet 
Exchequer  particularly  referred  to  were  ,  What  was  the  meaning  of  that  spOMbf 
the  housing  of  the  poor,  leasehold  en- I  Didit  notmeantoanyplain,  honaat  moa 
franchisement,  and  the  relatire  burdens  that  we  were  going  to  see  some  of  this 
borne  by  the  rich  and  poor.  I  hare  I  TOry  necessary  legislation  tackled  by 
Mr.  Jamei  Stuart 
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the  present  Goyemment  ?  I  came  down 
to  the  House  on  the  opening  day  in  the 
full  hope  and  expectatibn  of  finding  that 
eome  real  measure  for  the  benefit  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  Metropolis  would 
1)e  dealt  with.  How  is  it  that  the 
'Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  aban- 
doned his  position  ?  Is  it  that  he  has 
not  been  able  to  carrj  his  Colleagues 
with  him?  There  was  nothing  in  the 
^Queen's  Speech,  and  nothing  in  the 
•peeohes  of  the  Mover  or  Seconder  of 
the  Address,  about  these  matters  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
down  in  the  East  of  London,  were  sub- 
jects to  be  dealt  with  ''  yesterday,  to- 
day, and  to-morrow."  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  words  mean  anything,  they 
mean  immediate  and  present  action. 
Much  is  said  about  the  operation  of 
economic  laws,  but  in  one  sense  our 
vhole  existence  and  progress  in  this 
world,  both  in  legislative  and  scientific 
^natters,  and  as  regards  everything  else, 
consists  of  a  contest  against  the  opera- 
tion of  natural  laws ;  and  I  cannot  admit 
that  we  are  bound  to  sit  powerless,  and 
do  nothing  for  the  poorer  classes,  be- 
cause economic  laws  may  denude  them 
largely  of  what  they  ought  to  have.  I 
Icnow  of  no  better  step  for  the  bettering 
of  the  position  of  the  poorer  classes 
than  that  of  improving  the  sanitary  con- 
edition  of  their  houses.  I  had  some  con- 
^versation  only  the  other  day  with  Mr. 
Tarrant,  the  Managing  Director  of  the 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  General  Dwell- 
ing Company,  and  he  told  me  that  no 
one  can  get  land  in  London  for  the 
market  value,  and  then  let  the  houses 
at  a  rent  which  the  working  classes  can 

fay,  the  houses  being  good  and  sanitary, 
f  that  is  true,  there  is  opened  up  a 
Tery  serious  aspect  of  things.  Let  me 
refer  for  a  moment  to  the  financial 
part  of  the  question.  The  agent  for  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  is  reported 
4is  having  said  that  the  first  difficulty  in 
providing  buildings  as  artizans*  dwell- 
ings is  the  procuring  of  sites,  and  that 
the  second  difficulty  is  that,  even  if  sites 
can  be  procured,  the  ground  rents  are  so 
enormous.  Mr.  Tarrant  said  to  me — 
**  There  is  a  large  capital  loss  in  the 
provision  of  the  sites.  Land  must  be 
got  at  the  cost  of  .the  community,  or  from 
the  big  landlords.  If  the  land  costs  2d. 
a  foot  a-year  rent,  the  ground  rental 
charc^eabie  on  a  room  is  3d.  per 
week." 


«Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  listened 
very  carefully  to  what  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said.  There  is  nothing  in  what  he 
has  said  which  is  not  pertinent  to  the 
Second  Beading  of  one  or  other  of  the 
•Bills  which  the  House  has  ordered  to 
be  read  on  a  future  day.  I  am  sorry  to 
tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  is  out 
of  order. 

♦Mr.  JAMES  STUART :  Sir,  I  wiU 
bow,  of  course,  to  your  decision,  and 
conclude  my  remarks  by  repeating  that 
this  is'a  matter  which  will  not  wait.  Wa 
have  arrived  at  a  time  when  we  must 
do  something,  and  do  it  very  speedily, 
for  the  poorer  class  of  persons  who  are 
becoming  better  educated,  but  who  are 
still  housed  in  the  manner  I  have 
endeavoured  to  describe. 

♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.RiTOHiB, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  think 
it  will  have  been  obvious  to  the  House 
that  the  course  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Stuart)  has  pursued  is  somewhat  incon- 
venient. The  hon.  Gentleman  has  had 
on  the  paper  an  Amendment  to  the 
Address  that  he  has  altered  once  at 
least,  if  not  oftener,  to  bring  it  within 
the  Orders  of  the  House ;  and  although, 
no  doubt,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
endeavoured  to  comply  with  Mr. 
Speaker's  ruling,  yet  almost  every  re- 
mark that  he  has  made  would  have  been 
germane  to  Bills  before  the  House,  and 
it  is,  therefore,  extremely  difficult  to 
follow  him  without  trenching  in  some 
degree  on  the  Rules  of  the  House.  For 
myself,  I  believe  that  on  both  sides  and 
in  all  quarters  of  the  House  there  is  a 
universal  feeling  that  the  sufferings  of  the 
poor  in  the  Metropolis  and  in  the  country 
are  great,  and  are  borne  with  heroic 
fortitude;  and  nothing,  I  am  sure, 
could  give  greater  satisfaction  to  hon. 
Members  generally  than  if  they  were 
able  to  minister,  in  however  small  a 
degree,  to  the  comfort  and  happiness  of 
the  working  classes.  The  Party  to 
which  I  belong  have  shown  their  sym- 
pathy with  the  poor  on  many  occasions 
by  the  legislation  they  have  inaugurated 
and  supported.  And  my  answer  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  speech  is  that  it  is  not 
so  much  legislation  that  is  wanted  in 
that  matter  as  a  reform  in  administra- 
tion. I  am  perfectly  ready  to  admit 
that,  as  far  as  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  is  concerned,  there  is  much 
to  be  done  in  the  way  of  legislation  by 
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Works  supplied  a  connecting  link 
between  the  various  existing  boards  and 
aanitarj  bodies^  something  like  the 
relation  between  the  Central  and  District 
Councils,  we  may  call  it.  But  at  the 
present  moment  there  is  no  responsibility 
at  all  to  the  central  authority,  eyen 
in  sanitary  administration.  These  local 
bodies  are  so  many  sovereign  powers. 
What  I  want  to  ask  is  this.  We  have 
aeen  rumours  in  the  Pfess  as  to  the 
measures  the  Government  is  going  to 
amend  and  supplement  the  Act  of 
last  Session,  but  I  should  like  to  have 
it  from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  pub- 
licly, is  that  measure  to  include  London 
or  not  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  gave  the  same 
answer  to  a  similar  question  last  year. 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  raising  any  new 
point.  It  was  distinctly  raised  last  year, 
And  I  then  stated  with  what  I  believe 
was  the  unanimous  concurrence  of  the 
House,  that  the  interests  of  London 
government  were  so  great  that  they  re~ 
quired  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  Bill  by  them- 
aelves  and  that  I  could  not  undertake  to 
deal  with  that  particular  part  of  the 
<question  this  Session. 

♦Mb.  la  W80N  :  Then  I  may  take  it 
from  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  that 
London  will  not  be  dealt  with  this  Ses- 
aion  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE :  Certainly. 

♦Mr.  LAWSON:  Thenyou  have  given  us 
this  great  gaunt  skeleton  of  local  govern- 
ment and  absolutely  refuse  to  clothe  it 
with  flesh  and  blood.  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  from  a  sanitary  and  social 
point  of  view,  the  interior  reform  of 
London  government  is  more  important 
than  the  reform  of  the  Central  Govern- 
ment itself.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  himself  shown  by  the  reform  he  has 
suggested  that  nearly  all  sanitary 
administration  is  in  the  hands  of 
parochial  authorities,  and  the  County 
Council  is  almost  powerless  in  such 
matters.  These  VeAiries  and  District 
Boards  have  to  administer  the  Nuisances 
Removal  Act ;  we  have  no  authority  to 
administer  the  Sanitary  Acts  of  1866; 
they  are  responsible  for  the  sanitary 
condition  of  every  existing  structure 

*Mr.  RITCHIE ;  I  said  distinctly  it 
was  80,  and  that  I  proposed,  by  a  Pro- 
visional Order  Bill,  to  transfer  powers 
to  the  London  County  Council  to  deal 
with  such  matters  itself  in  case  of  de- 
fault by  local  authority. 


♦Mr.  LAWSON:  But  that  wiU  not 
amend  the  constitution  of  these  local 
bodies.  Nobody  stands  up  in  this 
House  for  the  greater  part  of  the 
Vestries  of  London.  They  are  left 
to  administer  all  powers,  except 
such  as  those  under  the  Tor  reus  and 
Cross  Acts,  and  the  London  County 
Council  will  have  no  control  over  local 
authorities,  except  the  possibility  that 
in  the  future  it  will  he  able  to  exert 
some  indirect  influence  of  direction  over 
Oflicers  of  Health  hereafter,  to  be  ap- 
pointed. When  they  make  their 
Reports,  then  it  will  be  all  right ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  yet  suggested  it  is  possible  to 
allow  us  to  enforce  them.  I  do 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  realize  that  there  is  nothing  so 
bad  for  London  as  to  allow  this 
confusion  to  be  prolonged.  We  had  a 
half  promise,  as  I  understood  it,  that 
this  Session  we  should  have  an 
Amending  Bill  to  consolidate  and  dove- 
tail the  different  pieces  of  London  go- 
vernment, and  now  we  are  told  we  may 
get  it  next  year,  and  perhaps  we  shall 
not  get  it  at  all.  But  what  is  required 
more  than  anything  is  this  interior 
reform  of  London  administration.  Some 
vestries  are  not  so  black  as  they  are 
painted,  and  in  others,  where  you  have 
the  house  jobber  and  the  sweater  domi- 
nant, the  fault  lies  with  those  superior 
persons  in  London  who  regard  the  petty 
affairs  of  their  own  neighbourhood  as 
beneath  their  notice.  There  ought  to  be 
diminution  in  the  number  of  members  of 
Vestries,  in  order  that  office  held  in  them 
should  be  of  greater  dignity,  and  the 
electorate  would  have  a  larger  choice  of 
men,  and  roost  certainly  you  ought  to 
do  away  with  the  indirect  representa- 
tion in  district  bodies,  as  you  have  con- 
demned it  in  the  central  body.  You 
should  bring  in  a  short  Bill  to  place 
Vestries  and  District  Boards  under  the 
general  jurisdiction  of  the  County 
Council  for  sanitary  purposes.  The 
work  of  assimilating  the  sanitary  ad- 
ministration of  London  is  even  more 
important  than  consolidating  the  Sani- 
tary Law.  What  we  want  is  unity  and 
uniformity,  and  I  would  press  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  how  are  you 
to  improve  administration  while  you 
leave  these  bodies  in  all  their  pre- 
sent corruption  ?  Why  are  you  not  pre- 
pared to  supplement  the  good  work  of 
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last  Session,  and  help  through  the 
reforms  we  require  to  meet  our  pressiDg 
needs.  Session  after  Session  you  have 
the  advice  of  experts.  You  had  a  Ck>m- 
mittee  to  inquire  into  the  immigration 
of  foreigners  into  London,  and  the  sani- 
tary aspect  of  the  question  occupied 
much  attention  on  the  inquiry.  One 
witness,  the  Sanitary  Inspector  for 
Whitechapel,  described  the  uncertainty 
of  administration  in  relation  to  over- 
crowding.  The  Act  did  not  define 
overcrowding,  and  so  in  some  districts 
400  cubic  feet  of  space  was  required 
for  each  person,  in  others  300  cubic 
feet,  and  in  others  350  feet.  You  have 
this  state  of  things,  that  you  define  the 
breathing  space  a  pauper  shall  have  in 
the  workhouse,  you  prescribe  the  space 
a  cow  shall  have  in  her  licensed  shed,  yet 
you  are  content  to  leave  the  ordinary 
citizen  who  does  not  enter  the  workhouse 
to  the  varying  mersiiss  of  each  medical 
Officer  of  Health,  who  sets  up  his  own 
standard  in  his  own  district.  This 
gentleman's  evidence  contained  another 
important  piece  of  advice.  He  said  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  registered 
eommon  lodging  houses  was  subject  to 
police  inspection  only.  These  lodging- 
nouses  ar«3  under  the  police — but  whom 
are  the  police  under  ?  When  Estimates 
were  were  voted  for  their  maintenance 
they  were  under  this  House,  now  they 
will  be  paid  from  local  funds  without 
being  under  local  control.  He  said 
he  only  visited  such  when  there  was 
a  question  of  structural  alteration  or 
something  of  that  kind.  I  do  not 
quote  opinions  of  politicians;  the 
House  is  aware  that  several  Metro- 
politan Magistrates  have  expressed  in 
the  strongest  terms  their  sense  of  the 
pernicious  influence  these  common 
lodging  houses  have  upon  the  people. 
Then  I  might  draw  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention  to  a  sugges- 
tion, and  a  principle  that  has  been 
embodied  in  many  local  Acts,  that  is 
the  compulsory  registration  of  the 
existence  of  infectious  disease.  In  his 
last  report  the  Vestry  Medical  Officer  for 
Chelsea  draws  attention  to  the  subject. 

*Mr.  RITCniE:  I  have  already  in- 
timated my  intention  to  introduce  a  Bill 
on  the  subject. 

*Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  was  not  aware  of 
that,  and  am  very  glad  to  hear  it.  That 
disposes  of  one  of  the  recommendations 
that  sanitary  reformers  in  London  would 

Mr.  Zatcton 


like  to  make.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  at  length,  but  I  would  point  out 
that  whilst  there  have  been  many  amend- 
ments of  the  law  made  whioh  have 
remedied  the  state  of  things  revealed  by 
the  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
housing  of  the  working  classes,  certain 
facts  remain  as  true  now  as  ever  they 
were.  I  have  read  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  Commission  twioe 
over,  but  I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
with  Blue  Book  extracts  as  to  this  or 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Town 
Holdings  Committee.  The  Commission 
was  to  some  extent  of  an  ornamental 
character,  and  all  who  have  read  the 
evidence  will  feel  that  it  would  justify  a 
great  deal  more  than  is  recommended  in 
the  Report.  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  seriously  he  can 
make  much  boast  of  the  Act  passed  in 
1885  to  amend  the  law  as  to  the  dwel- 
lings of  the  working-classes,  when  every- 
body knows  that  it  has  been  a  dead 
letter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  that  is  the  fault  of  Admims- 
tration,  but  why  should  he  refuse 
to  reform  those  bodies  that  have 
to  carry  out  theprovisionsof  LordShaftes- 
bury's  Lodging  house  Act.  He  may  say 
theCounty  Council  is  in  existence,  and  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  is  swept 
away,  but  in  the  administration  of 
sanitary  laws,  Vestries  and  Local 
Boards  have  far  more  to  say  than  the 
County  Council.  The  County  Oonncil 
may  in  time  exercise  some  general 
supervision,  but  until  you  pass  a 
measure  of  interior  reform  for  London 
all  the  rest  will  be  worth  very  little. 
May  I  call  attention  to  the  facts  con- 
tained in  the  Appendix  to  the  Report 
in  reference  to  the  proportion  of  popula- 
tion to  houses  and  area  in  London  and 
two  other  great  towns.  In  the  central 
district  of  London  you  have  the  propor- 
tion of  158  of  population  to  the  acre  and 
10*3  to  the  house  ;  while  in  Birmingham 
it  is  83  population  to  the  acre  and  5*1  to 
the  house ;  and  in  Liverpool,  85  to  the 
aero  and  4*5  to  the  house.  Therefore 
these  are  about  double  the  population 
to  the  house  and  the  acre  in  London  that 
you  have  in  Birmingham  and  Liverpool. 
Mr.  Williams  gives  sume  most  interesting 
facts  as  to  the  rent  paid  by  the  artisan 
and  labouring  classes  in  Ix)ndon.  He 
says  that  40  per  cent,  pay  from  a 
quarter  to  a  half  of  their  wages  in  rent ; 
^2    per    ceul   pay  from  a  quarter  to  a 
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fifth ;  and  12  per  cent  pay  lers  than  one 
fifth.  That,  ia  fact,  88  per  cent  of  the 
working  clasees  pay  more  than  a  fifth  of 
their  weekly  earnings  in  the  form  of 
rent.  Can  anyone  say  this  state  of 
things  is  in  a  way  to  be  remedied? 
Some  of  the  more  glaring  scandals  have 
disappeared,  not  owing  to  legislation 
but  to  the  force  of  public  opinion,  which 
has  not  yet  died  away.  If  *'  slumming  " 
has  gone  out  of  fashion  we  still  have  the 
Mansion  Uouse  Committee,  and  we  can- 
not praise  too  highly  the  work  that  Com- 
mitteehasdone  andis  doing.  Some  people 
may  tell  you  that  voluntary  action  and 
individual  eiiterprizeare  solving  the  prob- 
lem and  meeting  the  difficulty,  but  that 
is  not  the  case.  Nobody  who  has  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  will  seek  to  take  any 
one  iota  of  the  praise  due  to  the  **  Im- 
proved Industrial  Dwellings  Company," 
the  "Artizaus'  and  Labourers'  Dwell- 
ings Company,"  and  other  associations 
of  the  kiud.  If  they  offend  against 
8D8thetic  cauons  in  the  external  appear- 
ance of  theae  buildiu(2:8. 

*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Thehon.  Member  is 
now  certainly  touching  upon  matters  to 
which,  I  must  remind  him,  one  or  more 
Bills  now  before  the  House  are  ad- 
dressed. 

*Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  was  not  proposing, 
Sir,  to  enter  upon  the  subject  as  a 
whole,  but  only  to  refer  to  the  voluntary 
principle  and  those  cases  where  no 
power  ia  given  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
But,  however,  I  drop  that  subject,  only 
saying  that  experience  has  shown  clearly 
that  you  are  able  to  give  to  the  skilled 
artizan  class  sound  housing  at  a  reaeon- 
able  cost  as  a  commercial  speculation,  on 
a  business  footing,  but  you  have  not  in 
the  least  provided  for  housing  the  very 
poor,  that  is  as  much  a  necessity  to  day 
as  it  was  when  the  Commission  sat.  I 
should  like  to  give  from  my  pergonal 
knowledge  an  instance  tbat  has  not  yet 
been  made  public.  The  Whitechapel 
murders  were  committed  within  a  small 
area  of  ground.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows  very  well  the  small  streets 
and  allevs  contiguous  to  the  Cjm- 
mercial  lioad  make  up  a  very  plague- 
spot  of  human  misery.  Well,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  scare  caused  by  the 
murders  there  was  a  general  exodus 
from  the  numerous  lodging-houses  of 
the  district.  In  one  of  these  the  num- 
ber of  occupied  beds  was  reduced  from 
130  to  20  iu  one  night.     It  came  to  the 


ears  of  a  number  of  gentlemen,  somt 
of  them  Members  of  this  House,  that 
the  whole  of  these  foul  dwellings  were 
situated  on  a  single  property,  and  that  a 
great  many  of  the  house-owners  fearing 
that  they  would  be  unable  to  earn 
their  livelihood,  wished  to  dispose  of  the 
fag-ends  of  their  leases.  Well,  an  offer 
was  made  to  the  g^und  landlords  of  th» 
property,  a  most  respectable  family. 
They  were  a  little  apprehensive  that,  as 
the  scandals  went  on,  for  fear  that  their 
names  might  be  published,  for  fear  that 
it  should  be  proclaimed  throughout  the 
land,  that  for  years  they  and  their  res- 
pectable agent  had  been  allowing  the 
covenants  to  remain  unperformed, 
and  in  taking  in  the  form  of 
ground  rents  the  wages  of  infamy. 
Well,  the  panic  passed  away,  and 
though  a  reasonable  offer  was  made^ 
which  at  first  they  were  ready  to  accept, 
they  ended  by  raising  their  terms  and 
demanded  such  a  high  figure  that  it  wa» 
impossible  to  deal  with  them,  and  the 
negotiations  for  sale  fell  through,  so  th» 
place  is  left  a  disgrace  to  the  owners 
and  a  source  of  ruin  to  the  neighbour- 
hood. If  a  public  authority  had  tried 
to  deal  with  this  area  they  would  have- 
found  themselves  obliged  to  pay  the 
price  required  for  the  goodwill 
of  crime  and  vice  under  the 
existing  law.  '^Severance"  and ''com- 
pensation for  compulsory  sale ''  are 
pretty  terms  for  the  protection  of  rights 
of  property,  but  I  appeal  to  the  House 
whether  the  family  of  ground  land- 
lords who  owned  this  plague  spot  in 
Whitechapel  would  not  have  got  off 
very  easily  if  they  had  received 
the  price  of  the  bare  ground  without  a 
penny  for  the  dens  erected  upon  it,  con- 
sidering the  purposes  to  which  it  had 
been  applied  and  the  profit  they  had 
made  out  of  the  land  for  so  many  years. 
I  am  quite  well  aware  that  no  act  of  legis- 
latiou  can  change  the  face  of  London  ; 
I  am  quite  aware  you  are  unable  to  do 
away  with  the  meeting  points  of  poverty 
and  crime,  but,  at  least,  this  you  can  do 
by  carrying  out  some  of  the  reforms 
suggested,  withdraw  that  protection  and 
aid  the  law  now  gives  to  the  propaga- 
tion of  disease  and  the  demoralization 
of  the  whole  community. 
♦Colonel  HUGHES  (Woolwich) : 
Compensation  for  compulsory  purchase 
is  not  given  if  the  houses  are  con- 
demned. 
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*Mk.  LA.WSON :  Th«y  were  not  con- 
demued  and  could  not  be. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  instituted  a  comparison  between 
London  and  Birmingham  in  population 
at  per  house  to  show  that  Birmingham 
was  less  overcrowded  than  London,  but 
his  assumption  is  incorrect,  because  in 
London  the  houses  are  much  larger,  and 
if  you  want  to  make  a  comparison 
of  &e  number  of  persons  in  each  house 
you  must  also  take  the  cubical  contents 
of  the  houses. 

♦Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  did  not  make  the 
•comparison ;  I  quoted  it  from  the  Report. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES :  With  regard  to 
the  Bye-laws  for  the  regulation  of  lodg- 
ing houses  and  the  difference  in  the 
amount  of  cubic  space  allowed,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  all  these  regulations 
havo  been  sanctioned  by  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board.  I  have  never 
noticed  this  difference,  but  at  any  rate 
should  the  hon.  Member  be  right,  when 
these  powers  are  transferred  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  County  Council,  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  so  distinguished  an 
ornament,  to  see  that  the  bye-laws  sanc- 
tioned are  uniform.  I  do  not  see  how 
in  the  Boyal  Speech  allusion  could  have 
been  made  to  the  Provisional  Orders  men- 
tioned. The  transfer  of  powers  by  Pro- 
visional Order  was  provided  for  in  the 
Act  of  last  Session,  and  there  was  no 
need  to  mention  what  is  already  on  the 
Statute  Book.  I  am  glad  there  is  to  be 
this  transfer,  and  the  opportunity  of  in- 
troducing uniformity.  I  am  a  little  dis- 
appointed, I  must  confess,  that  the 
formation  of  District  Councils  is  to  be 
postponed.  It  is  quite  true  that  at  the 
present  time  there  is  a  connecting  link 
between  the  central  authority  and  the 
District  Boards  in  consequence  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  being  elected  by  the 
district  authorities.  That  is  a  very 
valuable  link  no  doubt,  and  when  the 
District  Councils  come  to  be  formed  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
allow  the  representatives  on  the  cen- 
tral body,  the  London  County  Council, 
to  be  ex'Officii  members  of  the  District 
Councils,  so  that  the  link  so  useful  at 
present  may  be  preserved  ?  I  con- 
sider the  confusion  of  areas  in  the 
different  districts  of  London  a  great 
scandal.  It  leads  to  expense  and  mal- 
administration, and  I  can  only  imagine 
this  matter  is  deferred  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  that  the  London 


County  Council  should  apply  its  mind  to 
the  best  means  of  rearranging  the  dis- 
tricts of  the  Metropolis.  It  is  a  difficult 
question  to  conciliate  and  harmonise  con- 
flicting interests. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.): 
It  is  important  that  -  the  question  of 
London  District  Councils  should  be 
dealt  with  as  speedily  as  possible,  and  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  realises 
the  importance  of  altering  the  state  of 
things  now  existing.  I  would  draw 
attention  to  a  small  inaccuracy  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
may  have  been  merely  a  slip,  but  it  has 
some  bearing  on  transactions  the  Home 
Secretary  may  have  to  carry  out.  In 
alluding  to  the  Act  of  1885,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  in  that  year  the 
House  of  Commons,  not  being — ^as  I 
should  put  it — so  much  advanced  in 
sympathy  with  the  people,  altered  the 
recommendation  of  tbe  Commission  on 
the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes, 
that  prison  sites  should  be  sold 
for  less  than  market  value,  to 
"  full  market  value.''  Now,  I  think 
it  was  "fair,"  not  "full"  market 
value.  In  offering  the  Millbank  site, 
I  hope  a  generous  interpretation 
will  be  put  upon  the  expression,  "  fair 
market  value."  The  site  of  Coldbath 
Fields  Prison  could  not  be  used 
for  artisans'  dwellings,  on  account  of 
the  high  price  that  was  asked  for  it. 
The  Artisans'  Dwellings  Company 
refused  it,  and  obtained  a  better  site  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  way,  from  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  upon 
which  a  large  block  of  dwellings  nas 
been  erected,  while  the  prison  site  has 
been  taken  by  the  post-office  authorities 
for  the  parcel  post  extension.  Addi- 
tional accommodation  was  the  more 
important  in  this  district,  as  there 
are  large  Government  offices  and  much 
overcrowding.  There  is  one  thing  in 
the  Act  of  1885  to  which  I  would 
draw  attention  and  suggpst  that  a  small 
Act  should  be  passed.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  aware  that  under  the 
Act  of  1885,  which  was  passed  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  special  borrowing  powers 
were  given.  Tbe  Eoyal  Commission 
recommended  that  there  should  be  em* 
bodied  in  the  Act  special  borrowings 
powers  to  carry  out  these  improvements, 
but  it  was  found  impossible  for  thqae 
purposes  to  borrow  at  the  rate  of  3^  per 
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oent.  inttead  of  the  hii|^her  sums  of  tknes 
gone  by.     If  I  might  make  the  eng- 
gRstioB  to  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman,  the 
Home   Secretary,   it    would  be    trortk 
while  in  a  short  Brll,  which  I  am  aiu^ 
woald  be  received  with  bo  opfMmition 
from  my  part  of  the  Hoiiae,  to  givo  that 
power  again,    so  'that  if  the    London 
County  Council  come  to  deal  with  theso 
questions  of  sanitatidn,  they  may  have 
the  privileges  of  borrowing  money  at 
the   same  rate  of  interest    as   recom- 
mended in  the  Report  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission.    I  think  I  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  regards  the 
question  as  one  rather  of  administration 
than  of  lesrislation.     I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
or  the  Home  Secretary  will  have  seen  a 
very  valuable     report    issued    by  the 
Clerken well  Vestry,  which  hasbeen  doing 
good  work.    A  Committee  of  that  body 
has  dealt  with  the  question  of  blind 
alleys  and  courts  in  their  neighbour- 
hood, and  from  their  report  it  will  be 
seen  that  totally  apart  from  the  question 
of  the  housing  of  the  poor,  there  is  a 
vast  number  of  things  to  be  done— the 
making  of  thoroughfares  where  there 
were  no  thoroughfares,  or  blind  alleys, 
and  the  pulling  down  of  houses  which 
formed  the  arched  entrances  of  courts. 
The  whole  of  that  work  involved  a  very 
heavy  expenditure ;  and  it  will  be  found 
from  the  report  to  which  I  have  referred 
that,  had  all  the  works  necessary  to  be 
done  been  executed,  it  would  have  put 
upon  the  parish  of  Clerkenwell  a  rate 
that  the  ratepayers  would  have  been  un- 
able to   meet.     And  it  further  states 
that  the  evils  which  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion pointed  out  are  still  in  force,  and 
that  until  there  is  an  alteration,  it  is 
feared  they  will  inevitably  be  so.    Tho 
Vestry  find  that  they  cannot  do  all  they 
desire  until  the  evil  reported  on  by  the 
Boyal  Commission  as  to  the  housing 
of  the  poor  has  been  legislated  upon.    I 
find    in   the   report   also  a  suggestion 
as    to  future    legislation,   to   which  I 
call  the    attention   of    the  right    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.    I  see  the  attention 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  is 
called  to  certain  squares  in  the  parish 
of    Clerkenwell,    and    the    opinion    is 
expressed  that  they  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the    Metropolitan    Authority, 
and  that  the  clauses  in  the  Act  of  1882 
(Sir  Eichard  Cross's  Act),  limiting  the 
areas  dealt  with  to  not  less  than  10,000 


houses,  shouM  be  repealed;    What  tii» 
Report  Buggeats  is  a  series  of  smaS 
areas  in  the  same  neighbourhood,  aifd 
they  propose  10  houses  in  each,  and  that 
it  should  be  possible  to  deal  with  thes» 
l^  the  Central  Authority,   instead  tff 
leaving  the  work  to  small  parishes  liU 
Clerkenwell,  with  a  population  of  80,(KM 
people.    I  deeply  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  able  to  recommend, 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  that 
some  of  these  London  grievanoea  should 
be  dealt  with.    I  can  assure  them  of 
one    thing,  that  London  is  becoming 
very  impatient.     More  will  be  heard  x>f 
London  in  this  House  than  has  been 
heard  in  the  past.    In  the  good  old  days 
before  1885,  it  was  almost  matter  of 
wonder  to  hear  the  voice  of  a  Metropoli- 
tan Member,  or  anything  with  regard 
to  London,  in  this  House.   Now,  London 
will  have  to  be  listened  to,    and  the 
reforms  it  requires  will  have  to  be  dealt 
with,  and  I  do  hope  that  before  long  tho 
Government  will  give  us  some  indication 
that    they  are  prepared    to    do  these 
things.  I  regret  that  I  cannot  go  deeply 
into  this  question  in  the  Debate,  but  I 
hope  for  some  early  opportunity,  when  I 
think  it  will  be  possible  to  prove  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  that  the 
question  is  not  simply  one  of  admini> 
stration,  but  that  there  is  a  vast  amount 
of  legislation  required  before   London 
will  be  put  into  a  satisfactory  position. 
♦Mn.  WHITMORB  (Chelsea)  said,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  dissent  from  the 
observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Pancras,  that  the  Government  has  done 
little  for  London,    for    last    Session  it 
passed  a  measure,  much  of  which  has 
direct  relation  to   London,   of  greater 
magnitude    and    complexity  than   any 
London  measure  that  has  been  passed 
for    years.     It  has    been    complained 
that    London    is    not    menticoied    in 
the  Queen's   Speech ;    but  if  London 
were  specifically  mentioned,  th9n  every 
hon.    Member   would  have   an    equid 
right    to    contend    that    ^e  i  "particu- 
lar district  in  which  he  was  ia^rested 
should  be  mentioned.    I  enter  t  my  pro- 
test against  that  sectional  way^bi  deal<» 
ing  with  public  questions.    I  yield  to  no 
one  in  my  desire  that  these  important 
matters  should  be  brought  before  the 
attention  of  the  House.    I  quite  agree 
that  there  are  many  matters  conneeted 
with    the  sanitation  of  London*  which 
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*Mk.  LA.WSON :  They  were  not  con- 
demued  and  could  not  be. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber instituted  a  comparison  between 
London  and  BirmiDgham  in  population 
at  per  house  to  show  that  Birmingham 
was  less  overcrowded  than  London,  but 
his  assumption  is  incorrect,  because  in 
London  the  houses  are  much  larger,  and 
if  you  want  to  make  a  comparison 
of  the  number  of  persons  in  each  house 
you  must  also  take  the  cubical  contents 
of  the  houses. 

♦Mr.  LAWSON  :  I  did  not  make  the 
•comparison;  I  quoted  it  from  the  Report. 

♦Colonel  HUGHES :  With  regard  to 
the  Bye-laws  for  the  regulation  of  lodg- 
ing houses  and  the  difference  in  the 
amount  of  cubic  space  allowed,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  all  these  regulations 
have  been  sanctioned  by  the  Local 
Government  Board.  I  have  never 
noticed  this  difference,  but  at  any  rate 
ehould  the  hon.  Member  be  right,  when 
these  powers  are  transferred  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  County  Council,  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  is  so  distinguished  an 
ornament,  to  see  that  the  bye-laws  save- 
tioned  are  uniform.  I  do  not  see  how 
in  the  Boyal  Speech  allusion  could  have 
been  made  to  the  Provisional  Ordersmen- 
tioned.  The  transfer  of  powers  by  Pro- 
visional Order  was  provided  for  in  the 
Act  of  last  Session,  and  there  was  no 
need  to  mention  what  is  already  on  the 
Statute  Book.  I  am  glad  there  is  to  be 
this  transfer,  and  the  opportunity  of  in- 
troducing uniformity.  I  am  a  little  dis- 
appointed, I  must  confess,  that  the 
formation  of  District  Councils  is  to  be 
postponed.  It  is  quite  true  that  at  the 
present  time  there  is  a  connecting  link 
between  the  central  authority  and  the 
District  Boards  in  consequence  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Board  being  elected  by  the 
district  authorities.  That  is  a  very 
valuable  link  no  doubt,  and  when  the 
District  Councils  come  to  be  formed  no 
doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
allow  the  reprpsentatives  on  the  cen- 
tral body,  the  London  County  Council, 
to  be  ex'Oficii  members  of  the  District 
Councils,  so  that  the  link  po  useful  at 
present  may  be  preserved  ?  I  con- 
sider the  confusion  of  areas  in  the 
different  districts  of  London  a  great 
scandal.  It  leads  to  expense  and  mal- 
administration, and  I  can  only  imagine 
this  matter  is  deferred  because  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  that  the  London 


County  Council  should  apply  its  mind  to 
the  best  means  of  rearrang^nn:  the  & 
triots  of  the  Metropolis.  Ix  in  a  diiBealt 
question  to  conciliate  and  harmonise  eoi- 
flieting  interests. 

Mr.  J.ROWLANDS  (Finsbary,  E): 
It  is  important  that- the    quesdoii  of 
London    District    Councils    should  Is 
dealt  with  as  speedily  as  possible,  sad  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  resliMi 
the  importance  of  altering  the  state  of 
things  now  existing.       I   woald  drtv 
attention  to  a  small  inaocaracy  in  tiho 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gontleman.  Ik 
may  have  been  merely  a  slip,  hot  it  hu 
some  bearing  on  transactions  the  Homo 
Secretary  may  have  to  carry  oat.    In 
alluding  to  the  Act  of  1885,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  in  that  year  tho 
House  of    Common^,  not  being> — as  I 
should  put  it— so   much  adranoed  im 
sympathy  with  the  people,  altered  the 
recommendation  of  tbe  Commission  on 
the  Housing  of  the  Working  Clswnn, 
that     prison     sites     should     be    sold 
for      less      than     market     Talae,    to 
''  full  market  value."      Now,    I  think 
it     was  ''fair,"     not    "full"    maifcst 
value.     In  offering  the  Millbank  oitSp 
I      hope    a    generous     interpratatioa 
will  be  put  upon  the  expression,  **  fur 
market  value."     The  site  of  Coldbaft 
Fields     Prison     could     not    be    nsed 
for  artisans'  dwellings,  on   aooonnt  of 
the  high  price  that  was  asked  for  it 
The     Artisans'     Dwellings     Company 
refused  it,  and  obtained  a  better  site  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  way,  from  the 
Metropolitan    Board    of    Works,  upon 
which  a  large  block  of  dwellings  has 
been  erected,  while  the  prison  site  has 
been  taken  by  the  post-office  authorities 
for  the  parcel  post  extension.     Addi- 
tional   accommodation    was    the   nune 
important    in    this    district,    as    there 
are  large  Government  offices  and  modi 
overcrowding.    There  is    one  thing  in 
the    Act   of    1885    to    which   I    would 
draw  attention  and  suggest  that  a  small 
Act  should  be  passed.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  aware  that  under  the 
Act  of  1885,  which  was  passed  to  caiTT 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  Bojai 
Commission,  special  borrowing  powers 
were  given.      The   Eoyal   Commission 
re^>raraended  that  there  should  be  em- 
bodied in   the   Act   special    borrowing 
'  [lowers  to  carry  out  these  improvements, 
'  but   it  was  found  impossible  for  th< 


I  purposes  to  borrow  at  the  rate  of  S^  per 
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cent,  instead  of  the  hii|^her  aumt  of  tknes 
gone  by.     If  I  might  make  the  eng- 

S«tioB  to  the  right  hoc.  Gentleman,  the 
ome  Secretary,   it    would  be    trortk 
while  in  a  short  Bill,  which  I  am  sure 
woald  be  received  with  bo  opfMrnition 
from  my  part  of  the  Hoiiee,  to  give  that 
power  again,    so    that  if  the    London 
County  Council  come  to  deal  with  these 
questions  of  sanitatidn,  they  may  have 
the  privileges  of  borrowing  money  at 
the   same  rate  of  interest    aa   recom- 
mended in  the  Report  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission.   I  think  I  understand  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  regards  the 
question  as  one  rather  of  administration 
tnan  of  lesrislation.     I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
or  the  Home  Secretary  will  have  seen  a 
very  valuable     report    issued    by  the 
Clerken  well  Vestry,  which  has  been  doing 
good  work.    A  Committee  of  that  body 
has  dealt  with  the  question  of  blind 
alleys  and  courts  in  their  neighbour- 
hood, and  from  their  report  it  will  be 
seen  that  totally  apart  from  the  question 
of  the  housing  of  the  poor,  there  is  a 
vast  number  of  things  to  be  done— the 
making  of  thoroughfares  where  there 
were  no  thoroughfares,  or  blind  alleys, 
and  the  pulling  down  of  houses  which 
formed  the  arched  entrances  of  courts. 
The  whole  of  that  work  involved  a  very 
heavy  expenditure ;  and  it  will  be  found 
from  the  report  to  which  I  have  referred 
that,  had  all  the  works  necessary  to  be 
done  been  executed,  it  would  have  put 
upon  the  parish  of  Clerkenwell  a  rate 
that  the  ratepayers  would  have  been  un- 
able to   meet.     And  it  further  states 
that  the  evils  which  the  Royal  Commis- 
sion pointed  out  are  still  in  force,  and 
that  until  there  is  an  alteration,  it  is 
feared  they  will  inevitably  be  so.    The 
Vestry  find  that  they  cannot  do  all  they 
desire  until  the  evil  reported  on  by  the 
Boyal  Commission  as  to  the  housing 
of  the  poor  has  been  legislated  upon.    I 
find    in   the   report   also  a  suggestion 
as    to  future    legislation,   to   which  I 
call  the    attention   of    the  right    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.    I  see  the  attention 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  is 
called  to  certain  squares  in  the  parish 
of    Clerkenwell,    and    the   opinion    is 
expressed  that  they  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the   Metropolitan    Authority, 
and  that  the  clauses  in  the  Act  of  1882 
(Sir  Bichard  Cross's  Act),  limiting  the 
areas  dealt  with  to  not  less  than  10,000 


houses,  should  be  repealed;    What  tba 
Report  suggests  is  a  series  of  small 
areas  in  the  same  neighbourhoods  and 
they  propose  10  houses  in  each,  and  that 
it  should  be  possible  to  deal  with  them 
hy  the  Central  Authority,   instead  tff 
leavittg  the  work  to  small  parishes  liU 
Clerkenwell,  with  a  population  of  80,(KM 
people.    I  deeply  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  been  able  to  recommend, 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne,  that 
some  of  these  London  grievanoes  should 
be  dealt  with.    I  can  assure  them  of 
one    thing,  that  London  is  becoming 
very  impatient.     More  will  be  heard  t>f 
London  in  this  House  than  has  been 
heard  in  the  past.    In  the  good  old  days 
before  1885,  it  was  almost  matter  of 
wonder  to  hear  the  voice  of  a  Metropoli- 
tan Member,  or  anything  with  regard 
to  London,  in  this  House.   Now,  London 
will  have  to  be  listened  to,    and  the 
reforms  it  requires  will  have  to  be  dealt 
with,  and  I  do  hope  that  before  long  the 
Government  will  give  us  some  indication 
that    they  are  prepared    to    do  these 
things.   I  regret  that  I  cannot  go  deeply 
into  this  question  in  the  Debate,  but  I 
hope  for  some  early  opportunity,  when  I 
think  it  will  be  possible  to  prove  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  that  the 
question  is  not  simply  one  of  admini- 
stration, but  that  there  is  a  vast  amount 
of  legislation  required  before  London 
will  be  put  into  a  satisfactory  position. 
♦Mn.  WHITMORB  (Chelsea)  said,  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  dissent  from  tiie 
observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Pancras,  that  the  Government  has  done 
little  for  Londoii,    for    last    Session  it 
passed  a  measure,  much  of  which  hae 
direct  relation  to  London,   of  greater 
magnitude    and    complexity  than   any 
London  measure  that  has  been  passed 
for    years.     It  has    been    complained 
that    London    is    not    mentioned    in 
the  Queen's   Speech ;    but  if  London 
were  specifically  mentioned,  th^n  every 
hon.    Member    would  have   «n    equid 
right    to    contend    that    ^e '.  "partion- 
lar  district  in  which  he  was  interested 
should  be  mentioned.    I  enter :  my  pro- 
test against  that  sectional  way  o±  deal- 
ing with  public  questions.    I  yield  to  no 
one  in  my  desire  that  these  important 
matters  should  be  brought  before  the 
attention  of  the  House.    I  quite  agree 
that  there  are  many  matters  connected 
with    the  sanitation  of  London*  which 
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press  for  earnest  attention  and  early 
treatment  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. Who  C!)uld  have  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to-night  without  seeing:  that  he  is  a 
Minister  who  thoroughly  understands 
London  questions,  and  who  sympathizes 
with  the  difficulties  of  the  poor? 
But  hon.  Members  opposite  have 
chosen  an  irregular,  inconveaieni,  and 
futile  opportunity  of  raising  London 
questions.  London  Conservative  Mem- 
bers are  at  least  as  anxious  as 
Metropolitan  Members  opposite,  to  do 
what  they  can  to  improve  the 
condition  of  London ;  and  we  most 
earnestly  press  upon  Her  Majestys'  Go- 
yemment,  at  as  early  a  date  as  they 
conveniently  can,  to  introduce  further 
legislation  to  consolidate  and  amend 
the  several  Public  Health  and  Dwel* 
lings  Acts,  and  to  provide  that  in  all 
cases  of  a  displacement  of  population 
under  compulsory  powers,  it  shall  be 
obligatory  that  adequate  new  accom- 
modation shall  be  supplied  for  those 
who  were  thus  ejected. 
♦Me.  8.  0.  BUXTON  (Tower  Ham- 
lets) :  It  seems  to  have  rather  hurt  the 
feelings  of  hon.  Members  opposite  to 
describe  them  as  docile  and  inoffensive. 
I  had  thdught  it  rather  a  complimentary 
term  as  applied  to  those  private  Mem- 
bers who  sit  behind  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  who  are  apt  to  be  very  docile 
and  inoffensive,  for  if  they  get 
restive  they  are  told  in  very 
strong  language  that  the  Government 
do  not  like  their  conduct  at  all.  I  am 
rather  sorry  that  this  debate  has  been 
confined  entirely  to  the  Housing  of  the 
Working  Classes.  I  raise  a  strong 
protest  against  the  Government, 
because  all  reference  to  Metropoli- 
tan questions  has  been  omitted  from 
the  Queen's  Speech,  and  especially 
in  regard  to  the  emphatic  promise 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  went  to  Stratford  to  talk,  not 
of  questions  of  administration,  as  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  seems  to  suggest,  but  of 
legislation.  He  went  there  to  counter- 
act the  speeches  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Newcastle,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  Hailing  from  the  aristo- 
cratic quarter  of  St.  Georges,  Hanover 
Square,    he     sneered     at     the     pro- 

Ifr.  Whitmore 


gramme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  as  the  Clerkenwell- 
cum-LimehousH  programme;  and  at 
Stratford  he  declared,  as  a  responsible 
Member  of  the  Government,  that  not 
only  was  the  Government  possessed  of 
all  the  knowledge  and  all  the  proper 
feeling  in  this  matter,  but  that 
they  also  possessed  the  capability  of 
giving  effect  to  these  questions  to  whiek 
reference  has  been  made.  My  hoo. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Shoreditch  Divi- 
sion has  already  quoted  one  of  the  em- 
phatic promises  made  by  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  that  particular 
speech.  But  I  should  like  to  trouble  the 
House  by  repeating  another  portion  of 
the  speech,  because  it  seems  to  me  to 
make  it  more  just  that  Metropolitan 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
should  raise  a  short  debate  on 
Metropolitan  questions  on  this  occasion. 
He  said,  "After  stating  that  the  Unionist 
Party  were  better  qualified  than  any 
other  to  deal  with  these  Metropolitan 
questions,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer went  on  to  say — 

''  llie  Unionist  Party  do  not  propose  to  post- 
pone for  ten  years,  or  to  the  beginninr  of  tlis 
next  century,  measures  necessary  or  dennUe 
for  the  improvement  of  the  people.  We  belitve 
that  the  time  for  dealing  with  these  impoitiuit 
questions  is  not  ten  years  hence,  bat  yMteKday, 
to-day,  and  to-morrow," 

And  now,  while  we  are  asking  the 
Goyemment  for  bread  we  reoeiye  a 
stone.  We  ask  for  legislation  and  the 
Government  talk  of  administration. 
It  is  true  there  are  many  matters 
in  regard  to  which  the  position  of 
the  working-classes  can  be  improred 
by  improved  administration,  but  there 
are  also  a  vast  number  of  questions 
affecting  the  Metropolis  to  which 
reference  has  been  made  that  can  only  be 
dealt  with  by  legislation.  The  power  to 
deal  with  markets  and  water  should  be 
handed  over  to  the  County  Oouneils, 
and  we  desire  also  that  such  matters  as 
the  incidence  of  taxation,  the  equalijEa- 
tion  of  Poor  Eates,  and  the  question  of 
Leaseholds,  should  also  be  taken  into 
consideration,  and  that,  if  possible,  the 
Government  should  do  something  with 
regard  to  them.  What,  I  ask,  is  men- 
tioned in  the  Queen's  Speech  in 
response  to  the  promise  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  It  is 
true  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  that  the  Government  means  to 
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introduce  BilU,  although  thej  are  not 
mentioned    in    the    Speech    from    the 
Throne;  but  hon.  Members  know  that 
the  position  given  to  the  measures  men- 
tioned in  the  Queen's  Speech  is  every- 
thing, and  that  precedence  in  that  Speech 
is  a  proportionate  guarantee  on  the  part  of 
the  Ghovernment  of  the  pressure  they 
will  exercise  to  pass  them.    We  are  told 
that  the  Defences  of  the  Empire  ought 
to  be  strengthened,  and  that,  no  doubt, 
worthily  deserves  the  first  place  in  the 
Queen's  Speech ;  and  then  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  going  to  carry  out  Uie 
policy    of     **  simultaneity    and    spon- 
taneity"  by   neglecting  Ireland,    and 
bringing      in      a     measure    of    local 
Government  for  Scotland.    Bnt,  beyond 
this,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
not  desirous  of  having  his  name  as  a 
great  finance  Minister  omitted  from  the 
programme,  has  promised  to  bring  for- 
ward  finance  measures,  which  may  have 
the  effect  of    somewhat  repairing  the 
damage    done    to    his  reputation    by 
the    introduction  of   the  Wheel    Tax. 
He    promised     that     the    Metropolis 
should      receive      special      attention ; 
but      we      find      that     all     questions 
affecting  the  Metropolis  are    excluded 
from  the  Queen's  Speech ;  although  at 
the  same  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
is  going  to  devote  a  portion  of  the  Ses- 
sion to  the  settlement  of  the  coinage  ques- 
tion— the  present  condition  of  which  has 
existed  for  scores  of  years  without  serious 
harm  to  the  country,  and  might  continue 
for  scores  of  years  longer  without  any 
further    detriment.       The   right   hon. 
Gentleman    is   going    to  do  this,  and 
acquire  all  the  honour  and  glory  that 
may  arise  therefrom,  to  the  exclusion 
of      social      questions     of     infinitely 
greater    importance.      These  questions 
and  that  of  the  Sugar  Bounties,  which 
is  also  to  be  discussed,  will,  together 
with     the    Estimates,     make    up    the 
sum   and  substance    of   any  measures 
which  the  Government  may  hope  to  carry 
during  the  short  coming  Session.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Shore- 
ditch  (Mr.  Stuart)  has  already  pointed 
out    the  extreme  urgency  of  the  ques- 
tions to  which  I  have  already  referred. 
They  have  been  considered  and  discussed 
over  and  over  again,  and  it  is  time  we 
endeavoured   to  legislate    upon  them. 
The  Metropolitan  Members  depended  on 
tho  promise   of  the  Ghanoellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  now  are  bitterly  disap- 


pointed at  finding  the  neglect  with 
which  Metropolitan  questions  are  to 
be  treated.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Mr.  Whitmore)  has  said  we, 
in  London,  ought  not  to  have  excep- 
tional legislation ;  but  that  is  not 
asked  for,  and  I  think  we  ought 
to  remember  that  until  now  we  have 
not  had  any  great  representatiye 
authority  fitted  to  decide  many  of  the 
questions  that  have  been  awaiting  solu- 
tion in  the  Metropolis.  We  now  haye 
such  a  body,  and  we  thank  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  it,  and  I  think 
that  we  are  at  one  in  believing  that  that 
will  prove  a  great  boon  to  the  London 
ratepayer.  Having,  therefore,  this  body 
in  existence,  we  say  that  all  questions  as 
to  water,  markets,  taxation,  and  so  forth, 
ought  to  and  can  without  any  difficulty 
be  legislated  upon  and  handed  over  to 
the  keeping  and  administration  of  that 
great  body  who  may  be  expected  to  deal 
with  them  to  the  vast  advantage  of  the 
Metropolis.  I  have  only  risen  as  a 
Metropolitan  Member  to  protest,  as  I 
do  most  emphatically,  against  the  ab- 
solute breach  of  the  emphatic  promise 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who  is 
perhaps  the  most  important  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government — a  breach 
that  will  not  be  easily  forgotten,  and 
which  we  shall  be  glad  if  he  will 
explain. 

General  GOLDSWOETHY  (Ham- 
mersmith): In  reference  to  what  has  been 
urged  by  hon.  Members  opposite  I  would 
point  out  that  the  House  ought  to  con- 
sider what  is  possible  and  what  is  im- 
possible of  accomplishment ;  and  I  would 
also  say  that,  as  the  House  is  doubtless 
well  aware,  if  there  were  less  talk  there 
would  be  more  work.  The  question  of 
sanitary  dwellings  for  the  artizans  is 
one  in  which  many  of  us  are  interested, 
but  we  have  avoided  speaking  at  length 
on  the  subject,  because  we  have  been 
anxious  not  to  waste  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  because  we  hope  that  there 
may  be  time  to  go  into  it  and  other 
important  matters  this  Session.  We  all 
know  how  hard  the  House  was  worked 
during  the  past  Session,  and  can  sym- 
pathize with  the  position  of  those  who 
are  engaged  in  the  work  of  the  Govern- 
ment, because  they  have  to  attend  to 
their  various  officiid  duties  as  well  as  to 
what  they  have  to  do  in  the  Honse,and  it 
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tary — I  do  not  know  in  whose  Depart- 
ment it  would  come — would  introduce  a 
consolidating  and  amending  Sanitary 
Act,  it  would  not  only  add  to  his  reputa- 
tion, but  would  sf^cure  the  gratitude  of 
the  people  of  the  Metropolis. 

♦SiK  A.  EOLLIT  (Islington,  S.):  I 
concur  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Peck- 
ham  (Mr.  Baumann)  that  many  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  fully 
recognize  the  importance  of  the  subject 
T^hich  has  been  introduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney.  Everyone  who 
has  any  knowledge  of  the  intricacies  of 
sanitary  law  must  recognize  the  great 
advantage  which  must  be  derived  from 
a  consolidation  of  the  existing  Statutes 
on  the  subject.  For  my  own  part,  I 
hope  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when 
the  Government  will  see  their  way  to 
the  introduction  of  a  measure  of  this 
kind ;  but  the  chief  object  with  which 
I  have  risen  was  to  show  that  the 
Oovemment  are  not  blameable  for  any 
inattention  to  the  wants  of  the  Metro- 
polis. I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Keport 
of  the  Mansion  House  Council  on  the 
Dwellings  of  the  Poor.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary to  speak  of  the  representative  cha- 
racter of  that  Council,  which  is  presided 
over  by  the  Lord  Mayor,  and  is  com- 
posed of  members  of  all  political  Parties. 
In  their  Beport  the  Council  acknow- 
ledge the  deep  sense  of  their  obligations 
to  the  present  Administration,  and  to 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  and  the  Home  Office, 
for  the  recognition  of  the  Council's 
efforts  to  improve  the  dwellings  of  the 
poor,  and  they  add  that  without  such 
support  the  action  of  the  Council  would 
be  almost  futile.  The  Eeport  points 
out  the  vast  field  which  exists  for 
improvement  in  relation  to  sanitary 
science,  and  is  a  practical  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  work  which  has  been  done 
by  the  Government  and  the  Home 
Office.  At  the  same  time,  I  feel  that 
the  present  position  of  the  law  adds 
greatly  to  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
the  subject,  and  I  would  venture,  with 
full  assurance,  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Government  will  give  their  early 
attention  to  the  matter. 

*Mk.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  Not 
being  a  Metropolitan  Member,  I  should 
not  have  ventured  to  interpose  in  the 
debate  had  it  not  been  my  fortune  for  a 
long  series  of  years  to  take  an  active 
part  in  sanitary  questions  in  the  parish 

Mr,  Baumann 


of  Paddington  in  West  London.  It  is  a 
common  phrase,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  that  leginlation  bv  reference  to 
other  Statutes  is  inconvenient  and  mis- 
chievous, and  makes  it  imposHihle  to 
interpret  a  Statute  or  to  admioittter  the 
law  with  satisfaction.  In  order  to  under- 
stand the  Act  which  followed  the  Heport 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  on  the  Housing 
of  the  Poor,  it  is  necessary  that  yoa 
should  have  some  40  or  50  Statutes  by 
your  side.  I  myself,  in  endeavouring  to 
understand  the  Act  for  the  Housing  of 
the  Working  Classes,  1885,  and  to  deal 
with  it,  have  found  myself  surrounded 
by  a  perfect  library  of  Statutes.  Yet 
it  is  a  question  affecting  the  health, 
happiness  and  well-being  of  the  people^ 
and,  in  my  opinion,  the  law  dealing 
with  questions  of  such  great  importance 
ought,  at  least,  to  be  dear  and  in- 
telligible, and  perfectly  free  from  ob- 
scurity and  contradiction.  In  a  summer 
ramble  in  France  last  year,  I  found  that 
it  is  the  custom  of  the  Gt>verQment  of 
that  country  to  place  in  the  public  in- 
stitutions, week  by  week  and  month  by 
month,  an  explanation  of  the  varioua 
Statutes  passed  by  the  Legislature.  I 
think  this  is  an  example  which  might 
be  followed  with  great  advantage  in  this 
country.  If  it  were  done  by  way  of  a 
memorandum,  those  who  have  to  ad- 
minster  the  law  would  become  compara- 
tively familiar  with  it,  and  would  liav# 
at  hand  some  comprehensive  view  of 
the  main  enactments  in  reference  to  a 
particular  subject.  The  consequenee 
would  be  that  enactments  now  re- 
condite and  unknown  would  beoome 
familiar  to  the  people,  and  would  be 
better  carried  into  operation.  8ome 
complaint  has  been  made  of  the  ob- 
scurity of  the  Statutes  as  far  as  they  apply 
to  London,  but  that  defect  is  entirely 
due  to  the  action  of  the  London  Yestries. 
When  Lord  Basing  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  he  intro- 
duced into  the  House  of  Commons  a 
Consolidating  Bill,  but  the  Yestriea 
unanimously  opposed  it,  and  with  such 
effect,  having  the  co-operation  and  as- 
sistance of  the  Metropolitan  Members, 
that  the  Bill  was  withdrawn.  I  myself 
presided  at  a  meeting  of  the  Paddington 
Vestry  convened  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing the  Bill,  but  found  it  impossible 
to  induce  them  to  withdraw  their  oppo- 
sition. The  reason  why  the  Yestries 
opposed  the  Bill  was  that  they  thought 
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its  proviftions  would  Krinjjj  them  more  im- 
mediately under  the  control  of  the  central 
authority,  and  tliey  were  unwillinf]^  to 
have  compuUion  put  upon  them.  They 
therefore  opposed  the  Bill,  and  the  re- 
sult has  been  to  continue  in  London 
down  to  the  present  time  the  incon- 
gruous mass  of  Statutes  which  now  exists. 
I  hope  that  before  long  tome  attempt 
will  be  made  to  consolidate  and  simplify 
the  law 
♦Mr.  firth  (Dundee) :  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan 
(Mr.  Powell)  has  touched  the  kernel 
of  the  difficulty  under  which  we  have 
been  sufifering  in  London — namely,  the 
unwillingness  of  the  local  authorities  to 
place  themselves  under  Government 
control.  I  do  not,  however,  think  that 
the  situation  is  as  bad  as  it  was  before 
the  passing  of  the  Local  Government 
Bill.  But  we  are  all  looking  forward 
with  hope  and  expectation  to  the  intro- 
duction by  the  Local  Government  Board 
of  a  District  Council  Bill  on  the  same 
sound,  democratic  —  I  will  not  say 
Radical — lines  as  the  measure  for  the 
establishment  of  County  Councils  last 
year,  so  that  there  may  be  con- 
stituted in  London  for  the  control  of 
sanitary  law  a  very  different  body 
from  any  which  now  exists.  What 
we  have  hitherto  suffered  from  has  not 
been  so  mueh  the  want  of  law  as  the 
want  of  an  authority  able  and  willing  to 
carry  it  out.  The  ability  has  sometimes 
been  there  when  the  willingness  to 
carry  out  the  law  has  been  altogether 
absent.  No  Acts  of  Parliament  will  be 
sufficiently  strong  if  the  authority  who 
is  entrusted  with  the  carrying  of  them 
out  is  incapable  or  unwilling  to  do  so. 
The  medical  officers  in  London  have 
complained  of  no  central  control,  and 
there  have  been  individual  complaints, 
not  always  coming  to  the  surface,  that 
they  have  been  obstructed  in  carrying 
out  the  excellent  sanitary  law  which 
exists  by  the  very  authorities  who  ap- 
pointed them.  The>  Local  Government 
Act  of  last  year  will  remedy  a  good  deal 
of  that  inconvenience ;  for  no  medical 
officer  can  in  future  be  appointed  by  a 
Vestry,  except  under  the  clauses  of  the 
Pubhc  Health  Act,  which  g^ves  essen- 
tial, if  not  complete,  control  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  special  qualifi- 
cations and  fitness  for  the  performance  of 
the  duties  will  hereafter  have  to  be 
shown.    The  London  County  Council, 


who  will  pay  half  of  the  salaries,  will 
liave  KepoitA  sent  up  to  them,  and  by 
their  representatives  they  will  have  the 
opportunity  of  judging  how  far  the 
work  is  properly  performed.  I  appre- 
hend that  the  action  of  an  economical 
and  intelligent  Vestry  will  be  to  get 
their  present  officer  to  resign,  so  that  he 
may  be  re-appointed,  and  the  Vestry 
gain  the  advantage  of  receiving  a 
moiety  of  the  salary,  and  in  that  case  the 
control  will  be  vested  in  other  hands. 
The  London  County  Council  are 
anxious  and  willing  to  infuse  an  entirely 
new  spirit  into  the  local  management  of 
the  Metropolis;  but  there  are  some 
things  which  they  cannot  do,  and  which 
it  would  not  be  wise  on  their  part  to  un- 
dertake. Looking,  as  we  are,  confi- 
dently to  the  introduction  of  a  District 
Council  Bill,  we  think  we  may  be  spared 
from  attempting  it,  and  until  that  measure 
is  passed,  from  adding  to  the  present 
difficulties  of  our  task.  I  may  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  I  sincerely  trust  that 
the  Bill  of  the  Government  will  g^ve 
to  the  Central  Council  still  more  com- 
plete control,  especially  in  matters 
affecting  contagious  diseases,  which  are 
so  much  bound  up  with  the  health  of 
the  Metropolis. 

Sir  W.  LAV7S0N  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth)  :  The  reason  why  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  troubling  the  House 
upon  the  Licensing  Question  is  the  ab- 
sence of  all  allusion  tcT  it  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.  I  have  received  an  intimation 
from  the  Speaker  that  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper  can- 
not be  moved,  because  certain  Bills  have 
been  introduced  which  deal  with  the 
same  subject.  Tht:se  Bills,  however* 
only  deal  with  the  subject  in  particu- 
lar localities,  whereas  my  object  is  to 
deal  with  an  evil  which  affects  the 
kingdom  as  a  whole. 
«Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  somewhat 
difficult  to  contend  with  the  ingenuity  of 
hon.  Members  in  evading  a  plain  rule 
of  the  House.  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
turns  to  the  notice  paper  he  will  find  a 
Liquor  Traffic  Local  Option  Bill,  a 
Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland) 
Bill,  a  Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  and  a  Liquor  Traffic  Loeal 
Veto  (Wales)  Bill.  The  reason  why  I 
insist  so  strongly  upon  the  observanee 
of  the  rule  is  that,  if  hon.  Members  who 
have  not  been  fortunate  in  the  Ballot, 
and  find  their  Bills  not  well  placed  for 
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ftrly  diVcn««'on.  are  to  be  at  liV>prtv  to 
antioipalH  the  Debate  upon  their  Bills 
by  nioviiiy:  an  Ainniidment  to  the  Ad- 
dress,  enib(»d}ii)j^  the  subject  matter  of 
tlios©  Bill,  by  luerely  prefixing^  the  for- 
mula *'Wrt  7e;rrnt  that  no  mention  is 
niade  in  tlie  Spe^'cli  (»f  such  and  such  a 
Bill,'*  then  th«  D^r-bat^  on  the  Address 
might  bp  illinutHblv  pxtendf»d. 

Sia  W.  LAWS')N:  I  thank  the 
right  hon.  Oeiitleman  for  mentioning: 
the  matter  to  me,  but  I  think  that  I. 
hhall  be  in  order  if  I  express  my  regret 
that  the  subject  has  not  been  mentioned 
in  the  Qnepii's  Speech. 
|*M^.  SPEAKER:  On  the  contrarv^  the 
}»6n.  Gentleman  will  be  quite  out  of 
order. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Rollox) :  1  must  confess  that  I  read  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  with  a  feeling 
of  considerable  disappointment.  While 
mention  is  made  of  the  development  of 
the  material  resources  of  Ireland,  no 
mention  whatever  is  made  of  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland.  The  people  of  the  High- 
lands were  made  to  believe,  some  time 
ago,  that  if  they  wanted  Reform  they 
had  only  to  commit  some  act  of  lawless- 
ness, and  henco  we  have  heard  of  a  deer 
raid,  which  involved  the  sending  of  gun- 
boats, the  landing  of  soldiers,  and  the 
employment  of  a  large  body  of  police. 
By- and- bye,  better  counsels   prevailed, 

and  the  law-abiding  people  were  told 


than  the  condition  of  the  Crofters.  I 
venture  to  say  that  that  condition  hai 
not  one  whit  improved,  and  there  ii  no 
less  reason  for  moving  an  Amendment 
to  the  Address  on  the  present  oooasion 
than  there  was  last  year.  Now,  what  if 
the  condition  of  the  people  in  the  Islands 
and  Highlands  of  Scotladd  ?  Take,  for 
instance,  the  island  of  LeWin.'  which  de- 
peuHs  for  the  maintenance  of  its  inhabi- , 
tants  entirely  upon  the  fishing  injdosti^.' 
The  average  rent  of  the  Crofters  in  Lewis, 
is  paid  to  be  about  thVe^  pounds,  and 
many  of  them  are  under  .two  pounds. 
That  shows  at  onCe  that  thd  land  it 
merely  suppleifiental  tp  the  fisnlu^  in- 
dust  ry,  which  is  indeed  the  main  '6\ipport ' 
of  the  people  there.  Now,  with  regard 
to  the  fishing  industry,  a  change  cake 
over  it  which  accounts  for  the  distress 
of  the  people.  It  was  a  change  whioh 
entailed  a  very  heavy  loss  to  the  poor 
fishermen,  and  it  had  relation  to  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  remunerated. 
Previously  to  1884,  the  fishermen  were 
paid  fixed  wages  for  time-engagements. 
Owing  to  the  change  in  the  success  of 
the  fishing,  the  fish  ourers  altered  the 
mode  of  payment,  and  insisted  that  the 
fishermen  should  be  remunerated  by 
sharing  in  the  profit  or  loss  on  the  sale 
of  the  fish.  I  believe  they  were  to  re- 
ceive about  one-twelfth  of  the  sum  re- 
ceived for  the  fish.  The  result  was  that 
the  fishermen,  in  many  instances,  re- 
ceived very  little  remuneration  for  their 


that  if  they  raised  their  grievances  in  a    trouble,  and  so  returned  home  with  in- 
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constitutional  manner,  they  would  get 
redress  at  the  hands  of  the  present 
Government.  Accordingly,  these  people 
in  the  Highlands  have  been  quiet  ever 
since ;  they  have  been  patient  and  long 
suffering  under  severe  distress,  but  up 
to  the  present  moment  very  little  has 
been  done  by  the  Government  for  them 
with  a  view  to  improving  their  position. 
There  is,  therefore,  a  danger  that  the 
counsels  of  the  extreme  party,  who  advise 
overt  acts  of  lawlessness  as  necessary  to 
draw  public  attention  to  their  griev- 
ances, may  be  adopted  by  the  people. 
Last  year  the  condition  of  the  people  in 
the  Highlands  was  called  attention  to 
in  an  Amendment  to  the  Address,  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  speak- 
ing ou  behalf  of  the  Government,  i^tated 
that  he  knew  of  no  subject  which  more 
commanded  the  attention  of  the  House, 
or  which  constituted  a  more  fitting  sub- 


sufficient  money  to  tide  them  over  the 
winter.  It  was  stated  by  the  Commis- 
sioner appointed  by  the  Government, 
that  during  the  year  1886,  a  sum  of 
not  less  than  £40,000  was  lost  to 
the  fishermen  by  the  alteration  in 
the  mode  of  payment,  and  that  a 
similar  loss  of  £40,000  was  anticipated 
in  the  year  1887.  The  distress,  there- 
fore, in  Lewis  had  relation  solely  to  the 
failure  of  the  fishing  industry.  It  is 
perfectly  true,  the  Lord  Advocate  might 
£ay,  that  there  i^  not  the  pinching  neces- 
sity to-day  that  there  was  a  year  Ago, 
but  I  must  point  out  that  the  position 
of  these  people  is  very  precarious,  and 
it  is  so  precarious  that  at  times  it  has 
been  necessary  to  exercise  charity  on 
their  behalf.  In  the  year  1883  it  was 
found  necessary  to  send  thom  relief  to 
the  extent  of  seven  or  eight  thousand 
pounds,  owing  to  a  tingle  storm  having 
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GovernmeDt  have  been  and  are  expend- 
ing a  8um  of  £10,000  with  a  view  to  the 
promotion  of  emigration  from  the  dis- 
trict, and  last  year  they  passed  an  Act 
of  Parliament  authorizing  the  payment 
of  £30,000  in  aid  of  local  rates  on  ac- 
count of  the  distress.     These  facts  show 
that  there  is  a  distress  which  requires 
some  kind  of  remedy.     Now,  I  antici- 
pate that  the  £10,000   which  the  Go- 
Tcrnment  has  obtained  power  to  devote 
in  aid  of  emigration,  and  the  £30,000 
which  is  given  in  aid  of  local  taxation, 
will  all  be  exhausted  very  shortly.  Yet, 
will  the  condition  of  the  people  be  any 
better  than   it  was  two  years  ago  ?    I 
think  it  will   not ;    on   the  contrary,  it 
will  be  necessary  for  the  Government  to 
bring  in  fresh  legislation  to  renew  the 
grant  of  £30,000,  and  we  are.  therefore, 
entitled  to  lind  fault  with  the  omission 
to   refer   to  the  matter  in  the  Queen's 
Speech.     To  Ireland,  which  is  in  less 
poor  circumstances  than  are   the  High- 
lands, you  have  references  made  in  ^be 
Speech.     Now,   the    first    question     to 
discuss  is,  whose  duty  is  it  to  relieve  this 
distress?  Because  upon  that  point  turns 
the  whole  question  of  the  policy  of  the 
Government.       Now   it  is  the  duty  of 
every  civilized  State  to  make  provision 
for  the  support  of  those  able-bodied  men 
who  are  able  and  willing  to  wotk,  but 
who  cannot  find  employment.    That  is  a 
recognized  principle  ;  if  it  were  not,  you 
would  never  be  able  to  protect  property 
and  life.     IIow   does  this  country  dis- 
charge     itself     ot      that      obligation? 
In     England     you     du     it    by   impos- 
ing    it     upon     the     local     ratepayeis; 
you  impose  upon  Boards  of  Guardians 
the     responsibility     of    providing     for 
the    able-bodied  poor.      And    in   Eng- 
land,  supposing  that    the    able-bodied 
man  leaves  his  family  in  distress,  the 
Board   of   Guardians  are  bound  to  pro- 
vide medical  relief  and  attendance,  but 
in  Scotland  the  case  is  entirely  different. 
There  there  is  no  legal  provision  what- 
ever for  compelling  local  ratepayers  to 
provide  for  the  able-bodied  poor.      You 
have,    therefore,     a     clear    distinction 
between  England  and  Scotland.     In  the 
former  case,  tiie  responsibility  is  imposed 
on  the  local  ratepayers  themselves.     In 
Scotland,   the   Government   not  having 
discharged  themselves  of  the  responsi- 
bilitiei>,  it  necessarily   rests   upon  their 
own   sliouldcrs.     In   Scotland   there  is 
only   one  thing  which  a  man  may  do. 


He  may  not  beg,  he  may  not  steal,  h^y 
may  not  commit  suicide,  he  has  no  legal 
right  to  relief .     The  only  thing  ho  can 
lawfully   do  is  to  die  from   starvation. 
The  failure  of  the  law  to  provide  relief  for 
the  able-bodied  poor,  therefore,  leaves 
the    responsibility    upon     the    Central 
Government.       How      has      the      Go- 
vernment     proceeded      to      discharge 
itself     of     that       responsibility  ?        It 
has  accepted  it,  and  it  has  acted  upon 
it,  for  it  has  suggested  a  scheme  of  emi- 
gration and  has  spent  money  upon  it. 
I  am  not  going  to  discuss  now  the  ex- 
pediency  of  the   policy  of  emigration. 
We  will  assume  that  it  is  a  p:'>^deuough 
policy,  and  that  it   is  suit  u  ie  to  the 
district.     I    am    not  going  t  ^  discuss 
whether  the  country  is  gettin  -  the  best 
possible  return  for  the  £10,00  J  ./hich  is 
being  spent  in  the  matter  of  tf!  >  •  migra- 
tion of  the  crofters.      If  the  s.  Iiume  of 
emigration  is  to  be  successful,  o:!o  thing 
is  certain,  and  that  is,  that  the  Crofters 
must  be  sent  to  Canada  early  in    the 
year,  so  that  they  shall  not  arrive  there 
later  than  the  end  of  March.    What  was 
the  result  last  year  of  sending  them  out 
later  than  that  period  ?     Why,  the  win- 
ter came  upon  them  too  soon,  and  very 
heavy  expense  and  loss  was  occasioned. 
Now  there  is  nobodv  to  interfere  with 
the   Government   arrangements,   yet   I 
venture  to    think    that    a  considerable 
portion  of  the  year  will  have  elapsed 
before  the  remainder  of  the  families  are 
sent  out.     But  supposing  you  do  send 
these  families  out  to  Canada,  how  does 
it  benefit  the  crofters  who  are  left  be- 
hind ?     I  can  quite  understand  i^  is  an 
advantage  to  the  emigrants  themselves. 
We  know  that  plenty  of  hard-working 
men  have   emigrated   and   made   their 
way  in  life  in  other  countries,    and   I 
know  it  is  an  advantage  to  a  colony  to 
get  the  hardy  sons  of  Scotland  working 
upon  its  soil.     But  I  again  ask,  What 
etfect  does  it  have  upon  the  people  that 
are  left  behind  ?     Those  are  the  people 
we  are  mostly  interested  in.     Certainly 
you  get  a  given  quantity  of  land  made 
available  for  other  tenants ;  but  suppos- 
ii^6»  you  send  out  70  families,  the  utmost 
land  you  get  is  that  fetching  a  rental  of 
£2 1 0  a  year ;  and  that  is  of  very  little  use 
to  the  27,000  inhabitants  who  are  left 
behind.     You    have    already  been    12 
months  engaged  on  this  work  of  emigra- 
tion ;  it  will  probably  occupy  you  another 
six  months,  and  the  result  is  that  before 
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you  finish  the  scheme  the  populatioD 
will  have  increased  by  a  larger  number 
that  the  number  you  send  out,  and  the 
country  will  be  no  better  off  that  it  was 
before.     But  you  will  tell  us  that  you 
are  spending  £30,000   in  aid  of  local 
taxation.     Now,  what  in  the  world  was 
the  reason    for  giving  this    £30,000? 
Nobody  but  a  Conservative  Government 
would  ever    have   done   such  a  thing. 
You  wonder  how  it  is  is  that  a  Conser- 
vative Government  makes  no  progress  in 
Scotland  :   it  is   because   when  a  Con- 
servative Government  is  in  power  they 
never  fail   to   adopt  some   reactionary 
policy  in  aid  of  the  landlords.     There 
never  was  a  grosser  case  than  this  appli- 
cation of  £30,000  of  the  public  money, 
which  was  intended  for  the  relief  of  the 
fishing  industry,  but  of  which  fully  one- 
half  has  ((one  direct  into  the  pockets  of 
the  landlords,  who,  as  you  know,  pay 
one-half  of  the  rates.     In  fact,  I  think 
more  than  one- half  has  gone  into  the 
pockets  of  the   landlords,    because   on 
crofts  under  a  certain  value  th«  landlord 
pays  the  whole  of  the  rates,  and  on  other 
crofts  the  Commissioners  of  Supply  have 
the  po  w  er  of  fiziug  who  shall  pay  the  rates, 
and,  as  these  Commissioners  consist  of 
large    landed    proprietors,     they    have 
relieved    themselves    of     the     burden 
and     imposed     it     on     the     tenants. 
Kemember  that  the  failure  of  the  fishing 
industry  was  the  cause  of  the  distress. 
In  two  years  the  fishermen  lost  £80,000 
in  wages,  and  what  relief  did  you  give 
them  ?    You  took  away  70  of  the  best 
families,  and  not  a  single  copper  of  the 
£30,000  granted  for  the  relief  of  the 
people  goes  into  their  pockets,  because 
they  are  so  poor  that  they  do  dot  pay 
taxes  at  the  present  moment,  and  there- 
fore, the  grant  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
is  of  no    advantage    to    them.      And 
where  does  this  £30,000  come   from? 
It  does  not  come  out  of  the  Imperial 
purse.     Oh !   no.     The    Chancellor    of 
the  Exchequer  would  never  make  such 
a  proposal  as  that,  but  what  ho  does  do 
is  to  take  it  out  of  certain  duties  allo- 
cated to  Scotland.     I  have  pointed  out 
the  responsibility  of  dealing  with  dis 
tress  in  the  United  Kingdom;  it  is  a 
responsibility   imposed    upon   the   Im- 
perial  Government;  but  it  does   seem 
strange  to  me  that  an  Unionist  Govern- 
ment should  propose  to  treat  this  matter 
as  one  of  different  nationalities.     The 
thing  is   simply  ridiculous.      I    could 

Mr,  Caldwell 


understand  it  beiDg  done  bj  anotiw 
Government,  but  I  cannot  nndentnd 
an  Unionist  Government  being  the  vg] 
first  to  propose  a  national  reoognitki 
of  responsibility.     If  you  are  goiogto 
give  us  these  national  Fe8pon8ibilitifii& 
this  way,  then  we  shall  want  nttionl 
powers  as  well ;  and  our  coatentioii  ii 
that  if  there  is  occasion  for  giving  extn 
relief  to  the  poor  districts  of  ths  Higk- 
lands,  that  relief  should  come  outoftke 
public  purse  and  not  out  of  duties  allo- 
cated to  Scotland.     You  are  propottng 
remedial  measures  for  Ireland,  and  we 
know  that  the  cost  of  those  measora 
will  come  out  of  the  Imperial  pom. 
You  have  a  probate  duty  allocated  to 
Ireland  as  well  as  to  Scotland,  but  job 
do   not    take    a  single  copper  of  tbit 
money  to  meet  tho  exceptional  distna 
in  Ireland.    Then  why  dojoudoitia 
the  caR(9  of  Scotland,  if  we  are  to  bi 
treated  as  a  United  country  ?     I  think 
it  is  contrary  to  all  principle  for  tho 
Government  to  relieve  property  of  its 
natural  burdens.     I  coula  q uite  conoeifo 
the  relief  of  burdens  which  are  payaUo 
by  the  tenant  out  of  his  industzyt  but 
when  it  comes  to  the  question  of  boidsni 
on  property,  you  have  no  right  to  tmt 
that  in  an  exceptional  manner,  beoasso 
people    come    into  property  either  by 
succession  or  purchase,     lliey  take  it 
with  all  its  liabilities,  as  an  investmtnti 
and  the  Government  has   no  right  to 
interfere  for  the  relief  of  burdens  on 
investments.    What  is  the  true  remedy 
in   this  matter?    I   think   we  find  the 
true  remedy  stated  in  a  speech  of  the 
late  Lord  Advocate.     He  says  that  the 
only  thing    which    has   a   prospect  of 
success  is  the  fishing  industry  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Scotland,  if  it  can  only 
be  permanently  established.     It  is  not 
charity  we  want;  it  is  not  relief  of  the 
rates  we  want.     We  only  want  jou  to 
make  the  conditions  of  life  such  that 
these  people  may  earn  an  honest  livmg 
by  honest  industry  ;  and  if  you  do  thai, 
then  the  landlord  will  benefit,  as  well  ss 
the  tenant,  because  the  burden  of  ths 
rates  will  be  less.     It  is  only  by  improT- 
ing  the  condition  of  the  people  that  jou 
can  justly  relieve  the  landlords.     Baise 
the  people  from  their  poverty,  and  then 
the  landlord's  property  will  increase  ia 
value.    The  measures  we  suggest  are,  in 
the  first  place,  a  survey  of  the  banks,  with 
regard  to  the  habits  of  the  fish  and  ths 
different  places  in  which  they  are  to  be 
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iipoa  which  they  are  fiihing.  Such 
a  snrraj  would  co>t  £100  ur  £200, 
but  wa  cannot  get  that  monej  out  of  the 
Scotch  oiBoe,  which  would  readily  pav 
to-morrow  another  £30,000  for  tbej-elief 
of  the  landlords  from  taxation.  Neit, 
ve  waot  harbours;  thecoaatie naturally 
formed  for  harbours,  and  it  would  re- 
quire but  a  very  small  amount  of  expeo- 
oiture  to  put  two  or  three  harbours  in 
very  suitable  places.  Then  we  ask  that 
there  iiboQid  be  steamboat  oommunica' 
tion  with  the  fishing  viUagea,  so  as  to 
{five  them  direct  communication  with  the 
mainland.  And,  fourthly,  it  is  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  railway  from 
Ullapool  to  Oarre.  The  line  would  only 
have  to  be  about  28  milea  long ;  it  could 
be  made  for  about  £100,000,  and  it 
would  make  all  the  difference  in  briufr- 
ing  freeb  fish  to  market.  After  this  will 
-come  the  subsidiary  question  of  railway 
rates,  and  we  shall  only  ask,  in  that 
respect,  that  the  rates  for  the  carriage  of 
fish  shall  be  the  same  as  tbose  for  the 
carriage  of  beer.  We  want  no  other 
protection  than  that.  One  thing  wbich 
etrikea  me  very  forcibly  is  the  similarity 
between  our  proposals  and  those  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  makes  in  respect  to 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aaya,  "  We  are  going  to  have  some  public 
vorks :  some  drainage  sobemea,"  and 
then  he  Ulks  of  a  State-aided  railway. 
For  what  purpose  is  such  a  railway  pro- 
posed f  Not  merely  to  improve  the 
locality  through  which  the  railway  will 
pass,  bnt  also  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing the  fishing  Tillages  into  speedy  oom- 
munication  with  the  markets.  That  is 
exactly  what  we  want,  and  no  one  who 
knows  anything  about  the  North  of 
Scotland  will  deny  that  that  district 
is  sadly  in  want  of  development. 
We  simply  ask  that  we  should  be 
treated  as  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
We  do  not  want  exceptional  treatment. 
We  ask  that  if  porerty  exists  in  Soot, 
land  it  shall  be  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way  that  poverty  is  dealt  with  in  Ire- 
land, I  beg  to  move  the  Resolution 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

After  psTagnLph  11,  to  iossrt  th*  vords, 
"Uumbly  to  axprta  to  Yoar  Uajntj  onr 
regr«t  that,  vtiilit  refar«aos  is  mads  in  Yoar 
Jtost  Oracioai  Sp««oh  to  onr  early  attsatioo 
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of  nid  HighUndi  and   Iilandi." — {Mr.  Cald- 


♦Mr.  FRA8ER-MACKINT08H  (In- 
verness-shire) :  I  think  the  people  of  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  are  greatly  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  St. 
RoUox  Division  (Ur.  Caldwell)  for  hav- 
ing brought  this  subject  before  the 
House.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
state  of  many  parts  of  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  is  one  deserving  of  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  House.  The 
late  Uovemment  appointed  aCummission 
to  inquire  into  the  grievances  of  the 
HigbLand  people,  and  that  G<>mmiseion 
reported  fully  upon  various  points.  With 
regard  to  the  deductions  from  renta 
which  the  present  Crofters  Oommission 
fixed,  I  have  nothing  to  say  ;  but  it 
is  well  to  recollect  that  when 
the  Orofters  Bill  was  under  diacusaion 
the  Highland  Members  pressed  upon 
the  Qovernment  of  the  day  the  import- 
ance not  merely  that  tha  Commission 
should  have  power  to  adjust  and  fix 
fair  renta,  but  also  to  give  more  Uoii 
to  the  crofters.  Unless  something  is 
done  in  the  latter  direction,  I  assure 
the  House  there  is  nu  chaace  whatever 
of  the  Land  question  in  the  High- 
lands being  satisfactorily  settled.  A 
petition  presented  to  ilia  proprietriz 
by  the  orofters  of  Lewis  the  other  day 
shows  very  clearly  what  the  people 
think  upon  the  subject.  In  that  peti- 
tion they  begged  respectfully  to  apply 
for  new  crofts  and  pastures,  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  live  and  thrive  in  their 
native  land ;  and  they  pointed  out  that 
their  sheep  land  was  waste  before  their 
eyee,  and  in  the  possession  of  an 
Knglishman.  The  occupation  ot  this 
land  by  them  would,  they  eaid,  enable  a 
great  number  of  them  to  live  in  peace 
and  plenty.  At  present  it  was  of  no 
good,  exoept  to  supply  oue  man  without 
a  family.  In  oouulusion,  they  pointed 
out  that  they  were  the  true  descendants 
of  the  ancient  clansmen  who  had  occu- 
pied the  land  of  their  island  for  eighteen 
oenturisa.  Tha  axtansion  of  holdings 
in  the  Highland!  is  a  question  whioh 
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the  Government  ought  seriously  to  take 
into  coDsideration.  Again »  there  is 
the  question  of  the  fisheries  upon  the 
North- West  and  Northern  Coasts  of  Soot- 
land.  That  question  was  reported  upon 
Tery  strongly  by  Lord  Napier's  Com- 
missioD,  but  I  regret  that  very  little 
has  been  done  by  Government  upon 
the  subject.  It  will  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that  last  year  the 
state  of  matters  in  the  Lews  was  so 
serious  that  the  Government  sent  an 
officer  of  the  Board  of  Supervision  to 
make  inquiries  and  to  report.  The  Com- 
missioner's Heport  was  to  the  effect 
that  great  misery  prevailed,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government,  if  necessary,  to  take  some 
steps  to  alleviate  it,  when  most  providen- 
tially the  fishing  suddenly  improved,  and 
the  people  were  saved  from  great  want 
and  privation.  But  surely  it  is  opposed 
to  all  reason  that  in  these  days  a  large 
population  should  be  dependent  upon 
an  incident  of  this  kind.  The  Lord 
Advocate  may  rely  upon  it  that  until 
the  Fishery,  Harbour,  and  Land  ques- 
tions are  dealt  with  in  a  comprehensive 
measure  the  grievances  of  the  High- 
lands and  Islands  will  be  constantly 
brought  before  him.  My  hon.  Friend 
has  spoken  of  the  projected  railway 
between  Garve  and  Ullapool.  The 
result  of  such  a  line  will  be  that  the 
fish  caught  will  be  many  hours  nearer 
market,  and  we  all  know  that  the  de- 
mand for  fresh  fish  in  London  is  almost 
inexhaustible.  This  line  of  railway, 
therefore,  will  be  of  incalculable  benefit. 
Then  there  is  the  question  of  light- 
houses. To-night  I  put  a  Question  to 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
reference  to  the  necessity  of  setting  up 
additional  lights  on  the  North- Western 
coast  by  night  and  day.  There  is  con- 
siderably more  traffic  on  the  North- 
West  Coast  than  formerly,  but  when 
additional  lighthouses  are  asked  for, 
it  is  said  there  is  no  money.  I  and 
my  hon.  Friends  ask  no  more  than 
our  share  of  the  attention  of  the 
Government.  I  assure  the  Govern- 
ment that,  though  there  is  a  deal  of 
distress  and  dissatisfaction  in  the  High- 
lands, there  is  no  place  where  there  is 
more  loyalty  to  the  Crown.  Taking  all 
the  facts  into  consideration,  I  hope  the 
Government  will  grapple  compre- 
hensively with  the  grievances  of  the 
Highland  people. 

Mr,  Fraser- Mackintosh 


*Dr.  M'DONALD    (Eoss    and    Cro- 
marty) :  I  am  very  pleased  at  the  satifl- 
factory  speech  in  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the   St.   BoUok 
Division   of    Glasgow   has   raised   this 
subject.     He  spoke  as  strongly  as  aiqr 
of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House  oouldy 
but  t  cannot  help  regarding  it  as  a  mis- 
fortune that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  help  us  to  place  a  Government  in 
power  who  will  do  some  of  the  things  we- 
want  for  the  Highlands.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham    (Mr.    Chamberlain)    has- 
made  several  pilgrimages  in  the  High- 
lands.     He  has  told  the  Highlanders 
what  they  want  and  what  they  ought  to 
have  from  the  present  Government ;  but 
he,  at  the  same  time,  is  very  oaref  ol  to 
tell  the  present  Government  that  evei^ 
if  they  do  not  do  these  things  he  will 
still  stand  by  them.      Any  Member  of 
the    House    who    knows     the    Higl^ 
landers  knows  that  they  are  not  going 
to  be  caught    by  such  chafiT  as   tluiit. 
I     believe,      and      the      Highlandess 
believe,  in    people  who    ask   for  good 
measures,    and    who    will     do    all    in 
their  power  to   get  them.     Now,  ^e 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Caldwell)  referred 
very  properly  to  the  treatment  of  Seot- 
land  in  respect  to  the  Probate  Duty. 
The  Scottish  people  are  not  getting  full 
justice  done  them.     Take  the  case  of 
the    Fishery    Grant.      The    price    of 
an     ordinary     fishing*boat     is      fronv 
£300   to   £400,  and   yet  the  Govern- 
ment   insist    upon    getting     25     per 
cent,   of  the  amount  from  the  people^ 
You   might   just  as  well    insist    upont 
getting  the  whole  amount.     After  much 
trouble  we  prevailed  on  the  Government- 
to  take  1 0  per  cent,  and  even  that  we 
found    great    difficulty  in  getting   the 
people  to  provide,  so  great  was  their 
poverty.     In  the  case  of  piers  and  har- 
bours,   too,    the    Government    reqaire 
25  per  cent,  and  I  am  sorry  they  have- 
not  seen  their  way  to  reduce  the  earn  to- 
10  per  cent.     8ome  of  my  constitaente 
have  asked  me  what  the  Government- 
will  do  by  way  of  assisting  them  in  the 
making  of   a    pier,   and  I  have  been 
obliged  to  tell  them  that,  according  te 
the  present  regulations,  they  can  only 
get  so  much  from  the  GovernmoBt.     L 
know  their  answer  will  be,  **  You  might 
as  well  ask  us  to  raise  as  many  milliona 
as  you  do  hundreds."     Eeferenoe  has 
been  made  to  emigration.     Unqae8tk»- 
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ably  99  per  cent  of  the  people  you  send 
away  are  improved,  but  it  is  not  the 
people  who  have  gone  away  that  we 
have  to  deal  with ;  it  is  the  people  who 
stay  with  you.  The  flower  of  the  people 
emigrate,  and  leave  at  home  the  poor 
and  weak  and  the  miserable.  So  much 
the  worse  for  you  when  you  come  to  want 
defenders  for  the  country.  One  matter 
of  great  importance  has  been  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Inverness- shire  (Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh),  and  that  is  the  con- 
struction of  a  new  railway  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Scotland.  The  fishing 
grounds  about  the  Island  of  Lewis  are  of 
the  very  best,  and  might  be  largely  de- 
veloped if  the  communication  with  the 
great  centres  of  population  were  im- 
proved. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  expressed  the  wish  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  facilities  for  railway 
and  other  communication  in  Ireland.  I 
at  once  fastened  upon  that  statement, 
and  thought  that,  if  Ireland  was  to  get 
each  advantage,  we  in  the  North  of  Scot- 
land would  stand  a  similar  chance.  But 
even  in  the  matter  of  postal  facilities, 
instead  of  getting  increased  facilities,  we 
find  those  we  have  already  enjoyed  being 
out  off,  on  the  ground,  according  to  the 
Postmaster  General,  that  the  service 
does  not  pay.  It  is  these  things  which 
lead  to  a  great  deal  of  indignation 
amongst  the  people ;  it  is  these  things 
that  lead  to  the  demand  in  Scotland  for 
Home  Rule. 

♦CoLONBL  MALCOLM  (Argyllshire)  : 
I  think  that  nothing  illustrates  the  dif- 
ficulty of  dealing  with  this  subject  more 
completely  than  the  difference  between 
the  views  of  the  Mover  and  the  Seconder 
of  the  Amendment.  The  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Bollox  (Mr.  Caldwell)  said  that 
the  people  of  the  Lews  depended  on 
the  fishing,  and  not  on  the  land, 
whereas  the  hon.  Member  for  Inver- 
ness-shire (Mr.  Fraser  -  Mackintosh) 
said  that  the  land  was  the  principal 
source  of  the  people's  livelihood. 
Both  hon.  Gentlemen  were  to  a  certain 
extent  right,  but  what,  however,  I  want 
to  allude  to  more  particularly  is  the 
propositions  which  were  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Bollox  by  way  of 
amending  the  position  of  these  poor 
people.  In  the  first  place,  he  proposed 
the  establishment  of  a  permanent  and 
successful  fishery.  I  only  wish  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  or  anyone  else,  could  devise 


the  means  of  establishing  a  permanent 
and  successful  fishery ;  it  would  save 
those  who  have  to  do  with  the  districts 
particularly  affected  a  great  deal  of 
trouble.  I  am  afraid  that,  however 
skilful  the  Government  may  be,  they  will 
not  be  able  to  devise  such  a  scheme. 
But  they  may  do  a  good  deal  towards 
rendering  the  fishery  more  successful, 
and  in  that  way  I  cordially  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  amount  of 
money  spent,  particularly,  on  harbours 
in  suitable  positions,  would  be  of  th» 
greatest  value.  I  think  if  it  can  b» 
proved — and  I  am  certain  there  are  many 
ports  on  the  West  Coast  of  Scotland  where 
it  can  be  proved — that  these  harbours 
would  be  of  the  greatest  service,  and 
where  endeavours  ought  to  be  made  to 
construct  them  they  ought  to  be  harbours 
of  refuge,  because  what  we  really  want 
is  shelter  for  the  vessels  and  boats — 
places  where  they  can  lie  afloat.  Con- 
sequently the  refuge  form  of  breakwater 
will  answer  all  purposes.  It  is  true  that 
the  fishermen  have  not  money  to  spend 
upon  these  harbours  beforehand,  but 
they  are  perfectly  willing  to  pay  fair 
dues  for  the  use  of  them.  I  think  that 
if  careful  inquiries  were  made  by  the 
Government,  or  by  whatever  branch  of 
the  Government  would  have  to  lend  the 
money,  it  would  be  found  that  there 
was  a  sufiicient  guarantee  that  the  money 
would  be  repaid  in  the  course  of  years. 
As  regards  the  projected  railway,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  that  also  would  be  of  great 
benefit,  but  I  am  afraid  it  would  be 
hardly  fair  to  pick  out  one  particular 
line  when  there  are  other  lines  at  present 
being  promoted  by  private  individuals, 
and  also  seeking  to  reach  the  West 
Coast,  though  not[goingas  far  asUllapooL 
Ag^in,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  in- 
crease of  telegraphic  communication 
through  the  Highlands,  and  the  increase 
of  coast  communication  by  means  of 
regular  steamers,  are  two  of  the  most 
ready  ways  of  removing  a  good  deal  of 
the  difficulty  that  we  labour  under 
in  bringing  fresh  fiish  to  market. 
In  encouraging  increased  communica- 
tion of  this  sort,  the  Government  would 
confer  a  very  great  benefit  on  the  whole 
system.  As  regards  rates,  I  am  afraid 
the  answer  of  the  Railway  Companies 
would  be  that  if  for  fish  they  were  to 
charge  the  same  rate  as  for  beer,  then 
the  two  commodities  must  be  despatched 
at  an  equal  rate  of  speed,  and  then  I 
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^ancy  that  by  the  time  the  fish  arrived 
at  any  large  central  market  it  would 
most  likely  be  seized  and  condemned 
as  unfit  for  human  food.  I  do  hope 
this  discussion  will  be  of  service  in 
calling  attention  to  the  facts,  and  that 
the  Government  will  consider  how  best 
it  can  invest  and  get  the  safest  return 
for  its  money,  in  alleviating  the  distress 
that  undoubtedlv  exists. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn): 
I  think  that  in  one  respect  the  people  of 
the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland 
are  very  fortunate.  They  seem  to  have 
attracted  the  attention  and  notice  of  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party,  and  I  think  that 
any  section  of  the  human  race  who  have 
done  that  are  to  be  congratulated.  I  ima- 
gine that  this  Motion  was  thought  of  and 
brought  into  existence  on  a  r^'cent  tour 
in  Scotland  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham,  be- 
causa  I  noticed  that  at  the  many  ban- 
quets at  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  entertained  promises 
were  made  to  the  Scjtch  people — 
bribes  of  all  kinds,  sorts,  and  de- 
scriptions were  held  out  to  them 
to  secure  their  good-will.  It  is  rather 
atrange  that  the  chief  actor  in  the 
Scottish  drama  of  Liberal  Unionist 
progress  is  not  present — I  mean  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham ;  and  after  the 
speeches  he  made  only  a  fortnight  ago, 
I  confess  I  am  very  much  surprised  that 
this  distinguished  ornament  of  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  is  not  with  us  to 
support  the  very  excellent  objects  of  the 
Motion  now  under  discussion.  We  must 
endeavour  to  get  on  without  his  presence. 
I  certainly  do  think  that  this  Motion  is 
one  which,  coming  from  whatever 
quarter  it  may,  ought  to  receive  our 
cordial  support.  I  feel  myself  the 
greatest  disappointment  that  Her 
Majesty ^s  gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne  contains  no  reference  to  Scotland. 
We  all  know  the  different  attempts 
which  have  been  made  to  get  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  deal  seriously 
with  Scotch  business.  We  endeavoured 
in  every  way  to  do  this  last  Session. 
We  brought  forward  Motions  without 
«nd — on  the  Estimates  and  otherwise — 
for  this  purpose,  and  wo  were  always 
told  that  this  was  to  be  a  Scotch  Session. 
Well,  the  Scotch  business  spoken  of  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  is,  it  seems,  simply 
to  be  the  well-worn  Scotch  University 
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Bill  which  we  have  all  heard  of  so 
often,  and  this  promise  of  Local  Govern- 
ment. We  are.  certainly,  now  dealing 
with  apropnsal  which  ought  to  impresi 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
importance  of  dealing  more  particalariy 
and  more  seriously  with  Scotch  business, 
and  of  taking  it  up  in  a  statesmanlike 
manner,  and  not  leaving  it  to  take 
iU  chance,  as,  according  to  my  ex- 
perience, the  House  of  Commons  always 
has  done.  What  does  the  Motion  pro- 
pose ?  It  has  reference  to  a  state  of 
affairs  as  to  the  Highlands  and  Islands  of 
Scotland ;  and  here  I  have  some  diffi- 
culty. In  the  few  observations  I  have 
to  trouble  the  House  with  I  shall  have 
to  speak  of  certain  districts  which  do 
not,  I  believe,  come  in  what  are  ealled 
'*the  Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scot- 
land." There  is  great  difference  of 
opinion  amongst  Scotch  people  as  to 
where  the  Highlands  of  Sitotland  begin 
and  where  they  end  ;  and  I  trust,  there- 
fore, that  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  not 
think  it  necessary  to  call  me  to  order 
if  I  refer  to  parti  of  Scotland  which, 
by  many  people,  are  not  regarded  as  in 
the  Highlands,  so  that  there  may  be  no 
doubt  upon  this  question.  I  propose  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  leave  out  from 
the  Motion  before  the  House  the  words 
'*  Highlands  and  Islands,"  so  that  the 
Motion  will  be  made  to  deal  generally 
with  Scotland  without  restraint  at  all. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  introdooed 
this  matter  pointed  out  the  condition  of 
the  Highlands  and  Islands,  and  how 
much  is  required  to  be  done  there.  It 
is  in  connection  with  the  condition  of 
these  parts  of  Scotland  that  the  fishing 
industry  has  been  so  much  spoken  of. 
That  industry,  I  would  point  out,  is  not 
altogether  confined  to  the  Highlands  and 
Islands.  There  are  hundreds  and 
thousands  of  fishermen,  I  might  say,  in 
other  counties  beyond  those  usually  re- 
garded as  in  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  —  men  whom  I  imagine 
require  quite  as  much  care  and  quite  as 
much  looking  after  as  the  fishermen  in 
any  other  part  of  the  country.  There  are, 
for  instance,  the  tii^hermen  of  Aberdeen, 
of  the  Moray  Firth,  and  of  the  South 
Coast,  all  of  whom,  I  venture  to  think, 
suffer  from  the  want  of  beneficial  legis- 
lation. I  have  drawn  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  this  matter,  but 
hitherto  without  success.  I  do  not  sap- 
pose  there  is  much  to  be  hoped  froia 
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the  present  Government,  or  even  from  an 
ordinary  Liberal  Government — because 
in  this  matter  I  have  to  complain  of  the 
inaction  of  both  Parties.  I  think  thej 
have  both  shut  their  eyes  to  the  neces- 
sity for  legislation  in  the  interest  of 
the  fishing  industry.  But  I  am  of  a 
hopeful  disposition,  and  I  trust  that  by 
constantly  bringing  forward  these  ques- 
tions something  at  length  may  be  done. 
There  is  a  difficulty  as  to  bringing  fish 
to  market.  I  should  have  expected  to 
have  seen  in  Her  Majesty's  Speech  some 
such  passage  as  this — **The  condition 
of  the  fishing  industry  is  most  unsatis- 
factory, because,  whereas  it  is  found  that 
the  fishermen  get  a  very  small  price  for 
their  fish,  it  is  also  found  that  the  con- 
sumer pays  for  it  an  exorbitant  and 
extravagant  price."  I  venture  to  think 
that  there  is  no  more  important  question 
connected  with  the  fishing  industry  and 
the  supply  of  food  to  this  country  than 
this,  and  I  cannot  imagine  how  time 
could  be  better  occupied  by  a  Special 
Ck>mmiAsion  than  in  considering  how 
the  difficulties  surrounding  this  question 
can  be  successfully  grappled  with. 
If  you  go  to  the  fishing  piers,  where  the 
fish  are  brought  for  sale,  you  can  often 
buy  a  large  cod  fish  for  ninepence. 
[^Lauphter.']  The  Lord  Advocate  laughs 
at  that,  but  I  can  assure  hiiu  that  I  am 
not  exaggerating  in  the  slightest  de^^ree, 
and  that  I  can  prove  what  I  say.  Soles 
and  haddocks  are  sold  at  proportionate 
prices.  So  much  for  the  fishermen. 
When,  however,  yon  go  to  Edinburgh, 
or  any  other  large  town,  the  prices  you 
have  to  pay  for  fish  are  grossly  exorbi- 
tant, compared  with  the  amounts  the 
fishermen  receive,  and  I  maintain  that 
this  IS  a  most  important  subject,  and 
that  the  Government  ought  to  inquire 
into  if,  to  find  out  how  it  all  comes  to 
pass.  Discussions  have  occurred  as  to 
how  it  does  come  to  pass.  The  railway 
authorities,  of  whom  there  are  a  large 
number  in  this  House,  tell  us  that  it  is 
not  their  fault.  They  say  that  they  carry 
their  fish  in  the  most  economical  manner, 
and  they  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen, 
representing  other  businesses,  say  that 
the  fault  lies  with  the  Billingsgate  ring. 
Well,  be  that  as  it  may,  I  contend  that 
we  ought  to  have  some  Select  Committee 
or  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
matter,  and  get  at  the  bottom  of  it. 
The  Government  is  in  a  state  of  paralysis 
on  the  matter.    They  have  done  nothing. 


and,  so  far  as  we  know,  they  intend  to 
do  nothing.  Then  there  is  another 
question  of  vast  importance — namely, 
that  of  harbours  for  fishermen.  Many 
hon.  Members  say  that  they  experienced 
great  difficulty  in  getting  money  in  re- 
spect of  small  matters  connected  with  the 
fishinfif  industry,  and  I  have  experienced 
that  difficulty  aNo.  I  find  not  only  a 
difficulty  in  getting  money,  but  I  find 
that  the  Government  do  not  grasp  the 
question  as  they  ought,  or  take  an  ade- 
quate amount  of  trouble  with  regard  to 
it.  I  asked  a  question  the  other  day, 
and  last  Session  I  interrogated  the 
Government  as  to  what  steps  they  in- 
tended to  take  to  constitute  local  bodies 
of  fishermen  with  power  to  deal  with 
local  fishery  questions.  I  pressed  the 
matter  upon  the  attention  of  Ministers 
when  the  English  Local  Government 
Bill  was  before  the  House.  I  moved  an 
Amendment  to  that  measure,  for  the 
purpose  of  constituting  in  the  maritime 
counties  District  Fishery  Boards,  who 
would  have  power  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  harbours,  trawling,  bait,  harbour  dues, 
and  various  other  things  with  reference 
to  the  fishing  industry.  I  regret  to  say, 
however,  that  through  some  informality 
this  Amendment  was  ruled  out  of  order. 
I  was  unable  to  get  it  under  discussion 
either  in  the  House  itself  or  in  Com- 
mittee, and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  said  he 
would  resist  every  attempt  to  introduce 
into  it  any  such  Amendment.  Well, 
the  Government  did  do  something  on  this 
important  question.  They  brought  in  a 
Bill — and  it  became  law — for  the  pur- 
pose of  forming  District  Fishery  Coun- 
cils in  England.  But  the  functions  and 
powers  given  to  these  District  Fishery 
Councils  were  very  insufficient,  and  if 
these  Councils  are  created  it  will  be 
found  that  they  will  have  little  or 
nothing  to  do,  and  I  wish  now  to  caution 
the  Lord  Advocate  against  making  the 
same  mistake  with  regard  to  Scotland. 
I  ask  the  Government  this  year  to  intro- 
duce, either  as  part  of  their  Scotch 
Local  Government  Scheme,  or  as  a 
separate  measure,  something  to  create  a 
tribunal  which  will  have  power  to  deal 
with  the  local  fishery  interests  in  the 
various  maritime  counties  of  Scot- 
land. It  will  be  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  how  the  subject 
can  be  best  dealt  with,  but  the 
point  which  is  material  is  that,  first  of 
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all,  when  you  create  the  Councils,  you 
Hhould  let  them  be  properly  constituted 
and  have  upon  them  men  elected  by 
people  of  the  district,  and  not  nominated 
as  they  are  under  the  Salmon  Fisheries 
Bill  of  last  year.  Let  the  members  of  the 
Councils  be  properly  elected,  and  give 
them  a  ratinp:  power  over  a  certain  area 
such  as  will  be  benefited  by  the 
fisheries  ;  give  them  power  to  deal  with 
the  fishing  harbours,  and  give  them 
power  over  the  trawling  question  and 
harbour  dues,  and  give  them  power  to 
make  regulations  for  the  sale  of  fish, 
and  to  deal  with  various  other  matters  of 
that  kind.  Unless  there  are  local  fisherv 
districts  created  by  the  Scotch  Local 
Government  Bill,  1  warn  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate that  I  shall  find  it  my  duty  to 
oppose  that  measure  in  every  possible 
way,  because  I  do  not  believe  there  can 
be  a  proper  scheme  without  such  a  pro- 
yision.  I  think  in  this  I  shall  have  the 
sympathy  and  support  of  many 
other  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  and  I  must  say  I  think 
the  Government  should  be  care- 
ful what  they  are  about  on  this 
matter,  as  it  is  very  possible  that  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  may  leave  them 
at  any  moment.  I  also  think  that  the 
Government  should  deal  with  the  Land 
question  of  Scotland.  Certain  charges 
of  a  very  serious  character  have  been 
brought  against  the  Government  as  to 
their  legislation  in  favour  of  landlords. 
I  think  that  it  is  to  be  regretted  that 
the  legislation  of  last  year  gave  the 
Scotch  landlords  such  a  large  sum  of 
money.  Everyone  knows  that  there  is 
a  pressing  necessity  for  legislation  on 
this  question  in  Scotland ;  but  what  is 
the  legislation  which  should  have  been 
proposed  ?  Why,  there  are  long  leases 
in  Scotland  which  bring  about  great 
trouble  and  disaster  to  the  tenants  on 
many  estates,  and  the  matter  has  been 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  no  avail.  This  should  be  dealt 
with ;  but  I  am  gradually  coming  to 
look  upon  every  measure  introduced 
by  the  Government,  constituted  as  it  is 
at  present,  as  absolutely  hopeless.  It 
seems  altogether  a  waste  of  time  to 
attempt  to  get  anything  done;  and 
with  regard  to  what  the  Government 
do  bring  forwaid,  1  think  we  ought  to 
•peak  very  strongly.  Their  chief  pro- 
posal as  to  land  18  to  give  £10,000  to 
emigration.     Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman 

Mr.  Anderson 


who  introduced  the  Amendment  has 
(^aid,  and  I  think  very  truly — if  he  did 
not  say  it,  at  any  rate  I  will  say  it — 
that  the  payment  of  that  £10,000  it 
simply  putting  so  much  monej 
into  the  pocket  of  Lady  Matheaon — 
and  here  I  would  tell  the  Govemment 
that  we  intend,  or  at  least  I,  certainly, 
intend,  to  oppose  that  grant  altogether, 
for  the  reason  that  the  Govemaient  has 
selected  certain  parts  of  Scotland  that 
they  intend  to  benefit.  Why  is  the 
estate  of  Lady  Matheson  ooly  to  be 
benefited  by  this  grant  ?  If  you  are  to 
introduce  a  scheme  of  State-aided  emi- 
gration— as  to  the  policy  of  which  I  have 
grave  doubts— I  cannot  understand  why 
one  estate  should  be  mainly  benefited. 
I  could  find,  indeed  I  know  at  the 
present  time,  many  persons  who  would  be 
glad  to  receive  £lOO  or  £150  from  the 
Government  on  loan  to  go  to  Canada  and 
start  a  small  settlement.  But  the 
Government  say  that  that  is  not  within 
the  purview  of  their  scheme,  and  they 
will  not  do  it.  Their  attempt  is  a  small 
patchwork  attempt,  which  will  do  no 
good  to  anyone  but  the  landlord.  It  is 
idle  to  say  that  it  deserves  even  the 
name  of  administrative  ability,  let  alone 
statesmanship.  The  plan  will  do  little 
or  no  good,  and  will  cause  a  great  deal 
of  jealousy  and  heart-burning  to  people 
who  are  not  assisted,  but  who  are  left  oat 
in  the  cold.  I  cannot  help  feeling  that 
one  ought  not  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  at  greater  length,  but  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  this  Motion  raises  questions 
which  might  lead  one  to  speak  at  much 
greater  length,  because  it  raises  points 
which  affect  the  general  legislation  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  Scotch 
afifairs.  One  might  be  induced  to  ask 
what  it  is  the  Government  have  done 
since  they  came  into  office  as  a  Ministry. 
This  Motion  is  a  serious  attack  made  by 
the  Liberal  Unionists  upon  the  GoTem- 
ment — an  attack  seriously  entered  upon 
and  supported  by  most  powerful  argu- 
ments. The  Leaders  of  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party,  I  regret  to  see,  are  not 
in  their  places;  but,  no  doubt,  when  they 
come  in  later  on,  we  shall  witness  on 
their  part  a  most  determined  and  over- 
whelming attack  made  upon  the  Govern- 
ment. And  now,  finally,  I  have  only  to 
move  the  Amendment  to  which  I  have 
referred — though  if  it  is  likely  to  lead 
to  inconvenion<re  I  will  not  press  it. 
My  proposal  is  to  omit  from  the  fourth 
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line  of  the  Amendment  the  words  ^*and 
the  Highlands  and  Islands,"  and  to  omit 
from  line  6  **the  said  Highlands  and 
Islands/'  in  order  to  insert  there  the 
word  ••Scotland." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  words 
«*the  Highlands  and  Islands  of."~ 
(J/y*.  Anderson,) 

Mr.  ANDERSON,  again  rising,  with- 
drew his 'Amendment. 

Question,  '*  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Original  Amendment  again  proposed. 

♦Mr*  C.  GRAHAM :  I  would  point 
out  to  the  Lord  Advocate  that  Scotch 
Members  are  practically  at  one  with 
the  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Caldwell), 
and  that  there  exist  in  many  cases, 
with  which  he  is,  I  suppose,  more  fami- 
liar than  I  am  myself,  distress  and  want 
in  these  distant  islands.  In  Lewis  some 
of  the  families  do  not  hold  any  stock 
whatever.  Sometimes  their  whole 
capital  consists  of  two  hens,  or  two 
sheep,  or  something  miserable  of 
that  sort.  Really,  when  we  hear 
of  the  proposals  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  fabulous 
sums  of  public  money  to  expend  upon 
national  defences,  as  I  suppose  we 
must  call  them,  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that,  with  an  expression  of  opinion  so 
united  from  the  Scotch  Members,  we 
might  at  least  have  expected  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  represented  in 
solitary  or  dual  state  upon  the  Treasury 
Bench,  that  there  was  some  proposition  to 
be  submitted  to  this  House  for  the  relief 
of  these  unfortunate  people.  I  will  not 
refer  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission.  I  never  could  see 
the  use  of  the  Royal  Commission.  It  is 
an  agreeable  way  of  spending  time  and 
wasting  public  money;  and  when  you 
get  it  you  apparently  hold  it  in  the 
recesses  of  public  offices,  and  there  the 
matter  rests.  We  have  heard  some  in- 
teresting remarks  to-night  from  Mem- 
bers who  sit  on  the  Government  benches, 
dealing  with  this  question  from  a  point 
of  view  which  is  absolutely  novel  to  me. 
If  I  correctly  interpret  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Argyleshire, 
a  little  blooming  Arcadia  exists  in 
those  spots  to  which  he  referred ;  but, 
after  the  strong  remarks  we  have  heard 


from  those  wlio  represent  the  feelings 
of  the  crufting  class  of  the  population, 
I  hope  we  shall  have  some  expression  of 
sympathy  from  the  Lord  Advocate  and 
from  Her  Majesty^n  Government. 
♦Mr.  ANGUS  SUTHERLAND  (Suth- 
eriaud ; :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  obseirve  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber proceeds  upon  the  fact  that 
eertaiu  concessions  have  b^en.  njade  to 
Ireland,  and  that  there  is  no  reason  why 
the  t>a  ne  concessinos  .ought  not  to  be 
extended  to  the  Highlands  and  Islands 
of  Scotland,  seeing  that  the  conditions 
in  each  case  are  similar.  But  I 
beg  to  point  out  that  the  voice 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Highlands 
has  not  been  any  more  listened 
to  than  the  voice  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  my  hon.  Friend  might  have 
pursued  points  of  similarity  further  than 
he  did.  I  have  no  very  great  hope  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  really 
undertake  anything  for  the  benefit  of 
the  people  of  the  Highlands.  We  have 
brought  the  case  before  them  on  pre- 
vious occasions,  and  they  have  so  per- 
sistently refused  to  do  anything,  that 
I  am  afraid,  as  formerly,  our  labour 
will  be  in  vain.  Now,  however,  that 
the  Party  (Unionist)  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  belongs  brings  the  subject 
forward,  I  trust  a  better  result  will 
follow,  for,  if  not,  the  people  of  the 
Highlands  will  be  apt  to  say  that  one 
Party  has  as  little  influence  in  the 
House  of  Commons  as  another.  If 
political  gratitude  is  not  altogether  ex- 
tinct in  the  bosoms  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  they  will  give  consideration 
to  what  has  been  brought  before  them 
on  this  occasion,  seeing  that  that  the 
Amendment  is  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Rollox,  and  seconded  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Inverness-shire. 
The  Member  for  St.  Rollox  stated  that 
in  his  opinion  the  money  given  recently 
for  the  relief  of  taxation  went  entirely 
to  the  landlords.  Of  course,  we  know 
very  well  that  nearly  everything  under- 
taken in  the  Highlands  has  been 
for  the  benefit  of  the  landlord  class. 
That  is  what  we  complain  of. 
Though  the  landlords  are  numerically 
few,  everything  done  for  the  Highlands 
goes  to  their  benefit.  The  people  of  the 
Highlands  and  Islands  declare  that  the 
Government  have  persistently  kept  be- 
fore them  emigration  and  nothing  else, 
so    that    the    policy  which    has    been 
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land  quest  ion  that  has  ever  been  g'iTen, 
and  that  is  the  atatement   of  the  High- 
land question  ^iven  by  the  people  them- 
selves.     The  hon.  Member  for  Argyle- 
shire  called   attention   to   the    want  of 
telegraphic  and  postal  com muDicat ions. 
I  would  beg  to  point  out  to  him  that  he 
himself  supports  a  Government  which, 
ineitead    of    increasing,     has       actuallj 
lessened  tho^o  communicationp,  and  thej 
are  loss  in  1889  than  they  were  in  1887. 
It  is  a  strange  commentary  upon   the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  that  three 
weeks  ago  the  post-office  and  telegraph 
otfice  were  shut  up  at  Melvich,  in  Suther- 
landshire,  where   a  population  of   700 
people  were  dependent  upon  them,  and 
the  people  now,  if  they  want  a  postage 
stamp  have  to  go  several  miles.     I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  that 
matter  into  cimsideration.    With  regard 
to  the    question  of   harbours   and  ths 
development  of  the  material  resources  of 
the  Western  Highlands,  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  it  will  be  useless  to  attempt  to 
grapple  with  this  question    unless  the 
Government  recognize  the  claims  of  the 
people.  You  have  given  the  Court  power 
U)  deal  with  rents ;  why  not  g'lTB  them 
power  to  deal  with  the  distribution  of 
land  ?    If  you  do  that,  you  will  find  1ms 
necessity  for  resorting  to   a  system  of 
grants,  by  which  you  will  be  onlj  add> 
iug  ti>  the  local  taxation  of  the  eonntty 
and  applying  the  money  in  the  fonn  eif 
charity ;  and  I  am  sure  the  ri^ht  hem. 
Gentleman  will  not  suppose  it  to  be  sa 
agreeable  thing  for  any  Highlander  <» 
appeal  to  charity  in  order  that  he  asy 
be  maintained  in  his   native   land.    I 
trust,  therefore,  that  he  will  aamsi  i& 
preventing    this    reproach    being 
on  our  pei^ple.     I  have  great  pli 
in  supporting  the  Amendment. 
♦Thk  U>1U>  advocate  ^Mt.  J.  P. 
B.    Eor^EETSox,   Bute^  :    The     ^mimii 
ment    of    the    hon.    Member    for    S:^ 
Bollox  ^Mr.  Caldwell^  does  not  imdsm 
to  be  advanced  in  a  friendly  ipiiix  xr 
the  Government.     On  the  contnoy. 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated,  with  a 
deal  of  detail,  various  objections 
he  entertains  to  their  adminiatrasiiK  jl 
s  were  not    the  }lighlaud«< ;  but  at  the  same  timr  itf- 
abo'dt  the  rents,  yet  the  rects^  have  been    Lah  urged  these  matters  on  the 
r«eiiceii  on  the  average  iro^ii  rJ'.i  to  -30    oi  the  Oovtni ment  with   manifecs 
per  '^mt.     What  we  want  is  that  Her    'verity.     I  think,  however.  Her  Mamies?" » 
Maj'jsty*'*  GcTemment  fcho^jld  re';o^Ll/jr    Ooverumeijl    may    congratuiate 
icat  "aie  'T'jmsiation  they  ^l\}\**}]i:.uA  l.,afc    bolveK  on  orje  feature  of  the  diss 
the  nest  rjsiement  ol  tL<:  ^^'        '  Hud  that  it  that  we  seem  now.  ior 


1  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  M(*iubor  for  St. 
[{ollox  irt   juMt  tho  comphMuont  of  the 
other  poli(\v  of  oniit^ratioii.     A  groat  deal 
haM  been   naid  with  regard  to  the  con- 
struction ftf  harbouiH,  but  that  is  incom- 
patible wilh  th«^  policy  of  Ili»r  Majesty's 
(iovornmont,  Im'cmuho,  if  the  people  an> 
expatriati'd,  what  in  the  uho  of  conntruct- 
ing  harbour:*?      They   would   bo  of  no 
gi>od  in  the  world  uiiIesM  the  people  had 
atvoHit  to  the  only  nieann  of  livelihood 
within  their   reach.      The   Amendment 
expn^sses  regret  at  the  abAouce  of  any 
|Huicy  for  thtMlevelopuieut  of  the  material 
resources  of  the  Highlands.     I  state  that 
the  tirst  material  ri'souroe  of  the  people 
is  the  land,  and  until  something  is  done 
to  bring  back  the  people  driven  fn>m  it^ 
there  is  no  use  in  constructing  harbtmrs. 
1  admit  that  a  policy  of  building  har- 
bours  might    be   wisely   undertaken  if 
concurrent  with  a  redistiibtition  of  the 
land.     There  is  no  doubt  that  wer«>  such 
A  ludicy  adopted  with  n^ganl  to  the  land, 
there  would  he  aaiplesiHtpe  and  need  for 
erecting   bar  hours  and  developing  the 
tisheries.     It  is  vain  and  idle  to  (av  that 
thA     llighlunds    an^    ctMigcsted.       Un- 
doubtedly, tht^y  are  congt^sted  in  certain 
Kn'slities;  but  the  tpiestion  is.  Are  the}* 
C(>ngest4vl  as  a   whole?     In  a  countn* 
where  there  are  eiirht  square  miles  for 
every    man,    woman,    and   child,   it  is 
absurtl  to  say  that  it  is  ctmgested.  Some- 
thing has  been  said  aln^ut  the  loyalty  of 
the  people  of  t  h  e  H  i  gb  I  an  d  s.    T  hey  have 
been  loyal :    but  what  reward  has  their 
loyalty    m«»l  ?      It    is    perfectly    well- 
known   to   ibe  lAini  Advivate  and  the 
Government     that    there    is    no    bodv 
of  pe«>ple  of  the  same  small  numerical 
strength  who  have  done  more  to  build 
tip  the  K.mpir*^  than  the  j>ei^ple  of  the 
Highlands,  and  their  reward  has  been 
that   thev  have  been  driven  out  before 
wild  beasts  and  sheep.     What  «e  wish 
to  see  is  a  rovirsal  of  this  policy.     It  is 
of  no   use   Her   Majesty's  Govtmment 
tinkering    the    question.       The    Koyal 
CVi>mmis8ion  said,  that  though  the  ques- 
tion of  rent  was  brought    before  them 
ras  never  brought  before  them  in  the 
t2:e  degree  as  want  of  land.     Notwith- 
^iing  that  the  complaints 
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first  time  for  sever al  years,  to  have  eo> 
tered  upon  a  diHcusHinn  on  the  condition 
of  tlie  Western  Hi^^hlands  which  fairly  \ 
realizes  and  gfrappl^n  with  the  main  and  ! 
radical  diffioulties  of  the  nituation.     We  • 
hear  now,  aUo  for  the  first  time,   less  | 
about    the  disputes  between   landlords 
and  tenants,  and  very  much  more  about  \ 
the  development  of  the  natural  resources 
of  the  country.     We  have  heard,  to  my 
satisfaction,  and   even   to  my  surprise, 
encouraging  wordH  said  about  schemf  s  of 
emigration.      These    are    the    features 
of  the  present  debate  which  distinguish 
it  from  some  of  the  gloomy  discussions 
to  which  I  have  f  >rmerly  listened,  when 
the  whole  atteut'on  of  Parliament  has 
been  endeavoured  to  be  concentrated  on 
that  isolation  of  the  Western  Highlands 
from  the   resn  of  the  world  which  has 
made  it  neoensary  that  the  landlord  and 
tenant  should  fight  it  out  between  them 
for  a  mere  p«itch  of  ground  unworthy  of 
the  attention  of  either.     We  have  heard 
much  about  the  possibilities  of  develop- 
ment in  the  Western  Highlands,  in  the 
efforts  to  bring  about  which  I  most  com- 
pletely sympathize  ;  and  I  cannot  but 
regret  that  the   hon.   Member    of  St. 
Kollox  and  even   the  hon.  Member  for 
the  North  Western  Division  of  Lanark- 
shire     (Mr.     Cuninghame     Graham), 
should  have  adopted  a  hostile  tone  to- 
wards Her  Majesty*s  Ministers,  whom 
they   might  at  least  credit  with  a  due 
interest  in  the  country   to   which  they 
belong.     We  are  suppoFed   to   grudge 
half  an  hour  to  the  consideration  of  even 
the  most  elementary  feature  in  this  great 
national  question.  Half  an  hour !  Many 
half-hours  and  days  have  been  spent  in 
the  consideration  of  what  is  one  of  the 
weak  points  of  the  social  system  in  Scot- 
land.     It  is  to  the  interest  of  every  [ 
one    who   values   not   only   the   peace 
but  the  credit  of  his  country,  that  every- 
thing should  be  done  that  may  bo  con- 
sistent with  the  dutv  ministers  owe  to 
the     country    generally   to    procure  a 
satisfactory  solution  of  this  problem.    I 
cannot  emplianize  too  strongly  the  regret 
with  which  I  have  heard  the  suggestion 
that  hon.  Members  of  one  party  in  this 
House  are  susceptible  to  the  imputations 
that  have  been  thrown  out  in  regard  to 
their  action  respecting  this  most  delicate 
and    itiiportaut    public    question ;    but 
when  I  turn  to  the  facts  on  which  the 
boo.  Member  for  St.  llollox  has  com- 
mented, I  must  say  I  do  not  think  they 


justify  the  conclusion  he  asks  this  House 
to  affirm.  It  is  not  the  case  that  there 
has  been  any  neglect  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  during  the  present 
year  of  the  interents  of  this  class  of  the 
community.  On  the  contrary,  excep- 
tional measures  have  been  adopted  and 
are  being  carried  out  for  the  ameliora- 
tion of  the  condition  of  the  people  in 
the  West  Highlands.  But  it  is  necessary 
in  the  first  place  to  observe  in  this,  as  in 
all  other  questions  of  local  administra- 
tion, the  principles  that  have  been  laid 
down  for  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  dealing  with  matters  relating  to  the 
relief  of  local  dii^tress.  It  is  absolutely 
impossible  that  merely  because  a  limited 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  live 
in  an  isolated  part  of  the  country,  and 
are  unable  to  obtain  a  full  subsistence 
for  the  land,  the  Government  should 
therefore  break  up  all  the  principles  on 
which  public  money  is  administered.  In 
dealing  with  public  money  where  are 
we  to  stop,  if  we  are  to  carry  out  this 
suggestion  to  the  extent  proposed?  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  instance  in  which 
the  Government  has,  single-handed, 
engaged  in  the  enterprize  of  developing 
the  resources  of  any  part  of  the  country. 
On  the  contrary,  what  the  Government 
requires  to  justify  special  intervention 
is  not  merely  a  certain  measure  of 
distress,  but  some  indication  of  honest 
and  zealous  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
district  to  improve  its  own  fortunes.  It 
is  said  that  the  Government  has  been 
remiss  in  not  proposing  a  scheme  for  the 
development  of  railway  communication. 
Far  be  it  from  me  to  suggest  that  that 
is  not  one  of  the  first  things  that  ought 
to  be  done  in  order  to  open  up  the 
country;  but  when  we  come  to  the 
action  of  the  State  with  regard  to  it,  I 
think  this  debate  furnishes  two  shrewd 
illustrations  of  the  impossibility  of 
gratifying  all  the  requests  that  are  put 
forwiud  by  hon.  Members.  One  came 
from  this  side  of  the  House  and  the 
other  from  the  opposite  benches.  The 
hon.  Member  for  St.  EoUox  has  referred 
to  the  construction  of  a  railway  from 
Garve  to  Ullapool  as  an  enterprize  that 
must  be  fraught  with  good  results.  But 
no  sooner  had  he  dono  so  than  my  hon. 
and  gallant  friend,  the  Member  for 
Argyll  (Colonel  Malcolm),  with  a  vigi- 
lant regard  to  the  interestsjof  his  country^ 
explained  that  there  is  another  line  of 
railway  of  equal  or  surpassing  merit. 
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Well,  if  it  is  held  that  the  Government 
should  engage  in  the  endeavour  to  settle 
what  should  be  done  in  regard  to  compet- 
ing plans  as  to  how  best  to  stare  in  deve- 
loping the  resources  of  the  country,  we 
should  at  once  he  landed  in  a  region  in- 
accessible even  to  the  wisdom  of  Par- 
liament.    We  are  all  agreed,  and  Par- 
liament has  resolved,  that  it  is  desirable 
facilities  should  be  afforded  to  fishermen 
for  obtaining  new  boats ;  and  with  this 
I  most  assuredly  sympathize — but,  at 
the  same  time,  the    idea  wits   hardly 
mooted  when  the  hon.  Membdr  for  Elgin 
eaid  it  was  a  gross  injustice  that  such  u 
favour  should  be  conferred  only  on  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland,  and  expressed  tho 
anxiety  of  those  whom  he  represents  by 
moving  an  Amendment,  for  which  he 
had  some  difficulty  in  finding:  a  seconder. 
The  hon.  Member  for  St.  Eollox  must, 
I  think,  reconsider  some  of  the  proposi- 
tions he  has  advanced  in  his  eagerness 
to  secure  Imperial  funds;  but,  before 
passing  from  this  branch  of  the  subject, 
I  desire  to  emphasize  the  enormous  im- 
portance of  the  matter.     It  is  not  on 
equabbles  over  narrow  crofts  of  ground 
that  the  future  of  the  Highlands  rests. 
It  is  rather  in  the  development  of  their 
aggregate  resources.     It  is  a  past  stage 
in  the  controveray,  the  suggestion  that 
-everyone  must  live  on  land  which  for- 
bids   enterprize   as   being   impossible. 
With  regard  to  emigration,  that  subjeot 
has  been  referred  to  in  a  more  sanguine 
spirit     than     on      former     occasions. 
The  subject  of  emigration  is  one  which 
unquestionably  opens  a  large  field  for 
•discussion ;    but  in  it  lies  one   of  the 
hopes  of  the  Highlands.    The  amount 
proposed  to  be  given  for  this  purpose 
last    Session    was     £10,000 ;     out    he 
greatly   errs    who  supposes   that   this 
sum,     and     the     number    of     people 
who      would      thus     be     dealt     with 
are  at   all  indicative  of  the   views  of 
those    who    promote    the     emigration 
scheme.    It  is  true,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Bollox  says,  that  the  number  of 
families  dealt  with  in  this  way  is  small. 
Thirty  families  last  year   and  40  next 
year  is  only  a   small  number ;  but  the 
great  object  before  the  eyes  of  statesmen 
as  regards  the  Western  Highlands  is 
to  bring  them  into    the   main    stream 
of  human   civilization    and    enterprize. 
When    those    persons     emigrate    they 
carry  with  them  their  language,  their 
religion,  their  habits  of  mind,  and  that 
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loyalty  which  hon.  Members  have  rightly 
commented  upon  as  belonging  to  the 
Scotch  people.   It  is  not,  as  was  formerly 
supposed,  a  step  into  darkness  and  away 
from  home — it  is  simply  a  step  from 
one  part  of  the  country  where  there  it 
less    to    another  part  of  the    Queen's 
dominions  where  there  is  more  hope  and 
larger  opportunities.     I  will  go  further. 
Her   Majesty's  Government    are    most 
anxious  that  a  Committee  should  ait  on 
that  subject  to  consider  whether  the  ex« 
periment  which  has  been  made — for  it 
was  merely  an  experiment — has  been  so 
successful  as  to  encourage  the  further' 
pifosecution  and  development  of  a  Bystem 
of  emigration ;  but,  owing  to  the  action 
of  Gentlemen  on  the  other   side,  the 
reasons  for  which  are  not  quite  palpable, 
that  Committee   was   never  appointed. 
If  it  had  been  appointed  we  might  have 
been  one  step  nearer  what  has  been  to- 
night conceded  to  be  a  desirable  object 
I  pass  now  from  the  question  of  ami* 
gration  to   another   measure  proposed 
and  carried  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  8t 
KoUox  has  made  some  very  sinister  re- 
marks.   He  has  said  that  the  distribu- 
tion of  the  Probate  Dutv  has  not  been 
conducted  with   due  regard  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  different  parts  of  the 
country.     Let  me  remind  him  of  oertaui 
facts.     In  the  first  place,  the  yield  of 
the  Probate  Duty  is  devoted -to    those 
parts  of  the  country  whence  those  duties 
come.    The  hon.  Gentleman  founds  upon 
the  fact  the  complaint  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  are  not  relieving  what  is  loosl 
distress   out  of   Imperial,    but   out  of 
national  resources.      I     should     have 
thought  the   complaint  would  be  the 
other  way,  and  that  it  would  have  been 
said  that  we  are  taking  from  Imperial 
resources  what   ou((ht  to  come  out  of 
local  resources.    The  hon.  Member  is  so 
extreme  that  he  regrets  that,  stepping 
forward  as  the  Government  did  from  the 
area  of  the  ordinary  local  revenue  to 
the  larger  area  of  the  kingdom  of  Soot- 
land,  they  did  not  go  further  and  derive 
the  support  from  the  whole  of  the  tax- 
payers   of    the     United    Kingdom.    I 
should  like  to  know  whether  he  thinks 
there  would  be  a  very  hearty  response 
from  the  people  of  other  parts  of  the 
country  if  it  were  proposed,  for  instanoe, 
to  levy  a   contribution   on  the  urban 
districts  of  England    for  the   relief  of 
persons    irhose  fortunes    are    so    rery 
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distinct  as  those  with  whom  we  are  now 
dealiog?  The  hon.  Member  actually 
fl^es  the  length  of  sayin^^  that  it  is  the 
bounden  duty  of  the  State  to  find 
pecuniary  relief,  or  in  other  words  a 
liTelihood  for  persons  who  have  no 
occupation. 

Mr.  CALDWELL:  I  am  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  doen  not  wish  to 
misrepresent  me.  What  I  stated  was- 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  State  to  provide 
for  able* bodied  persons  willing  to  work 
who  cannot  find  employment;  that  that 
is  done  in  England  by  putting  it  upon 
the  local  rates,  but  that  there  is  no  such 
law  in  Scotland. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE:  I  do  not 
think  that  I  at  all  misunderstood  the  hon. 
Gentleman.     lie  has  stated  his  proposi- 
tion a  little  more  fully,  but  it  does  not 
differ,  either  from  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  already  said  or  from   what  I 
represented  him  as  saying.     Everyone 
is  to  receive  relief  from  the  State,  who 
cannot    tind    occupation.       Find    occu- 
pation— where?    The  hon.  Gentleman, 
if  he  means  anything,  means  that  he  is 
to  stay  at  home  and  that  he  is  not  to 
look  around  him  in  the  wider  world  for 
occupation.     He  said  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  every  man  in  the  poorest  part  of 
the  Highlands  to  stay  where  he  is,  and 
it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  the  State  to 
support  him  in  that  ignoble  resolution. 
It  is  no  more  the  duty  of  the  State  to 
support  such  a  man  than  it  is  to  support 
any  person  who,  born  in  a  town,  chooses 
to  live  on  a  doorstep  because  his  father 
lived  in  the  house  of  which  that  is  the 
doorstep.    The  State  has  no  right   to 
interfere  with  the  causes  which  compel 
the  best  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  to  go 
through  her  dominions  in  search  of  em- 
ployment wherever  it  may  be  found,  and 
it  is  the  bounden  duty  of  those  who  are 
responsible    for  the   administration  of 
affairs  to  speak  plainly  on  that  subject. 
The   hon.    Member  proceeded  a  little 
further,  and  demurred  to  the  bonus  or 
premium    to    the    Highlands,    on    the 
ground  that  it  does  not  reach  the  right 
quarter,  which  it  is  desirable  \o  relieve. 
I  should  like  to  say  a  word  on  that 
subject.     The  hon.  Member  began  by 
saymg    that    the  distress  is  a  tishing 
distress,   owing  to   the    failure  of  the 
herring  fishing ;  and  if  that  be  so,  I  am 
inclined  to  agree  that  the  best  remedy 
would  be  to  try  andfdevelop  the  herring 
fishery ;    but  when   the  hon.  Member 

VOL.  CCCXXXIII.    [third  series.] 


Rnys  that  there  is  an  unfairness  in  th6 
distribution  of  the  bonus  in  the  way  of 
relief  to  local  taxation,  I  hope  I  may  be 
permitted  to  call  attention  to  the  facts 
of    the    case.       In    those  parts  of  the 
Highlands  in   which   there   is  distress, 
the  condition  of  the  landlord  is  an  de- 
plorable as  that  of  the  tenant.     Those 
who  pay  rates  are  paying  sums  which 
would  startle  the  minds  of  those  who 
live    in    better- man  aged    parts   of  the 
country.     The   landlords  are  the  pay- 
masters of  those  districts,  and  it  is  their 
resources  which  keep  the  social  machine 
moving  at  all.    If  the  attempt  which  has 
been  made  to  drive  capital  out  of  those 
districts  were  to  succeed,  not  only  would 
those   districts  be  insolvent,    but  very 
much   worse    than   insolvent,    and   the 
social  machine  would  not  move  at  all. 
It  is  important  to   bear    in   mind  that 
the    pecuniary    aid     which     we    have 
an    opportunity    of   giving    now,    and 
which  we  bad  an  opportunity  of  giving 
last  year,  is  not  given  as  a  favour  or 
benefit  to  individuals,  but  in  order  to 
make  the   Local  Government    authori- 
ties     keep     the       machine     moving, 
and     to     remove    the     possibility    of 
a  deadlock.       I  will  take    as   an    in- 
stance the  case  of  education.      Is  the 
House  aware  that  in  several  parishes, 
sufficiently  numerous  to   form  a  class, 
the  education  machine   has  completely 
broken  down  ?    Schools  are  kept  going 
out  of  the  rates,  and  it  is  a  fact  that 
in  the  class  of  parishes  to  which  I  refer 
the    Parochial  Board  do   not  send  the 
School     Board    the    required    amount, 
with  the  result  that  the  School  Board 
system   has  completely    broken   down, 
and  it  is  deplorable  to  know  that  the 
rates  which  the  Parochial  Board  thus 
failed  to  send  to  the  School  Board  are  ao 
large  an  amount  that  it  became  a  serious 
question  for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
whether  they  should  not  intervene   to 
remove     that    difficulty  and    practical 
deadlock.      I  call  the    hon.  Member's 
attention  to  the  relief  which  has  thus 
been     given    by   Her    Majesty's    Go- 
vernment to  the  schools,    because  the 
lion.    Member  is  not  only  a  frequen,t 
speaker  in  the  Highlands,  but  a  still 
more  frequent    speaker    on    the    sub- 
ject   of   education.    We    have,    by   a 
scheme    which  lias   met   with    accept- 
ance from  the  School  Boards  chiefly  in- 
terested, been  able  to  tide  the  School 
Boards    over   their   difficulties.     That 
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6cbeme     combines      greater      admini- 
strati  ve  energy  with  greater  economy. 
I  grant  that  the  relief  must  be  tem- 
porary,  but  it  has  been  of  immense 
serTice  to  the  Highlanders  in  enabling 
them  to  sret  ever  the  difficulty  as  to  the 
rates.     Every  year  shows  that  educa- 
tion is  one  of  the  great  means  of  open- 
ing up  the  Highlands  and  connecting  it 
with  tlie  outer  world,  and  I  think  the 
lion.  Member  for  Sutherlandshire  (Mr. 
A.  I^utherland)  will  agree  with  me  that 
we  could  not  do  a  better  service  to  the 
distressed  counties  than  by  helping  them 
in  the  matter  of  education.     What  has 
happened     is    this.      That     although 
education  has  been  rendered  unpopular 
by  the  pressure  upon  the  rates,  every 
year  shows  that  education  is  the  great 
means  of  opening  up    the   Highlands 
and  connecting  them  with    the  outer 
world,  and  upon  a  limited  scale  efforts 
are  been  made  to  lighten  local  taxa- 
tion   and  increasing   and    stimulating 
those     energies     of     the     people     in 
other    directions   which  have   hitherto 
been     allowed     to     be     dormant    in 
those  parts  of  the  country.    It  is  a  most 
disagreeable  task  for  a  Scotchman  and 
a  Scotch  Minister  to  pass  a  rebuke  upon 
any  part  of  his  own  countrymen,  but  I 
consider  it  my  duty  to  say  that  the  dif- 
^culties  of  that  part  of  the  Highlands 
have  not  been  met  with  that  energy  and 
enterprize  that  might  have  been  dis- 
played.   These  are  plain  words,   but  it 
is  only  right  that  they  should  be  spoken, 
and  I  would  rather  express  them  my- 
self than  leave    them    to    an   English 
Member  to  speak.    It  is  necessary  that 
this  part  of  the  country  of    all  others 
tBhould  not  be  encouraged  to  abandon  the 
duty  of  self-help  and  sink  into  a  state 
of  inertness.     Thehon.  Member  for  St. 
BoUox  has  pointed  to  matters  with  re- 
gard to  which  he  charges  the  Govern- 
ment with  inactivity,  but  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  given  the  most  anxious 
attention  to  the  whole  subject  of  the 
Highlands.     I  sympathize  with  all  that 
the  hon.  Member  has  said  on  the  subject 
of  the  fisheries,  but  the  hon.  Member 
also  complained  of  the  fishing- banks  not 
having  been  surveyed.      Has   the  hon. 
Member  read  the  Beport  which  was  sent 
into  the  Fishery  Board,  and  appended  to 
their  Eeport  of  1887?    I  do  not  say  it 
is  a  complete  report :    it  recommends 
farther  investigation,  but  it  shows  that 
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the  subject  is  being  investigated.      The 
hon.  Member   himself  has    apparently 
not  devoted  any  of  his  superfluous  time  to 
the  minute  study  of  those  sabjects  which 
he  alleges  the  Government  have  OTer- 
looked.    Yet  the  Fishery  Board  is  a  de- 
partment wide  enough  awake  to  the  sub- 
ject under  consideration,  andalreadjthey 
have  made  a  Heport  upon  it.     The  hon. 
Member  also  made  a  fantastic  proposal 
for  assimilating  the  fishery  rates  to  the 
rates    on  beer.      Oertainlj   the    con- 
nection  is   not    very    apparent.       Bat 
has  thehon.  Member  studied  the  schedule 
of  rates  under  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act  of  last  Session  ?  (Mr.  Cald- 
well shook  his  head).    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  not.    Then  it  might  be  well  for 
him  to   do    so.    If    he    had,  and   this 
Schedule  was  open  to  objection,  why  did 
he  not  call  the  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  or  of  this  House  to  the  subject  f 
There  again  I  say,  if  there  be  remiss- 
ness   anywhere,    it   is    not    with   the 
Govemment.   Complaint  has  been  made 
as  to  the  conditions  on  which  loans  for 
boats  are  to  be  made ;  but  the  reTised 
rules  provide  for  the  advance  of  nine- 
tenths  of  the  money  required,  and  thi^ 
are,  therefore,   certainly   most  liberal 
With  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sutherlandshire^  I  can 
only  say  that  there  are  some  thinn  in 
which  no  Government  could  satisfy  IomI 
demands.    In    such    oases,    owing    to 
Imperial  duty,  it  might,  on  occasion  of 
local  crises,  appear  harsh  to  refuse,  but 
it  is  nevertheless  impossible  to  accede. 
I  trust,  howeyer,  that  Her   Majesty's 
Government  will  always  be  industrious 
in  ascertaining  the  real  wants  and  re- 
quirements of  uiis  district,  and  in  cany- 
ing  out  their  duties  with  regard  to  it  as 
well  as  to  the  rest  of  the  Empire,  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  advancement  of  the 
ultimate  interests  of  the  district  and  the 
approbation  and  co-operation  of  other 
districts  not  directly  interested. 
«Db.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow  College) : 
I  am  forced  to  admit  the  eloquence  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  but  he  has  failed  to  do  any- 
thing except  to  convince  me  of  his  power 
as  an  advocate  of  how  not  to  do  it.    He 
tells  us  the  Government  are  doing  their 
best  to  improve  the  condition  of  these 
unfortunate  people,  whose  miserablecon- 
dition  he  has  described ;  but  has  he  ever 
read  the  Eeport  of  the  Crofters*  Com- 
mission?   He  has  not  alluded  to  one- 
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fourth  of  the  recommendationB  made  bj 
that  Commissioo,  and  many  of  them 
might  be  carried  out  without  the  small- 
est difficulty.  With  regard  to  the  im- 
proyement  of  the  land  tenure,  something 
has,  no  doubt,  been  done;  but  it  is  a 
miserably  smail  instalment  of  what  is 
required.  The  Crofters  Oommission  was 
wholly  inadequate  to  cope  with  the 
work  to  be  done,  and  it  will  be  years 
before  the  arrears  are  overtaken.  Did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ever  hear  of 
deer  forests  ?  The  Orofters  Oommission 
made  strong  recommendations  on  that 
flubject,  but  the  Oovemment  have  done 
nothing.  Then,  again,  the  Orofters 
Commission  recommended  the  reform  of 
the  Game  Laws  in  certain  direotions, 
but  nothing  has  been  done.  The  same 
remark  applies  to  the  question  of  roads. 
The  Commission  laid  great  stress  on  the 
importance  of  improving  the  communi- 
cations in  the  Highlands,  and  the 
grievous  injustice  of  compelling  the 
people  to  go  12  or  14  miles  from 
any  highway  to  pay  rates  for  the 
maintenance  of  roads.  The  Oommis- 
■sion  pointed  out  how  the  Government 
might  remedy  this  injustice,  and  yet 
the  Government  have  done  nothing.  The 
same  observation  applies  to  the  recom- 
mendation as  to  the  establishment  of 
training-ships  in  order  to  utilize  the 
superabundant  population.  I  am  not 
^oing  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  emi- 
gration scheme.  In  the  island  of  Lewis 
it  would  take  a  quarter  of  a  million  ster- 
ling on  the  Government  scale  to  emi- 
grate the  surplus  population,  and  that 
quarter  of  a  million  would  buy  up  the 
whole  island  twice  over  at  the  present 
moment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
felt  it  his  duty  to  reprove  the  High- 
landers for  their  want  of  energy  and 
enterprize,  but  what  do  we  find  when 
they  go  abroad  ?  We  find  that  High- 
landers, after  the  first  generation,  take 
the  leading  positions  in  our  Colonies 
and  develop  the  greatest  energy  of 
character.  This  is  owing  to  the  fact 
of  their  living  under  a  different  state 
of  law  from  that  which  exists  in 
the  Highlands,  where  the  energy  is 
crushed  out  of  them.  Wny  should  a 
man  be  enterprizing  and  improve  his 
holding  when  he  knows  that  by  so  doing 
he  will  have  his  rent  increased  ?  No 
doubt  much  of  this  has  been  remedied ; 
but  the  work  of  the  Crofters  Oommission 
ought  to  be  facilitated  by  increasing  the 


number  of    Commissioners.     The    Go- 
vernment are    not  stingy  in   the    ex- 
penditure of    public    money  in   Soot- 
land.    When  it  is  a  case  of  sending 
a    military  expedition    into   Scotland, 
or   of  paying   heavy  fees   to  lawyers 
to  prosecute  crofters,  the  Government 
are  quite  ready  to  spend  any  amount. 
But  when  it  comes  to  spending  public 
money  in  such  a  way  as  to  delevop  the 
resources  of  Scotland,  then  they  become 
stingy.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  see  whv  the  Highlanders  should  be 
exempted  from  that  law  of  nature  which 
applies  to  the  rest  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  and  not  have  to  move  about  in 
search  of  employment.    I    accept    his 
doctrine,  but  I  must  point  out  that  the 
Government  owe  a  duty  to  the  High- 
landers in  that  matter.    Again,  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  spoken  of  the  advantages 
of  education,  and  the  money  given  in 
aid  of  local  taxation.    But  how  did  the 
debt  in  respect  of  education  arise  ?    I 
say  that  it  arose  in  consequence  of  the 
extravagance  of  the  English  Education 
Department  which  required  as  a  con- 
dition of  the  grants  allowed  that  out-of- 
the-way  districts  should  erect  expensive 
schools,  and  consequently  the  parishes 
were    obliged     to     incur    debts.    The 
Crofter    Commission    have,    moreover, 
pointed  out  that  the  education  sanctioned 
by    the    Government   is    mere    parrot 
education,  for  children  are  instructed  in 
a  language  which  they  do  not  understand . 
The  Government  consequently  owe  the 
ELighland  parishes    some    reparation, 
and  certainly  the  children  should  receive 
an  education,  the  nature  of  which  would 
fit  them  for  going  abroad.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fails  to  perceive  that 
the  beneficial  action  of  the  law  of  nature 
should  equally  apply  to  bankrupt  land- 
lords, and  should  result  in  compelling 
them  to  sell  their  estates.    The  best  way 
to  develop  the  resources  of  the  High- 
lands would  be  to  place  the  land  in  the 
hands  of  men  who  would  devote  their 
energies  to  tilling  it  and  fertilizing  it, 
and    making    out    of    the   most   un- 
promising and  barren  soil  productive 
farms.    1  am  the  last  man  in  the  world 
who  would  advocate  any  deviation  from 
the  principles  of  political  economy,  but 
I  recommend  to  the  study  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
mission   which    sat    to   examine    the 
Orofters  question.    They  made  a  number 
of  reoommendations  which  would  oom- 
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mend     themselves     at    once    to     him 
as  equitable,    feasible,  and  just,     and 
I     think     if    he     will    take   steps  to 
secure    that    they     are    carried    into 
effect,  will  be  the  first  Lord  Advocate, 
at  aoj  rate  in  my  time,  who  has  shown 
any    practical    desire    to    develop  the 
material   resources  of  the   Highlands. 
The  Lord    Advocate    referred    to    ex- 
ceptional measures  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take.     Did  he  intend  to  infer 
that  the  Government  had  aoythiufi^  fur- 
ther in  store  for  us  in  the  way  of  Scotch 
legislation  beyond  the  grant  of  £30,000, 
and   the  Crofter  Emigration  Scheme? 
If  so,  I  am  sorry  that  he  did  not  amplify 
that  portion  of  his  statement,  and  sup- 
plement the  deficiency  in  the  Address  to 
the  Crown.     I  ask  him,  when  he  speaks 
of  the  question  of  the  fishing  industry, 
will  he  deal  with  the  law  as  to  fore- 
shore?    The  latter  will  not  cost  any 
money.    My  contention  is  that  the  terms 
on  which  the  foreshore  rights  have  been 
granted    are    absurd.      He   has    pro- 
mised a  Bill  dealing  with  fishing  rights, 
but  already  from  every  side  protests  have 
come  that  the  Bill  which  has  been  drafted 
for  the  purpose  would,  if  carried,  con- 
stitute a  further  robbery  of  public  rights. 
I  shall,  on  these  grounds,  support  the 
motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
♦Mb.    A.  D.    PROVAND    (Glasgow, 
Blackfriars) :    The  right  hon.    Gentle- 
man, the  Lord  Advocate,  congratulated 
the  House  on  the  fact  that  this  debate 
had  not  been  taken  up,  as  some  previous 
debates    had    been    on    Scotch    ques- 
tions,  with  narratives  of  disputes  be- 
tween landlords  and  tenants ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, we   shall  never  be  able  to 
get  the  landlord  out  of  a  Scotch  debate. 
The  most  acute  stage  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant  dispute  was,  of  course,   set 
aside  by  the  appointment  of  the  Crofter 
Commission,    which  did   something,  at 
any  rate,  to  alleviate    the   burdens  of 
these  people.     Let  me  point  out  that, 
although  the  Government  is  going  to 
spend  a  great  deal  of  money  on  Ireland 
in     a    manner    which     will     prevent 
any    of    the    outlay    being    returned 
to  the  taxpayer,  they  do  not  propose  to 
spend  any  money  on  Scotland,  notwith- 
standing that  the  greatest  necessity  can 
be  proved  to  exist  in  the  Highlands. 
There  were  three  Bills  before  the  House 
last  year  dealing  with  arterial  drainage 
in  Ireland.     I  am  one  of  the  last  men 
who  would  advocate  any  measure  of  State 

Br.  Cameron 


Socialism,  and  these  proposals  can  only 
be  described  as  such.  Can  any  one  say, 
the  taxpayer  is  the  least  likely  to  get 
back  the  money  which  it  is  proposed  to 
spend  in  Ireland  upon  arterial  drainage  f 
These  are  measures  whieh  will  cbieflv 

• 

benefit  the  landlords,  and  to  some  small 
extent  the  occupiers,  and  nobodj  else; 
therefore  the  remarks  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  made  against  doing  anything 
of  the  kind  in  the  Highlands  shonlid 
have  been  prefaced  by  an  explanation 
as  to   why  it  is  the  Government  pro- 
pose such  measures  in  respect  of  Ire* 
land.      They    have    not    done     mueb 
to  alleviate  the  condition  of  the  people 
in  the  Highlands  by  this  paltrj  scheme 
of  emigration.     It  has  been  pointed  out 
again   and   again  in   this   House  that 
emigration  can  be  no  real  remedy,  son* 
sidering  that  the    persons    who     can 
emigrate  from  the  North  of  Scotland 
under  the  Gt)vernment  scheme  comprise 
but  a  microscopic  number  compared  with 
the  annual  increase  in  the  population. 
Here    is    another  anomaly.      We    are 
spending    the    taxpayers'     money    in 
sending   Highlanders    away   from    the 
North  of    Scotland,    while  we    permit 
emigrants  to  come  into  London  from  sD 
parts  of  the  world,  who  shortly  after  th^ 
have    arrived  we  are  called    upon  to 
support  out  of  the  rates.    Another  thing 
which  the  Government  have  done  is  to 
return  £30,000  out  of  the  Probate  Daties 
in  aid  of  local  taxation,  ,but  we  do  not 
know  how  that  money  is  to  be  divided. 
A  return  has  been  promised  to  us,  but 
we  have  nothing   whatever  before  ns. 
How  much  of  it  will  go  to  the  Island  of 
Lewis?    Whatever    share   g^es  there, 
will  go  into  the  pocket  of  one  man,  to 
whom  all  the  land  in  the  island  belongs* 
We  are  apt  sometimes  to  take  a  rather 
sentimental    view    of    the     landlords^ 
position.    Well,  this  particular  landlord 
bought  the  island  as  a  mercantile  specu- 
lation, and  it  has  proved  an  unfortunate 
speculation  for  him.    I  am  sorry  for  him, 
but  that  is  no  reason  why  he  should  rd- 
ceive  what  is,  in  effect,  a  grant  from  the 
Government  to  help  him  out  of  his  diffi- 
culty. We  have  been  made  familiar  with 
mercantile   misfortunes  in  past  yeais, 
but  we  have  never  come  across  a  similar 
case  in  which  it  has  been  proposed  to 
hand  over  the  taxpayers' money  in  aid  of 
an  unfortunate  speculation.  TheQt>Tein- 
ment  have  done  something  in  the  way  of 
assisting  fishermen  with  boats,  and  thil» 
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with  the  emifpration  scheme  and  the 
return  of  £30, 000  from  the  Probate  Duties 
all  that  oan  be  said  in  their  favour.  The 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  as  if  every- 
thing which  ought  to  be  done  in  the 
Highlands  necessitates  putting  his  hand 
into  the  public  purse.  This  is  not  so.  Two 
matters  have  been  alluded  to  by  more 
than  one  speaker,  namely,  harbours  and 
telegraphic  extension.  The  latter  has 
been  of  very  great  value  indeed,  but  other 
things  which  would  be  of  even  greater 


ing   banks,  and   a  distribution  at  fair 
rents  of  the  surplus  lands  in  the  High- 
lands, which  at  the  present  time  are 
occupied  by  deer  forests  and  sheep  runs. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  twitted  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  St.  EoUox  Division 
of  Glasgow  because  he  had  not  referred 
to  the  appendix  of  the  Fishery  Eeport 
of  1887.     He  said  that  if  we  looked  at 
that    we    should   find    that    a    great 
•deal    had    been    done    in    surveying 
the  banks.     Now  I  have  referred  to  the 
report  and  cannot  find  a  single  word  in  it 
with  respect  to  surveying   the  banks. 
The  principal  fishing  bank  lies  off  the 
Lews,  and  if  it  has  been  surveyed  it 
must  have  been  done  within  the  last  few 
•months.     Earlier    surveys    which  have 
been  made  of  that  bank  prove  that  it  is 
one  of  the  most  remarkable  fishing  banks 
in  the  world,  but  it  has  not  been  sur- 
veyed with  anything  like  precision.    I 
think  a  war  vessel  was  equipped  for  the 
purpose  two  or  three  years  ago,  but  for 
some  reason  it  was  not  sent  on  the  duty. 
Now  I  understand  it  would  take  from 
£1,200  to  £1,500  to  do  this  work,  but  that 
is  nothing  as  compared  with  the  value 
of  the   services  which   would   be  ren- 
dered by  an  efficient  survey.     We  oan 
surely  spare  one  vessel  for  this  task, 
which    could    probably   be    completed 
in  the  course  of  the  comiag  summer. 
The  other  recommendation    which   the 
Commissioners  made  was  that  the  land 
in  the  Highlands  should  be  divided.     I 
•do  not  mean  that  it  should  be  taken 
from  any  person  who  now  farms  it,  but 
what  we  ask  is  that  it  should  be  let 
to  the  tenants  at  fair  rents,  the  same  as 
has  been  done  by  the  Crofters'  Com- 
mittee in  the  Island  of  Orkney.     Those 
who  cultivate  the  land  should  be  able  to 
obtain  it  at  fair  rents,  and  on  no  other 
terms  do  I  ask  that  the  land  shall  be 
dealt  with.     There  is  another  point  to 


tion.  The  Scotch  Land  Commission 
commenced  their  work  in  1886,  they 
made  a  Heport  in  1887,  and  from  that 
time  until  now  no  report  has  been  laid 
upon  the  Table.  I  ask  whether  this  long 
delay  should  have  been  allowed. 
Why,  when  the  Irish  Land  Commission 
have  to  report  monthly,  should  the 
Scotch  Commission  allow  a  period  of 
two  years  to  pass  without  presenting  a 
report?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  promised  that  the  report  should 


value  is  the  survey  of  some  of  the  fish-    be  presented  before  the  commencement 


of  the  present  Session.  He  was  perfectly 
well  aware  that  a  debate  of  some  kind 
in  reference  to  Scotch  matters  would  be 
raised  upon  the  Address,  and  I  should 
like  to  ask  whether  that  fact  affords  any 
explanation  of  the  failure  to  produce 
that  report. 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE:  Will  the 
hon.  liiember  allow  me  to  say  I  do  not 
think  I  made  any  specific  promise  as  to 
the   date   when    the  report  would    be 
issued.    I  could  not  possibly  have  done 
so.    All  I  did  was  to  undertake  that  a 
report  should  be  presented  as  soon  as 
the  Commissioners  were  released  from 
the  arduous  duties  in  which  they  were 
engaged  in  the  Highlands,  and  I  never 
entered  into  any  pledge  as  to  its  being 
ready  before  Parliament  met. 
♦Mb.  PROVAND  :  Are  we  to  submit 
to  these  delays  in  the  future  ?    We  had 
a  Report  in  1887,  it  is  now  1889.     If 
we  get  one  now,  are  we  to  wait  until 
1891  before  we  get  another? 
♦The  lord  ADVOCATE :  I  have  no 
direct  control  over  the  Commissioners. 
They  have  been    working   very    hard 
during  the  winter,  and  I  believe  whea 
their  Report  is  presented  it  will  be  seen 
that  there  can  be  no  cause  of  complaint 
against  them. 

♦Mk.  PROVAND:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  we  cannot  our- 
selves communicate  directly  with  the 
Commissioners,  and  certainly  we  are 
entitled  to  have  some  reason  for  the 
delay  in  the  issue  of  the  Report.  I 
should  certainly  like  to  have  some 
pledge  as  to  when  we  are  to  get  the 
next  Report. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness):  I  was 
rather  disappointed  with  the  speech  of 
the  Lord  Advocate.  He  made  a  very 
able  and  interesting  speech  to  an  inter- 
ested and  amused  House,  but  I  am 
afraid  that  the  effect  of  the  speech  in  the 
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iDg  and  amusiDg  to  the  unfortunate 
crofter  population.  We  have  got  the 
usual  dose  of  political  economy  well 
sugared,  and  we  have  had  more  than 
that — we  have  had  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  insult  added  to  injury.  We 
have  had  the  Highland  people  lectured 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  all  I 
can  say  is  that  when  he  goes  down  to 
his  constituency,  where  there  are  a  good 
many  Highland  men,  he  may  expect 
that  he  will  be  treated  in  a  very  ditfer- 
ent  fashion  from  the  way  in  which  he 
has  been  received  there  in  the  past,  and 
quite  different  from  his  treatment  in  this 
House  of  Commons.  What  is  the  con- 
dition of  affairs  ?  You  accuse  these  poor 
people  of  not  doing  anything  to  help 
themselves.  You  have  been  permitting 
the  landlord  to  clear  them  away  from 
the  holdings  they  occupied  to  the  worst 
lands  on  the  seashore,  and  you  have 
huddled  them  together  under  conditions 
which  practically  make  living  impos- 
sible. You  have  reduced  them  to  poverty, 
and  now  you  turn  round  and  tell  them 
that  they  ought  to  do  a  great  deal  more 
to  help  themselves.  Help  themselves ! 
When  they  are  paying  15».  in  the  £  for 
local  rates — thanks  to  your  interference — 
in  districts  where  society  has  been  going 
back  to  its  primary  elements,  where  the 
School  Board  and  the  Parochial  Boards 
will  not  carry  out  the  law,  and  where 
you  are  compelled  to  go  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  rid  of  these  local  authori- 
ties, and  of  bringing  into  force 
the  action  of  central  authorities 
in  lieu  of  them.  The  Lord  Advocate 
stands  in  the  position  of  a  man  who  has 
knocked  another  man  down,  and  then 
kicks  him  for  falling.  If  you  will  take 
any  township  in  the  Highlands,  you 
will  find  that  nine-tenths  of  the  popula- 
tion will  compare  favourably  in  point  of 
civilization  and  morality  with  the  in- 
habitants of  any  of  the  be^t  agricultural 
districts  ill  the  Kingdom.  You  have  made 
these  people  poor  and  miserable.  Are 
they  to  reaiaiu  poor  and  miserable  as 
long  as  you  like?  Instead  of  reproach- 
ing them  for  their  misfortunes,  you 
should  reproach  those  who  have  caused 
their  miHiortunes.  I  had  hoped  that 
this  would  have  heen  a  practical  debate, 
and  that  we  should  have  heard  some- 
thing as  to  what  the  Government  intend 
doing.  Now  we  kuow  that  they  intend 
to  do  nothin;^.  I  have  to  tell  the 
Government    that    if  they  intend    that 
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law  and  order  shall  be  maintamed  is 
the  Highlands,  and  if  they  do  not  wish 
to  send  gunboats  there,  as  they  have  had 
to  do  in  the  past,  they  must  carry  out  the 
laws  that  have  been  passed  in  this- 
House  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  were^ 
passed,  and  they  must  not  hinder  and 
prevent  the  beneficial  legislation  which 
Parliament  has  passed  from  being 
carried  out  in  the  Highlands.  I  will 
take  one  instance,  which  the  Lord 
Advocate  has  tried  to  explain  away,  and 
that  is  the  fact  that  the  money  which 
was  voted  to  assist  these  poor  people  in 
getting  boats  for  their  fishing  industry^ 
was  long  withheld  from  them.  You 
woidd  not  give  these  poor  people  land» 
There  are  many  cottars  who  have  no 
land  at  all,  and  in  some  places  cottars 
who  have  no  land  are  more  numerous* 
than  crofters  who  have  land.  Now,  to 
that  class  you  were  going  to  lend  money 
to  develop  the  fishing  industry,  and  to 
enable  them  to  get  boats.  I  had  toi 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  eighteen 
months  after  the  Act  was  passed  to  tho 
fact  that  not  a  single  penny  of 
that  money  had  been  devoted  to  the- 
purpose  for  which  it  was  voted*. 
vVhen  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  on 
the  Treasury  they  agreed  to  g^aat 
nine-tenths.  But  immediately  they  did 
that  they  again  betrayed  the  Highland 
people.  They  virtually  said  to  the* 
people.  ''We  will  only  lend  you  this 
money  if  you  have  caulker-built  boats ;  Mt 
you  have  the  class  of  boats  you  require, 
we  will  only  give  seven -tenths.'^  Tho 
people  could  not  find  tlie  other  three- 
tenths.  These  people  have  not  got  veiy 
fine  boats.  When  they  come  in  they 
have  to  run  the  boats  up^  and,  there- 
fore, they  do  not  want  heavy  and  ex- 
pensive crafts.  The  Fishery  Board,  by 
manufacturing  regulations  against  the* 
spirit  of  the  intention  of  the  House, 
(because  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment last  year  was  to  lend  nine-tenths: 
of  the  money),  tried  to  make  the  fisher- 
men buy  a  class  of  boats  which  did  not 
suit  them.  But  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken 
if  he  thinks  that  the  question  in  the 
Highlands  is  a  question  either  of  fishing 
or  of  boats  or  of  harbours  or  piers.  It 
is  a  land  question,  and  if  the  Lord 
Advocate  wishes  the  qu(>&tion  to  turn 
more  keenly  than  it  has  hitherto  he  has 
only  to  carry  out  his  preseut  policy. 
We  have  a  right  to  ask  the  Government 
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of  the  day  to  carry  out  the  clauses  of 
the  Crofters  Act.  There  is  a  whole 
chapter  ia  that  Act  containiDg  many 
clauses  having  one  purpose  in  view. 
There  are  four  purposes  of  the  Act. 
The  first  is  to  fix  fair  rents.  We 
never  com  plain  very  much  about 
rack  •  renting  in  the  Highlands. 
There  has  been  rack-renting,  but 
we  have  always  said  that  this  is 
not  altogether  a  question  of  rack- 
renting.  The  Chief  Secretary  told  us 
that  the  landlords  of  the  Highlands 
never  rack-rented.  But  the  revelations 
of  the  Crofters  Commission  will  show 
how  much  he  knew  about  the  High- 
lands. The  majority  of  the  rents  in 
the  Highlands  have  been  reduced  from 
£4  to  £*2.  The  average  rent  is  dOs.  a 
year,  so  that  the  people  are  paying 
less  than  one  shilling  a  week  for  their 
holdings.  But  the  reductions  are 
practically  of  no  avail  while  they  have 
got  their  exhausted  holdings.  Round 
about  their  holdings  there  is  plenty  of 
land  under  sheep  and  deer,  and  they 
want  that  land,  and  they  must  have  it 
if  they  are  to  live.  Now  I  have  no 
objection  to  emigration,  providing  t1  e 
Government  g^ve  us  migration  as  well. 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  re- 
fused to  give  us  migration.  There  are 
congested  districts  in  the  Lews  where 
you  must  have  migration  and  emigra- 
tion. We  are  quite  willing  to  develop  the 
waste  land  of  our  own  country  as  well  as 
the  waste  land  of  the  Colonies.  One 
thing  necessary  is  that  the  clauses  iu 
the  Crofter  Act,  under  which  the  Com- 
mission has  power  to  increase  holdings, 
should  be  carried  out.  These  clauses 
have  never  yet  been  carried  out  as  far  as 
I  am  aware  of  in  the  Highlands. 
Although  the  Act  has  been  two  and  a- 
half  years  in  operation,  and  the  opera- 
tion of  the  clauses  is  limited  to  five 
years,  we  are  not  aware  of  a  single  case 
of  compuUory  enlargement  of  the  hold- 
ings. \\q  are  told  that  there  is  one  case 
iu  Orkney,  but  we  have  no  proof  of  it. 
ThousaodB  of  cases  have  come  before  the 
Court,  and  there  is  only  one  alleged  case 
of  enlargement.  If  there  is  no  enlarge- 
ment of  holdings,  you  will  soon  find  that 
instead  of  having  anarchy  in  two  or 
three  parishes  in  the  Lews,  you  will 
have  the  whole  of  the  people  in  the 
townships  iu  the  Highlands  paupers, 
and  requiring  to  be  controlled.  I  can 
tell   thu   Lord  Advocate  that  upon  £5 


crofts  and  upon  £8  and  £10  crofts  there 
have  g^wn  men  as  able  as  himself. 
There  are  Surgeons  General  in  the  Army, 
men  of  all  professions,  men  who  have 
made  fortunes  as  bank  managers,  who 
have  been  brought  up  and  educated  ou 
£8  and  £10  crofts.  The  bulk  of  the 
crofters  who  have  crofts  on  which  they 
can  live  and  bring  up  a  family  are 
leaseholders,  and  yet  they  are  deprived 
of  the  benefits  of  the  Crofters  Act. 
Take  the  case  of  the  Clythe  estate,  in 
county  Caithness.  There  are  150 
crofters  there,  and  the  Land  Court  re- 
duced their  rents,  on  the  average,  ^  60 
per  cent,  and  wiped  off  arrears  to  the 
average  of  about  80  per  cent.  A  great 
many  of  the  rents  were  reduced  as  much 
as  66  per  cent ;  but  there  are  32  lease- 
holders there,  and  the  landlord  is  using 
the  power  of  the  law  to  evict  the  men^ 
because  they  do  not  and  cannot  pay  im- 
possible rents.  The  rent  of  their  neigh- 
bours has  been  reduced  50  per  cent; 
but  they  are  denied  any  reduction, 
simply  because  they  happen  to  be  lease- 
holders. Fletth  and  blood  cannot  stand 
it.  If  you  are  going  to  aid  the  land- 
lords to  evict  leaseholders  who  are  un- 
able to  pay  impossible  rents,  then  you 
will  want  more  soldiers  and  more  gun- 
boats. There  are  landlords  in  the  High- 
lands who,  seeing  that  the  Crofters 
Commission  were  reducing  rents,  have 
voluntarily  offered  reductions.  But 
there  are  some  bad  landlords  who  will 
not  voluntarily  reduce  the  rents.  I  warn 
the  Government  that,  if  the  present 
condition  of  things  continues,  they  will 
require  increased  forces  to  keep  the 
people  under.  It  will  be  hard  for  some 
of  us,  whom  you  call  agitators,  to  pre- 
vent the  people  from  breaking  the  law. 
We  have  every  desire  to  prevent  our 
people  from  going  too  far ;  but  we  got 
no  assistance  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness  Burghs):  I 
had  not  intended  to  take  any  part  in 
this  debate,  and  I  rise  now  to  say  only 
a  very  few  words  in  regard  to 
some  of  the  points  touched  upon  in 
the  discussion.  I  feel  strongly  that 
the  state  of  things  in  the  Western 
Highlands  and  Islands,  and  particularly 
in  the  Lews,  is  such  as  to  constitute  an 
actual  danger.  I  feel  that,  wherever 
that  state  of  things  is  realized,  it  will 
be  felt  that  whatever  can  properly  be. 
done  by  the  Government  for  the  purpose 
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of  giving  relief  and  abating  a  condition 
which  maj  result  in  the  gravest  con- 
sequences, ought  to  be  done.  Everyone 
who  is  interested  in  the  Highlands  must 
gratefully  acknowledge  the  kindly  and 
friendly  terms  in  which  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate referred  to  the  state  of  things  in 
the  Western  Highlands.  I  frankly 
acknowledge  that  the  Qovemment  have 
in  this  matter,  not  merely  given  fair 
words,  but  they  have  devised  that 
scheme  in  regard  to  edacation  in  the 
Highlands  to  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
referred,  and  which  is  calculated  to 
afiPord  substantial  relief  and  to  secure 
increased  efficiency.  The  merits  of  that 
scheme  must  be  gratefully  acknowledged 
by  everyone  who  is  conversant  with  the 
facts,  but  I  feel  that  something  more 
ought  to  be  done,  and  done  while  there 
is  yet  time.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  has  said  that  the 
land  question  is  the  question  of  ques- 
tions in  the  Highlands.  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  in  one  sense,  but  the 
real  land  question  in  the  Lews  is  that 
the  land  is  not  adequate  to  sustain  the 
people. 

Dr.  CLAEK  :  The  people  have  only 
one-half  of  the  land  now :  give  them 
the  other  half. 

Mr.  fin  lay  :  I  speak  subject  to 
'correction,  but  I  have  always  understood 
that  in  the  Lews,  even  if  every  bit  of 
land  were  parcelled  out  among  the 
people,  it  would  be  absolutely  inade- 
quate to  support  them.  If  this  is  so, 
relief  is  not  to  be  found  in  any  scheme, 
however  well  devised,  for  migration  in 
the  Lews.  Pelifif  may  be  afforded  to 
some  extent  by  migration  to  other  parts 
of  the  Highlands,  and  any  w«ll-devised 
scbooie  of  that  kind  it  would  be 
the  pleasure  of  every  friend  of  the 
country  to  support.  But  let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness to  the  fact  that  a  very  great  prac- 
tical difficulty  will  arise  when  the  ques- 
tion of  stocking  the  farms  is  brought 
into  prominence.  One  must  not  over- 
look these  difficulties  and  one  must  not, 
above  all  things,  overlook  the  greatest 
difliuiilty  of  all,  which  no  legislation 
can  touch,  viz. — that  the  land  in  the 
Western  Highlands  is  not  adequate  to 
support  the  people.  I  think  that  every- 
one must  feel  that  a  well  considered 
B<;heme  of  emip^ration  i«  calculated  to  af- 
ford great  relief  tc»  that  part  of  the 
country.     Government   money   may   be 

J/r.  Finhy 


very  well  spent  upon  fisheries.  I  be- 
lieve that  a  rich  return  would  be 
yielded  for  any  money  judiciously  spent 
in  the  encouraging  and  developing  of 
the  fishing  industry.  One  of  the  great- 
est needs  of  the  Highlanders  is  that 
they  should  have  ready  means  for  bring- 
ing their  fish  to  market.  We  are  told 
it  is  not  the  practice  of  Qovernment  to 
subsidize  lines  of  steamboats,  or  to  aid 
by  state  grants  the  creation  of  railways, 
and  the  Lord  Advocate  brought  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber f  )r  Argylesbira  (Colonel  Malcolm), 
into  sharp  collision  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Rollox  (Mr.  Caldwell),  by 
pointing  out  that  one  scheme  of  railway 
was  patronized  by  one  of  them,  while 
the  other  was  ardent  in  support  of  a 
different  scheme  altogether.  I  confess 
the  difficulty.  It  may  be  said  that  if 
you  should  encourage  one  scheme  you 
will  be  asked  to  encourage  other  schemes, 
but  I  humbly  submit  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate that  it  is  right  that  the  Qovem- 
ment should  choose  judiciously  between 
the  competing  schemes.  Of  course  I 
recognize  the  maxims  of  political  econ- 
omy to  which  we  have  been  referred, 
biit  I  think  that  those  maxima,  thouffb. 
true  in  themselves,  are  sometimes  mis- 
applied and  have  not  regard  to  the  ex- 
treme need  of  the  Highlands.  To 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  source 
of  wealth  there  which  may  be  devel- 
oped by  Government  money  judiciously 
applied,  I  think  that  more  may  be  done 
than  the  Government  have  yet  done.  I 
don't  despair  of  their  doiog  more,  for 
I  think  the  Lord  Advocate's  speech  was 
not  altogether  discouraging.  1  don't 
think  there  is  any  country  in  Europe 
which  would  hesitate  to  incur  expen- 
diture if  it  was  necessary,  as  1  believe 
it  irt  in  the  Highlands,  for  the  purpose 
of  averting  what,  if  we  are  not  wise  in 
time,  may  ultimately  develop  into  a 
serious  national  danger. 

*Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh, 
West) :  In  one  respect  I  disagree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Findlay), 
but  in  the  main  I  agree  both  with  him 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  in 
impressing  on  the  Government  the 
necessities  of  the  present  situation. 
I  must,  however,  take  objection  to 
some  remarks  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
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ment]  was  conoemed,  the  land  question 
might  be  considered  closed.  There  was 
one  expression  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
used  which  I  hardly  think  could  be 
fairly  described  in  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness  Burghs  as  kindly. 
It  was  the  London  door- step  arguement. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
eaid  that  the  desire  of  the  resolution  of 
the  Crofters  of  the  Lews  to  stay  on  their 
holdiDgs  was  very  much  like  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  waifs  and  strays  of  the  Lon- 
don streets  to  pass  a  night  on  a  Lon- 
don door-step. 

*Thb  lord  advocate  :  No  ;  I  did 
not  say  that  or  anything  at  all  like 
it.  What  I  said  was  not  intended 
to  convey,  and  did  not  convey  any- 
thing at  all  invidious.  What  I 
said  was  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  assume 
that  everyone  is  entitled  to  expect  a 
livelihood  by  staying  on  the  spot  where 
lie  was  born.  I  thought  that  if  you  ap- 
plied that  to  anyone  bom  in  a  town,  the 
same  reason  would  involve  the  son  of  a 
householder  establishing  himself  on  the 
doorstep  and  expecting  to  find  occupa- 
tion coming  to  him  there.  I  need 
hardly  say  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
having  most  valued  friends  of  mme 
among  the  Highlandp,  I  have  not  the 
smallest  intention  to  compare  them 
either  with  waifs  or  strays,  or  even  to 
those  like  myself,  who  live  in  towns. 

♦Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon, 
but  I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House. 
In  the  statement  he  *  made  there  was 
nothing  about  the  son  of  the  occupier 
establishing  himself  on  the  doorstep. 
I  am  sure  that  the  bulk  of  those  who 
listened  to  the  Lord  Advocate  will  feel 
that  he  drew  an  analogy  between  the 
•desire  or  the  resolution  of  the  crofters 
or  the  cottars  in  the  Lews  to  remain  in 
their  holdings  to  the  resolution  or  desire 
of  men  to  pass  nights  on  London  door- 
eteps. 

♦The  LOED  ADVOCATE  :  No,  Sir  ; 
I  said  nothing  whatever  of  the  kind. 

♦Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  am  ^lad  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
now  disclaims 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE :  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  I  repudiate 
the  interpretation  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  unfairly  endeavours  to 
fasten  upon  me. 

♦M».  BUCHANAN  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  listen  to  the 


I  conclusion  of  my  sentence.  I  was  ex- 
pressing my  gratification  that  he  has 
disclaimed  the  interpretation  which  I 
not  alone  certainly  put  on  his  words. 
Now  let  me  say  that  during  the  last  three 
years  the  Government  have  been  urged 
again  and  again  to  take  further  legisla- 
tive action  as  regards  the  land  ques- 
tion :  to  do  away  with  some  of  the 
defects  which  are  acknowledged  to  exist 
in  the  Crofters  Act,  and  to  make  it 
a  more  effective  method  of  dealing  with 
the  land  question  in  the  Highlands. 
In  1887  and  1888  Amendments  were 
moved  to  the  Address  in  terms  some- 
what similar  to  that  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing. We  have  had  adjournments 
of  the  House  moved  in  the  two  last 
Sessions  upon  the  same  subjects,  but 
nothing  has  been  done  by  the 
Government.  One  Amending  Act  of 
the  Crofters  Act  was  passed,  but 
it  was  merely  an  Administrative 
Amendment.  The  Government  cannot 
pretend  that  they  are  unaware  of  the 
legislative  improvements  wanted  in  the 
Act.  For  instance,  it  is  very  necessary 
to  leaseholders  to  receive  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Act.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  the  £90  limit,  but  above 
all  there  is  the  grievance  resulting 
from  the  smallness  of  the  holdings. 
A  large  portion  of  the  Crofters  Act  of 
188')  was  devoted  to  the  subject  of  pro- 
viding extensions  of  holdings,  but  that 
part  of  the  Act  has  been  confessedly 
a  dead  letter.  All  that  the  Government 
seem  to  have  done  so  far  towards  alle- 
viating the  present  grave  state  of 
things  in  the  Highlands,  in  so  far  as  it  re- 
lates to  congestion  of  population,  is  to  de- 
vise a  scheme  of  emigration.  I  agree  with 
what  has  been  said  by  previous  speakers 
— namely,  that  if  you  are  to  have  a 
satisfactory  scheme  of  emigration  in  the 
Highlands,  and  especially  in  a  district 
like  the  Lews,  you  must  accompany  it 
by  some  well  considered  scheme  of 
migration.  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
can  hope  to  have  a  thoroughly  satis- 
factory adjustment  of  the  state  of  the 
Highlands  until,  by  some  process  or 
another,  land  there  can  be  better  dis- 
tributed, especially  when  it  is  found  that 
large  tracts  of  country  are  being  put  to 
most  unprofitable  purposes,  such  as 
deer  forests.  I  beg  to  urge  upon  the 
Government  as  forcibly  as  I  can,  the 
great  dilficulty  they  will  set  up  for 
themselves    if   they  hug    the  delusion 
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of  giving  relief  and  abating  a  condition 
\7hich  maj  renult  in  the  gravest  con- 
sequences, ought  to  be  done.  Everyone 
who  is  interested  in  the  Highlands  must 
gratefully  acknowledge  the  kindly  and 
friendly  terms  in  which  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate referred  to  the  state  of  things  in 
the  Western  Highlands.  I  frankly 
acknowledge  that  the  Government  have 
in  this  matter,  not  merely  given  fair 
words,  but  they  have  devised  that 
scheme  in  regard  to  education  in  the 
Highlands  to  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
referred,  and  which  is  calculated  to 
afford  substantial  relief  and  to  secure 
increased  efficiency.  The  merits  of  that 
scheme  must  be  gratefully  acknowledged 
by  everyone  who  is  conversant  with  the 
facts,  but  I  feel  that  something  more 
ought  to  be  done,  and  done  while  there 
is  yet  time.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  has  said  that  the 
laud  question  is  the  question  of  ques- 
tions in  the  Highlands.  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friend  in  one  sense,  but  the 
real  land  question  in  the  Lews  is  that 
the  land  is  not  adequate  to  sustain  the 
people. 

Dr.  CLARK :  The  people  have  only 
one-half  of  the  land  now :  give  them 
the  other  half. 

Mil.  FIN  LAY :  I  speak  subject  to 
'correction,  but  I  have  always  understood 
that  in  the  Lews,  even  if  every  bit  of 
land  were  parcelled  out  among  the 
people,  it  would  be  absolutely  inade- 
quate to  support  them.  If  this  is  so, 
relief  is  not  to  be  found  in  any  scheme, 
however  well  devised,  for  migration  in 
the  Lews.  Relief  may  be  afforded  to 
some  extent  by  migration  to  other  parts 
of  the  Highlandf*,  and  any  w^ll-devised 
sclionie  of  that  kind  it  would  be 
the  pleasure  of  e^Qvy  friend  of  the 
country  to  support.  But  let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Caith- 
ness to  the  fact  that  a  very  great  prac- 
tical difficulty  will  arise  when  the  ques- 
tion of  stocking  the  farms  is  brought 
into  prominence.  One  must  not  over- 
look these  difficulties  and  one  must  not, 
above  all  things,  overlook  the  greatest 
diiliciilty  of  all,  which  no  legislation 
v.txn  touch,  viz. — tliat  the  land  in  the 
AV(38tern  Highlands  is  not  adequate  to 
support  the  people.  I  think  that  every- 
one must  feel  that  a  well  considered 
R^^heme  of  emip:ralion  is  calculated  to  at*- 
lord  great  relief  to  that  part  of  the 
country.     Government    money    may   be 

3[r.  Finlay 


very  well  spent  upon  fisheries.  I  be- 
lieve that  a  rich  return  would  bo 
yielded  for  any  money  judiciously  spent 
in  the  encouraging  and  developing  of 
the  fishing  industry.  One  of  the  gnst- 
est  needs  of  the  Highlanders  is  that 
they  should  have  ready  means  for  bring- 
ing their  fish  to  market.  We  are  told 
it  18  not  the  practice  of  Government  to 
subsidize  lines  of  steamboats,  or  to  aid 
by  state  grants  the  creation  of  railwayi, 
and  the  Lord  Advocate  brought  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber f)r  Argylesh ire  (Colonel  Malcolm), 
into  sharp  collision  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  St.  Rollox  (Mr.  Caldwell),  by 
pointing  out  that  one  scheme  of  railway 
was  patronized  by  one  of  them,  while 
the  other  was  ardent  in  support  of  a 
different  scheme  altogether.  I  confess 
the  difficulty.  It  may  be  said  that  if 
you  should  encourage  one  scheme  you 
will  be  asked  to  encourage  other  schemes, 
but  I  humbly  submit  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate that  it  is  right  that  the  Govem- 
ment  should  choose  judiciously  between 
the  competing  schemes.  Of  course  I 
recognize  the  maxims  of  political  eoon- 
omy  to  which  we  have  been  refenredi 
btit  I  think  that  those  maxima  thongh 
true  in  themselves,  are  sometimes  mis* 
applied  and  have  not  regard  to  the  ex- 
treme need  of  the  Highlands.  To 
the  fact  that  there  is  a  soniot 
of  wealth  there  which  may  be  devel- 
oped by  Government  money  judiciously 
applied,  I  think  that  more  may  be  done 
than  the  Government  have  yet  done.  I 
don't  despair  of  their  doing  more,  for 
I  think  the  Lord  Advocate's  speech  was 
not  altogether  discouraging.  I  don't 
think  there  is  any  country  in  Europe 
which  would  hesitate  to  incur  expen- 
diture if  it  was  necessary,  as  1  believe 
it  iH  in  the  Highlands,  for  the  purpose 
of  averting  what,  if  we  are  not  wise  in 
timf^  may  ultimately  develop  into  a 
serious  national  danger. 

*Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinborgb, 
West) :  In  one  respect  I  disagree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Findlaj), 
but  in  the  main  I  agree  both  with  him 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  in 
impressing  on  the  Government  the 
necessities  of  the  present  situation. 
I  must,  however,  take  objection  to 
some  remarks  of  the  Lord  Advo- 
rate.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  so  far  as  the  Govern- 
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ment]  was  conoerned,  the  land  question 
might  be  considered  closed.  There  was 
one  expression  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
used  which  I  hardly  think  could  be 
fairly  described  in  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Inverness  Burghs  as  kindly. 
It  was  the  London  door- step  arguement. 
Tbe  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
eaid  that  the  desire  of  the  resolution  of 
the  Crofters  of  the  Lews  to  stay  on  their 
holdings  was  very  much  like  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  waifs  and  strays  of  the  Lon- 
don streets  to  pass  a  night  on  a  Lon- 
don door-step. 

*Thb  lord  advocate  :  No  ;  I  did 
not  say  that  or  anything  at  all  like 
it.  What  I  said  was  not  intended 
to  convey,  and  did  not  convey  any- 
thing at  all  invidious.  What  I 
said  was  that  it  is  a  mistake  to  assume 
that  everyone  is  entitled  to  expect  a 
livelihood  by  staying  on  the  spot  where 
he  was  born.  I  thought  that  if  you  ap- 
plied that  to  anyone  bom  in  a  town,  the 
eame  reason  would  involve  the  son  of  a 
householder  establishing  himself  on  the 
doorstep  and  expecting  to  find  occupa- 
tion coming  to  him  there.  I  need 
hardly  say  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that, 
having  most  valued  friends  of  mme 
among  the  Highlandp,  I  have  not  the 
smallest  intention  to  compare  them 
either  with  waifs  or  strays,  or  even  to 
those  like  myself,  who  live  in  towns. 

♦Mr.  BUCHANAN :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon, 
but  I  am  in  the  recollection  of  the  House. 
In  the  statement  he  *  made  there  was 
nothing  about  the  son  of  the  occupier 
establishing  himself  on  the  doorstep. 
I  am  sure  that  the  bulk  of  those  who 
listened  to  the  Lord  Advocate  will  feel 
that  he  drew  an  analogy  between  the 
•desire  or  the  resolution  of  the  crofters 
or  the  cottars  in  the  Lews  to  remain  in 
their  holdings  to  the  resolution  or  desire 
of  men  to  pass  nights  on  London  door- 
steps. 

♦The  LOED  ADVOCATE :  No,  Sir ; 
I  said  nothing  whatever  of  the  kind. 

♦Mr.  BUCHANAN:  lam  ^lad  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learued  Gentleman 
now  disclaims 

♦The  lord  ADVOCATE :  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  I  repudiate 
the  interpretation  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  unfairly  endeavours  to 
fasten  upon  me. 

♦M».  BUCHANAN:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  will  listen  to  the 


T  conclusion  of  my  sentence.  I  was  ex- 
pressing my  gratification  that  he  has 
disclaimed  the  interpretation  which  I 
not  alone  certainly  put  on  his  words. 
Now  let  me  say  that  during  the  last  three 
years  the  Government  have  been  urged 
again  and  again  to  take  further  legisla- 
tive action  as  regards  the  land  ques- 
tion :  to  do  away  with  some  of  the 
defects  which  are  acknowledged  to  exist 
in  the  Crofters  Act,  and  to  make  it 
a  more  effective  method  of  dealing  with 
the  land  question  in  the  Highlands. 
In  1887  and  1888  Amendments  were 
moved  to  the  Address  in  terms  some- 
what similar  to  that  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing. We  have  had  adjournments 
of  the  House  moved  in  the  two  last 
Sessions  upon  the  same  subjects,  but 
nothing  has  been  done  by  the 
Government.  One  Amending  Act  of 
the  Crofters  Act  was  passed,  but 
it  was  merely  an  Administrative 
Amendment.  The  Government  cannot 
pretend  that  they  are  unaware  of  the 
legislative  improvements  wanted  in  the 
Act.  For  instance,  it  is  very  necessary 
to  leaseholders  to  receive  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Act.  Then  there  is  the 
question  of  the  £90  limit,  but  above 
all  there  is  the  grievance  resulting 
from  the  smallness  of  the  holdings. 
A  large  portion  of  the  Crofters  Act  of 
188i  was  devoted  to  the  subject  of  pro- 
viding extensions  of  holdings,  but  that 
part  of  the  Act  has  been  confessedly 
a  dead  letter.  All  that  the  Government 
seem  to  have  done  so  far  towards  alle- 
viating the  present  grave  state  of 
things  in  the  Highlands,  in  so  far  as  it  re- 
lates to  congestion  of  population,  is  to  de- 
vise a  scheme  of  emigration.  I  agree  with 
what  has  been  said  by  previous  speakers 
— namely,  that  if  you  are  to  have  a 
satisfactory  scheme  of  emigration  in  the 
Highlands,  and  especially  in  a  district 
like  the  Lews,  you  must  accompany  it 
by  some  well  considered  scheme  of 
migration.  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
can  hope  to  have  a  thoroughly  satis- 
factory adjustment  of  the  state  of  the 
Highlands  until,  by  some  process  or 
another,  land  there  can  be  better  dis- 
tributed, especially  when  it  is  found  that 
large  tracts  of  country  are  being  put  to 
most  unprofitable  purposes,  such  as 
deer  forests.  I  beg  to  urge  upon  the 
Government  as  forcibly  as  I  can,  the 
great  dilficulty  they  will  set  up  for 
themselves    if   they  hug    the  delusion 
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to  Lend  nine-tenths  of  the  capital  is  a 
most  liberal  proposition.  When  I  was 
among  the  crofters  some  two  years  ago 
I  told  them  I  did  not  think  they  could 
hopefully  expect  from  the  House  of 
Oommons  any  further  grants  in  that 
direction.  But  theie  are  indirect  ways, 
more  important  than  by  loans  for  boats 
and  nets,  in  which  the  Government  have 
given  some  assistance  already,  and  it  is 
strongly  urged  upon  them  to  give 
more,  and  that  is  in  giving  assist- 
ance for  the  construction  of  fishery 
harbours  and  meaps  of  communication. 
These  stand  on  a  different  footing.  As 
regards  fishery  harbours,  the  principle 
has  been  already  conceded,  and  loans 
are  already  made,  in  connection  with  the 
Fishery  Board  for  Scotland,  for  har- 
bours. But  the  complaint  is  that  these 
loans  are  made,  if  at  all,  for  large  har- 
bours— harbours  such  as,  in  a  certain 
sense,  are  commercial  harbours — and 
where  the  rates  are  the  security  upon 
which  the  loans  are  raised;  and  that 
no  assistance  at  all,  practically 
speaking,  is  given  for  small  works  such 
as  throwing  out  a  little  pier  or  break- 
water, or  something  of  that  kind,  for 
fiving  security  to  the  small  boats  of 
shermen,  and  very  likely  creating  an 
industry  where  none  now  exists.  Well, 
I  am  prepared  to  admit  that  though  in 
such  cases  the  security  may  be  very 
doubtful,  yet,  having  regard  to  the 
national  interest  involved,  it  would 
be  a  good,  right,  and  proper  policy 
for  the  Government  to  relax  the 
rules,  if  necessary  to  alter  the  law  to 
enable  the  Board  to  relax  its  rules  and 
to  give  this  small  assistance.  Very 
small  sums  would  be  required,  a  few 
hundreds  or  a  few  thousands,  ond[ifferent 
parts  of  the  coast,  to  create  purely 
fishing  harbours.  Well,  then  comes  the 
much  larger  question  of  increasing  the 
facilities  for  this  industry  by  improving 
the  means  of  communication  ;  in  other 
words,  lending  State  assistance  to  the 
creation  of  main  roads,  or  in  the  shape 
of  railways  or  tramways — probably  of 
light  railways.  Now,  I  can  quite  under- 
stand the  way  in  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  be  inclined  to 
look  on  a  proposition  of  this  kind,  or 
rather,  I  should  say,  the  way  in  which  he 
would  have  been  inclined  to  look 
on  it  a  year  or  two  years  ago, 
because  the  principle  upon  which  we 
have  proceeded  in  the  United  Kingdom 
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has  been  that  these  are  questions  to  bt 
left  wholly  to  private  enterpriza  ;  and  bo 
far  as  England  is  concerned,  and  so  fir 
as  the  greater  part  of  Scotland  is  con- 
cerned, I  believe  that  principle  is  aa 
absolutely  sound  one  ;  that  more  hii 
been  done  in  both  countries  than  hii 
been  done  even  with  Government 
assistance  in  any  other  country  in  ths 
world,  or  than  would  have  been  done  in 
England  and  Scotland  if  Oovemment 
had  not  interfered.  But  there  are  puti 
of  the  United  Kingdom — Ireland  and 
parts  of  Scotland — in  which  from  the 
conditions  of  the  case,  from  the  apane- 
ness  and  the  poverty  of  the  population 
and  the  nature  of  the  industry,  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  to  Lave  roads  or 
railways  at  all  unless  the  Qovemment 
give  assistance.  I  have  pointed  oat 
before,  in  every  other  country  in  the 
world  Government  assistance  has  been 
found  necessary,  and  1  do  not  imdsr- 
stand  why,  because  the  greater  part  of 
England  and  Scotland  happens  to  bt 
very  richly  and  populously  oooupitd, 
those  poorer  parts  of  the  United  Kinfjf-. 
dom  should  be  left  without  the  aaiist- 
ance  which  they  would  have  had 
from  the  Government  of  any  othir 
country  under  similar  circumstanoii. 
The  Government  a  year  ag^  accepted tlia 
principle  in  regard  to  Ireland  that  somo 
kind  of  Government  assistance  may 
properly  be  given  in  these  ezoeptioiial 
cases,  and  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
when  we  come  to  the  test  no  argument 
which  could  be  used  with  regard  to  the 
west  coast  of  Ireland  could  not  also  be 
used  with  regard  the  west  coast  of  Soot- 
land  and  the  Highlands.  If  it  ia  right 
to  assist  drainage  or  railway  aohemes  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  it  is  also  right  to 
assist  similar  schemes  in  the  West  of 
Scotland,  and  I  confess  I  should  be  veiy 
glad  if  the  Lord  Advocate  could  see 
his  way  to  take  this  into  consideratioa. 
I  admit  it  requires  the  greatest  care,  but 
at  the  same  time  I  think  the  princiiilA 
might  be  accepted,  and  when  that  il 
done,  it  will  be  only  a  question  of  timi 
when  it  should  be  put  into  praotictl 
operation.  I  now  come  to  the  most 
important  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission. They  pointed  out  what  eveiy* 
body  admits,  that  the  difficulty  in  the 
case  of  the  crofter  population  consistod 
in  the  fact  that  it  was  so  congested  that 
the  land  was  not  able  to  supply  suhiif- 
tence  without  extraneous  meana,  fish- 
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eries  and  ochers,  which  might  possibly 
be  stimulated  or  promoted  by  the  Go- 
TernmeDt.  But,  after  all,  the  bulk  of  the 
population  depends  on  the  land,  and  the 
state  of  things  is  wholly  exactly  the  same 
as  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  We  might  be 
disoussiog  the  position  of  the  tenants 
of  Donegal,  the  case  is  exactly  the  same. 
You  might  give  them  their  land  for 
nothing  and  they  could  not  live  upon  it 
because  of  the  quality  of  the  soil  and 
the  quantity.  Well,  what  is  to  be  done? 
There  are  only  two  ways  by  which  this 
difficulty  can  bd  met,  the  one  by  emigra- 
tion, and  the  other  by  migration, 
or,  in  other  words,  by  increasing 
the  quantity  of  land  available.  When 
I  was  in  Scotland,  I  saw  crofters  in 
almost  every  part  of  the  district ;  they 
met  me  at  cross  roads,  and  I  sometimes 
addressed  20  little  meetings  of  50  or 
200  people  in  the  course  of  a  day,  and 
in  every  case  I  ascertained  the  nature 
of  their  grievances  and  of  their  de- 
mands. They  were  always  the  same, 
and  were  often  brought  before  me,. in 
interesting  and  pathetic  details,  the 
difficulties  of  living,  in  view  of  the  con- 
gested population  ;  and  their  claim  was 
that  more  land  should  be  available  for 
them  in  their  own  country.  This  was  the 
claim  universally  and  unanimously  made. 
Then,  naturally,  I  asked  them,  **If  the 
land  were  placed  at  your  disposal, 
would  you  be  able  to  pay  a  fair  rent 
fixed  by  a  competent  tribunal  ?  "  The 
answer,  "  Yes ;  we  are  not  robbers ;  we 
do  not  want  to  steal  the  land."  The  next 
question  was,  ''Are  you  able  to  stock 
it  ?  "  Then  there  was  silence.  It  was 
not  contested  by  the  crofters  themselves 
that  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  they 
would  not  be  able  to  stock  the  land. 
Then  I  used  to  ask,  *'  How  are  you  to 
get  over  the  difficulty?"  The  answer 
was,  *'We  hope  Parliament  will  lend 
money  to  enable  us  to  stock  it."  My 
answer  invariably  was,  *'  I  am  here  to 
help  you  if  I  can,  above  all  to  learn  your 
views,  but  I  am  not  here  to  raise  your 
hopes  by  giving  my  assent  to  what  I 
believe  an  impracticable  proposal." 
I  told  them  on  every  occasion  the  House 
of  Commons  would  be  ill-advised  to  lend 
money  to  stock  the  farms ;  because  that 
would  be  a  great  injustice  to  taxpayers 
in  other  parts  of  the  country  engaged  in 
other  enterprizes.  When  I  had  made 
clear  my  reasons  why  such  a  demand 
should  be  refused,  it  would  sometimes 


be  said,  "  If  the  State  will  not  assist  m 
to  obtain  stock,  there  are  some  of  us-^ 
perhaps  three  or  four,  or  a  half  a  dozen 
out  of  fifty — who  have  the  stock  or  dould 
get  money  to  buy  it  from  friends  if , they 
had  the  land  in  their  possession.  At 
least  they  ought  to  be  provided,  wit^ 
the  means  of  migration,  and  to  that  ex- 
tent, at  all  events,  congestion  would  be 
avoided."  So  I  come,  therefore,  to 
what  is  really  the  practical  point- 
though  as  regards  the  great  majority 
it  would  be  impossible  for  them  to  take 
advantage  of  the  «offer  of  more  land — 
there  is  a  certain  proportion,  perhaps  not 
a  very  large  one,  which  could  take  ad- 
vantage of  it,  and  I  confess  my  view 
is  in  accordance  with  the  recommenda* 
tions  of  the  Commission  and  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Inverness — that  it  would  be  desirable^ 
under  proper  conditions,  to  comply 
with  the  demand  for  more  land. 
Let  me  point  out  that  the  principle 
has  been  conceded  by  Parliament. 
The  Crofters  Act  has  a  series  of  clauses 
providing  that,  on  application  being 
made,  and  proof  submitted  to  the  Com- 
missioners that  the  applicant  is  able  to 
stock  the  land,  he  may  have  more  land 
on  certain  conditions.  It  is  conceded  by 
Parliament,  and  by  everybody,  that  more 
land  ought  to  be  provided  for  them ;  bu^t 
the  conditions  are  such  that  only  in  a 
very  few  instances  can  a  successful  appli- 
cation be  made.  What  are  the  con^ 
ditions  ?  One  is  that  the  land  must  be 
contiguous  to  the  existing  holdings,  and 
the  other,  that  it  must  be  on  tho  same 
estate  as  the  present  holding  of  the 
tenant  making  the  application.  But 
that  is  most  unfair  to  the  landlord^ 
putting  aside  its  practical  effect  upon 
the  tenant.  It  so  happens  that  there  are 
in  the  Highlands  and  Islands  landlords 
who  have  never  taketi  any  part  in  the 
clearances  of  the  crofter  population^ 
who  have  recognised  the  difficulties  of 
their  poor  tenants,  have  allowed  thetii 
to  become  involved  in  considerable 
obligations,  and  yet,  out  of  a  feeling  of 
sympathy,  have  allowed  the  crofters  to 
remain  on  the  land  where  their  families 
had  been  for  generations.  Therefor^ 
it  is  upon  the  landlords  who  had  ^ 
larger  proportion  of  crofters  than  others 
that  this  burden  of  providing  additional 
portions  of  land  would  fall,  whereas  the 
landlord  who,  on  a  neighbouring  estate, 
had,  by  common  consent,  behaved  with 
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.^eat  stringency,  would  escape  the 
burden.  This  condition  innot  only  ahard- 
ehip  upon  the  good  landloid,  but  it  prac- 
tiddly  renders  the  operation  of  the  Act 
impossible,  because  there  is  no  suitable 
land  contiguous  and  on  the  same  estate. 
Now  why  should  not  the  operation  of 
the  Act  be  extended  ?  What  is  there  to 
prevent  the  Land  Commission  from  being 
•empowered  to  say  to  a  crofter  town- 
ship, "  Here  is  land  sufficient  to  acoom- 
modate  10  out  of  20  crofters.  We  are 
ready  to  make  it  available "  ?  The 
<nrowded  land  would  thus  be  relieved  by 
the  transfer  of  crofters  to  another  estate, 
and  if  on  an  island  perhaps  to  the  main- 
land. It  seems  to  me  that  the  operation  of 
the  Act  is  most  disadvantageously  limited 
by  this  condition,  which  makes  it  neces- 
4Nury  that  the  land  offered  be  contiguous 
to  the  existing  holding.  There  are  other 
conditions,  but  I  have  said  enough  to 
show  that  the  principle  accepted  as  de- 
sirable has  been  frustrated  m  its  appli- 
cation by  the  conditions.  I  should 
like  to  hear  from  the  Government  that 
they  are  willing  to  take  this  into  con- 
sideration; and,  if  they  find,  as  they 
must  find — ^that  this  is  the  case,  that 
they  will  extend  their  proposal,  and,  at  all 
events,  make  their  emigration  clauses  a 
reality  instead  of  a  sham,  as  they  are  at 
present.  Having  said  that,  I  say  further, 
that  I  went  into  this  question  with  a 
prejudice  against  emigration,  sym- 
pathizing strongly  with  the  desire  of 
the  people  to  remain  in  their  own  coun- 
try, amid  their  old  associations;  but 
liaving  studied  the  question,  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  real  relief  is 
impossible  without  a  large  scheme  of 
emigration.  At  the  same  time,  I  say 
that  such  schemes  would  be  assisted  by 
one  of  miration.  Those  who  form  the 
great  majority,  and  who  cannot  mi- 
grate, would  emigrate.  Still,  I  admit 
that  the  Government  would  be  very 
wrong  to  proceed  otherwise  than  tenta- 
tively with  a  scheme  of  emigration. 
Previous  schemes  of  emigration  have 
failed,  and  the  word  is  a  reproach  in 
the  Highlands.  Many  landlords  in  the 
past  emigrated  their  tenants,  and, 
though  in  many  cases  animated  with 
the  best  feelings,  they  sent  them  abroad 
under  such  circumstances  as  to  cause 
many  of  the  emigrants  to  undergo  great 
8u£ferings  and  privations  in  their  new 
homes.  The  news  of  these  failures  has 
come  back,  and  ever  since  emigration 
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has  been  unfavourably  viewed.  The 
Government,  therefore,  would  be  wrong 
to  encourage  emigration  without  follow- 
ing the  emigrants  up,  and  seeing  that 
experiments  of  this  kind  are  made  under 
circumstances  that  render  it  almost  cer- 
tain that  they  will  be  successful.  But  I 
think  it  is  a  good  thing.  They  have 
commenced  the  experiment,  they  are 
trying  it,  and  I  hope  they  will  carry 
it  a  great  deal  further.  It  has  been 
said  by  one  hon.  Member  that  he 
does  not  see  why  the  taxpayers 
of  the  country  should  be  involved 
in  a  scheme  of  this  kind.  Well,  I  do  not 
agree  with  him.  I  do  not  believe  that 
a  wise  scheme  of  emigration  carefully 
carried  out  will  really  involve  the  tax- 
payer in  any  very  serious  loss.  I  believe 
that  there  will  be  less  loss  in  connection 
with  a  well  devised  scheme  of  this  sort 
than  in  connection  with  any  other 
scheme  in  which  the  aid  of  the  State  is 
at  the  present  time  required.  But  at 
the  same  time  I  will  say  that  this  is  one 
of  those  cases  where  a  deserving  part  of 
the  population  is  brought  to  a  condition 
of  misery  through  no  fault  of  their  own, 
and  the  rest  of  the  population  must  come 
to  their  aid.  I  regard  this  question  as 
very  serious.  I  know  the  pressure  there 
is  to  induce  the  Government  to  leave 
things  alone,  and  do  nothing  until  this 
becomes  a  burning  question ;  but  I  have 
seen  enough  to  convince  me  that  there 
is  a  sore  which  if  not  cured,  will  spread. 
Where  there  is,  as  in  the  Highlands,  a 
basis  of  wrong,  we  cannot  tell 
how  far  it  will  spread.  Let 
us  bear  in  mind  the  history  of 
Ireland.  Agitation  in  Ireland  has 
sprung  out  of  a  real  grievance — a  real 
agrarian  grievance.  In  the  Highlands 
and  Islands  of  Scotland  there  is  a  real 
agrarian  grievance — ^misery  almost 
amounting  to  starvation  on  the  part  of  a 
most  deserving  population — and  unless 
some  remedy  is  found  I  will  predict 
serious  trouble  for  the  Government  and 
this  House. 

♦The  EIEST  LORD  of  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  think  it  cannot  be 
denied  that  the  debate  has  been  most 
interesting  on  this  important  question. 
It  has,  perhaps,  been  prolonged  more 
than  we  expected,  but  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
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West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
has  fullj  justified  that  prolongation.     I 
admit  that  this  is  a  very  serious  question, 
but  I  cannot  admit  that  there  is  a  basis 
of  wrong  underlying  it.     The  state  of 
things  is  the  result  of  modem  ciyili- 
zation — the  result  of  the  progress  which 
has  been  made  during  tne   past  few 
years  in  bringing  the  United  Kingdom 
into  dose  communication  with  the  whole 
world,  and  the  resources  of  the  High- 
lands being  thus  brought  into  compe- 
tition with  those  of  other  parts  of  the 
world.     Scotland  with  a  less  produotive 
soil  and  a  less  genial  climate  has  to  com- 
pete against  lands  which  nan  be  made 
productive  at  much  less  cost  of  labour 
and  capital.    7^®'®  ^^  a  demand  that 
there  should  be   land  for   the  unfor- 
tunate cottars    and    crofters    in   Scot- 
land.   We  sympathize  with  the  demand 
most  thoroughly  and  most  heartily.  We 
sympathize  with  the  desire    the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  has  given  expression  to — 
the  desire  of  the  cottars  to  continue  to 
live  on  the  land  where  their  forefathers 
have  lived  before  them.     But  the  forces 
of  Nature  have  to  be  faced,  and  we  must 
all  accommodate  ourselves  to  the  con- 
ditions  of  the  time.    I  am  quite  willing 
to  express  my  sympathy  for  the  distress 
and  my  desire  to  alleviate  that  distress, 
but  I  think  the  Government  would  be 
to  blame  if  we   had  referred  to  such 
sympathy  with    the     distress    without 
also      indicating     the     methods     by 
which    we   proposed    to   alleyiate    it. 
Our    responsibility    would    have   been 
great,  for  it  would  have  raised  expecta- 
tions which  it  would  not  have  been  pos- 
sible for  us  in  the  House  of  Oonunons  to 
realise.'  The  Amendment  now  before  the 
House  is  practically  a  Vote  of  Censure 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  not 
having    proposed    legislation    in    the 
Queen's  Speech.    It  must  be  borne  in 
mind,  however,  that  the  Crofter  Com- 
mission is  absolutely  independent  of  Her 
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Majesty's  Government.      We  have  no 
power  nor  right,  nor  is  it  a  part  of  our 
duty,  to  dictate  to  them  how  they  should 
discharge  the  duties  imposed  upon  them 
by  the  Act  of  1886,  and  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  Commissioners  are 
not  our  appointees,  but  were  appointed 
by  the  Government  that  preceded  us.  If 
they  have  failed  to  make  certain  recom- 
mendations   for    the    benefit    of    the 
crofters,  it  must  be  either  because  an 
application  has  not  been  made  to  them 
by  the  crofters  for  the  extension  of  their 
holdings,  or  else  because  the  Commis- 
sioners have  felt  that  a  more  pressing 
duty  for  them  to  discharge  was  that  of 
revising  rents  and  making  arrangements 
in  regard  to  arrears.    But  howeyer  that 
may  be,  we  have  had  no  part  whatever  in 
the  administration  of  the  Crofters  Act. 
That  duty  has  rested  upon  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  have  received  all  the  as- 
sistance which   the  Government  could 
g^ve  them  in  the    discharge  of  their 
duties.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for   West    Birmingham   has 
spoken  of  migration  and  of  emigration. 
I  have  often  heard  migration  proposed 
in  this  House,  though  I  have  never  seen 
in  print  any  proposal  which  has  taken 
a  practical  shape  with  regard  to  migra- 
tion within  the  United  Kingdom.     For 
my  own  part  I  am  in  such  a  complete 
accord  with  the  principle  which  is  recog- 
nized   in  migration — namely,   the    re- 
cognition  of  those  home-loving  senti- 
ments which  belong  to  the  people  of  this 
country  and  of  Scotland — that,    if    a 
practical  scheme  were  put  before  m# 
which  was  not  demoralizing  in  itself,  I 
should  give  it  my  cordial  approval.    No 
scheme    has    yet    been    submitted  to 
Parliament,  or  to  persons  outside  Parlia- 
ment, that  would  gain    acceptance  by 
a    considerable     number    of     persons 
who  really  understand  the  question.    If 
any  one  were  to  put  before  the  House 
and  the  country  a  scheme  by  which  mi- 
gration could  be  carried   out   without 
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confieeation,  I  am  convinced  that  ParTia- 1  Aat,  alThotigh  the  popfulation  is  com- 


ment would  consider  the  plan  with  every 
desire  to  give  efifect  to  it,  and  to  do  jus- 
tice to  all  concerned.     There  are   many 
exceedingly  well-disposed  persons  in  this 
country  as  well  as  in  Scotland  who  would 
gladly  aid  in  carrying  out  a  plan  pre- 
sented in  a  practical  form.     Land,  I  am 
sorry  to  say,  can  be  had  in  almost  any 
quantity  in  Scotland  as  well  as  in  Eng- 
land, and  with  some  of  this  the  experi- 
ment could  be  tried  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  believe  in  the  principles  they  ad- 
vance would  put  the  proposal  into  prac- 
tical shape.     I  do  not  suppose  that  any 
one  desires  that  crofters  should  pay  less 
than  the  real  reasonable  value  of  the 
land  ;    and   if  that  is   so,   I  am   sure 
there  are  plenty   of  liberal   people   in 
the     country    who    would    be    ready 
to    aesist   in    making  this  experiment. 

Allusions  have  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clarke)  as  to 
the  conditions  under  which  Votes  have 
been  supplied  by  the  Government,  and 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  Treasury 
has  gone.     The  Government  are  bound, 
I  think,  not  to  act  upon  a  mere  senti- 
mental or  generous  view  of  its  responsi- 
bilities, but  they  are  bound  to  rely  upon 
those  who  are  responsible  for  the  return 
of  the  money  advanced.    I  cannot  say 
whether  the  distribution  of  the  Yote  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  was 
right  or  wrong,  but  we  must  trust  to  the 
Fishery  Board  to  administer  it  fairly  and 
properly,  as  I  believe  they  have  done. 
I  agree  that  we  ought  to  endeavour  to 
do  everything  in  our  power  to  improve 
communications  and  to  afford  facilities 
for  the  fishing  industries.     But  there  is 
one  condition  which  I  should  wish  to 
make.    We  ought  not  to  make  loans  as 
mere    shams.     If    we    make  a  loan  it 
should    be     made    to    some  authority 
which  is  capable  of  returning,  and  cer- 
tain to  return,  the  money  at  some  time 
or  other.     The  Government  are    fully 
sensible  of  the  circumstances.    We  know 
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paratively  a  small  one,  it  is  one  which 
deserves  the  utmost  sympathy  and  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment.     Wheilipr    we    have    failed    or 
succeeded  in  the  colonization  which  we 
have    attempted,    and    which  is   going 
forward    again    in    the     spring,    must 
remain    to  be   seen ;     hut  I    think  we 
should  be  extremely  to  blame  if  we  ven- 
tured on  a  larfre  scheme  of   this  kind 
without  trying  whether  the  proposals  are 
likely  to  be  successful  or  not.     I  regret 
that  it  should  become  necessary  for  any 
of  us  to  leave  these  shorAs.     There  is 
hardly  a  Member  in  this  House,  hardly 
aSootchman  in  the  House,  who  haanot  felt 
it  necessary  to  leave  his  home,  and  it  is 
not  for  us  to  advise  any  man  to  remain 
for  ever  on  the  hearthstone  on  which  he 
was  bred,  or  to  trust  for  his  livelihood 
solely  to  the  place  in  which  he  was  bom. 
We  have  endeavoured  to  do  what  we 
can  for  these  crofters  to  meet  the  dis- 
tress to  which  they  have  been  subject, 
but  we  think  it  better  to  proceed  with 
care  and  consideration   in    the    matter 
rather. than  to  attempt  gpreat  and  heroic 
steps  which  might  tend  to    their  mis- 
fortune rather  than  to  their  advantage^ 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  '  Humbly  xo  expreM  te 
Your  Majesty  our  regret  that,  whilst  r«feiciios 
is  made  in  Your  Most  Graciooa  Speech  to  our 
early  attention  being  asked  to  measares  for 
developing  the  material  resoorces  of  Ireland, 
no  reference  is  made  to  the  diatreM  which  pie- 
yaile  in  many  parts  of  the  Highlands  mA 
Islands  of  Scotland,  nor  to  any  measures  idt 
removing  or  alleviating  said  distress*  or  ol 
developing  the  material  resources  of  said  Hi^kp 
lands  and  Islands '  be  there  inserted." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  96 ; 
Noes  160:  Majority  64. —  (Diviaioii 
List  No.  2). 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  arising. 

It  being  after  midnight,  the  Debate 
stood  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  ten  miauiiS 
after  twelve  o'oIoqIl 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES. 


No.  9.]  FIRST    VOLUME     OF    SESSION    1889.         [Mabch  13. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  bth  March,  1889. 


The  Lord  Oarew,  Took  the  Oath. 

MARBIAOB  WITH  A  DKCSABBO   WIFB's 
8I8TBR    BILL. 

A  Bill  to  alter  and  amend  the  Law  as  to 
Marriage  with  a  Deceaaed  Wife's  Siater— Was 
presented  by  the  Duke  of  Saint  Albans ;  read 
1*.    (No.  16.) 

PBIYATB  BILLS. 

All  Petitions  relating  to  Standing  Orders 
which  shall  be  presented  daring  the  present 
Session  referred  to  the  Standing  Orders  Com- 
mittee unlets  otherwise  ordered. 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Friday  the  21st  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House 
authorizing  any  indosure  of  lands  under 
Special  Report  of  the  Land  Commissioners  for 
England,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and  Wales, 
shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  Friday  the  10th 
day  of  May  next ; 

That  no  Bill  orifpnating  in  this  House  con- 
firming any  Provisional  Order  or  Provirional 
Certificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after 
Friday  the  10th  day  of  May  next ; 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  authorising  any  indosure  of  lands 
under  Special  Report  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
for  England,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of  the 
Charity  Commissioners  for  £!ngland  and  Wales, 
shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Friday  the 
28th  day  of  Jone  next; 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  Prorisional  Order  Cer- 
tificate shall  be  read  a  second  time  after  Friday 
the  28th  day  of  June  next : 

That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this  House 
with  Amendments,  these  Provisional  Orders 
shall  not  apply  to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from 
the  House  of  Commons  which  the  Chairinan 
of  Committees  shall  report  to  the  House  is 
substantially  the  same  as  the  Bill  so  amended  ; 

That  this'Houae  will  not  receive  any  petition 
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for  a  Private  Bill  after  Thursday  the  9th  day  of 
May  next,  unless  such  Private  Bill  shall  have 
been  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice,  nor  any  petition  for  a 
Private  Bill  approved  by  the  Chancery  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  after  Friday  the 
17th  day  of  May  next ; 

That  this  House  will  not  receive  any  report 
from  the  Judges  upon  petitions  presented  to  this 
House  for  Private  Bills  after  Friday  the  17th 
day  of  May  next ; 

Ordered,  lliat  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
published,  and  aflSxed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
and  Westminster  Hall.     (No.  17.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Five 
o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  bth  March,  18b9. 


QUESTIONS, 

0 

THE  NORTHERN  ROMAN  WALL. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
South)  (for  Sir  John  Lubbock,  London 
University):  I  wish  to  ask  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  it  is 
true  that  the  North  British  Railway 
Company  have  obtained  powers  enabling 
them  to  destroy  some  of  the  small  re- 
maining portion  of  the  North  Roman 
Wall  or  vallam ;  and  whether  any  steps 
are  being  taken  to  place  it  under  the' 
protection  of  the  Ancient  Monuments 
Act? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pluhket,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  am  informed  that  the  North 
British  Railway  Company  have  acquired 
some  ground  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
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frift'if.  hi  rrift  on  OiiM  iiiihjr</;t  hj  Mr.  Keir  ,  nafety  arrangemeots  on  Bailwaja,  and 
Mfiffh^.,  nw\  \  ht\vh)n\t\  it  inquired  into.  I  ICetums  of  orertime  work,  on  which  ha 
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undertook  on  the  8th  of  Haj  last  to 
legislate  ? 
♦Xhk  president  ov  thk  BOAKD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  HicksBzach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  In  the  debate  on  the 
date  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
I  said  that  I  would  endeavour  at  the 
earlieat  opportunity  I  could  find  to  ask 
Parliament  to  deal  with  questions  of 
publio  safety  in  the  working  of  Rail- 
ways. But  I  was  not  able  tben  to  fix 
any  time  for  doing  so — other  subjects 
must  have  precedence  of  this.  On 
-some  points,  especially  in  the  matter 
of  couplings,  further  information  is 
necessary  before  I  oould  undertake  to 
lay  a  Bill  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 
As  regards  overtime,  the  Returns 
called  for  are  in  an  advanced  state  of 
preparation,  and  I  hope  will  be  shortly 
presented.  TJntil  they  have  been  con- 
sidered, I  do  not  think  it  is  desirable  to 
decide  what  is  to  ha  done  as  to  future 
Returns,  which,  it  is  to  be  observed,  we 
««n  call  for  without    further   legiala- 

Mb.  CHANNING  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  draw  attention  to  this 
subject  on  the  Vote  for  the  Board  of 
Trade. 


RAILWAY  STATISTICS. 
Mr.  CHANNINO  {Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  the  Board  of  Trade 
have  as  yet  made  any  orders  on  Railway 
Companies,  under  section  Z2  of  "  The 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  188B," 
req'iiring  them  to  furnish  additional 
etati'iticB  in  their  Returns  to  the  Board  of 
Trade;  and.  ifso,  on  whataubjects  such 
statintios  have  been  ordered  ? 
•The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  j^Bir  M.  Hickb-Beach, 
Bristol,  W.) :  The  Railway  Companies 
have  been  very  much  occupied  in 
regard  to  the  echedules  of  nlouification 
and  maximum  rates  to  be  prepared 
under  the  Act  of  last  Session,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  not  at  present 
called  for  any  additional  Rstums  under 
that  Act.  I  undertook,  however,  in  re- 
ply to  a  Question  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  December  last,  to  deal  with 
Returns  as  to  couplings  early  this  year. 
The  matter  has  been  under  my  atten- 
tion, and  I  shall  be  glad  to  confer  with 
the  hoD.  Member  as  to  the  moat  deair- 
able  form  to  be  adopted. 


FAIR  RESTS  IN  TYRONE. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone, 
South)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  "  whether 
applications  to  have  fair  rents  fixed  in 
the  division  of  South  Tyrone  have  been 
listed  since  1687  without  being  heard; 
and,  if  he  can  say  when  the  Commission 
will  sit  at  Dungaonon  and  Ologher  for 
the  purpose  of  hearing  such  cases  ? 
•Thb  CHIEF  8E0HETART  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J-  Balfoub,  Man- 
chester, East) :  The  Land  Commissioners 
inform  me  that  the  cases  in  the  Unions 
of  Dungannon  and  Ologher  received  up 
totbe  26th  and  10th  of  Ootober,  1887, 
respectively,  have  been  listed  for  hear- 
ing. A  list  has  just  been  issued  for  the 
Unions  of  Omagh,  Irvinestown,  and 
Enniskillen.  The  Commissioners  are 
not  at  present  in  a  position  to  say  what 
Union  will  be  taken  up  when  that  list 
is  finished. 

THE  ESTATE  OF  TEE  LORD  LIEU- 
TENANT. 

Mb.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  South) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  with  reforenoe 
to  the  eviction  of  the  tenant  Barr  on  the 
estate  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  near 
Newtownards,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  eviction  was  carried  out  under  the 
superintendence  of  his  agent,  Mr. 
Brownlow,  J.P.,  at  seven  o'clock  at 
night ;  whether  Barr  (nursing  an  infant) 
and  five  children  were  earned  out  and 
left  in  the  snow  ;  whether  his  sick  wife 
was  carried  out  and  left  lying  on  some 
straw  in  the  snow,  and  all  were  after- 
wards placed  in  the  workhouse  cart  and 
removed  to  the  workhouse  at  Newtown- 
ards; whether,  on  the  following  day, 
Mr.  Brownlow,  J. P.,  procured  some 
dynamite  from  a  road  contractor,  and 
having  unroofed  Barr's  house,  then 
destroyed  the  walla  with  dynamite; 
whether  this  house  had  been  built  by 
the  tenant,  and  without  anyoontribution 
from  the  landlord  ;  whether  the  tenant 
had  offered  to  the  agent  £34  on  the 
day  on  which  the  agent  had  agreed  to 
aooept  £10  in  satisfaction  of  all  rent 
due,  and  also  promised  to  pay  the  bal- 
ance in  a  few  days ;  whether  a  few  days 
subsequently  Barr  offered  the  full 
amount  agreed  upon,  but  the  agent 
refused  to  acoept  same  unless  Barr  would 
the  farm  and  .give  np  his  liom«  . 
2  0  2 
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seleotiii^  proper  a  words  far  British 
troops ;  and  what  is  the  official  title  of 
the  officer  BO  leBponaible,  and  is  he  the 
same  official  who,  ia  addition  to  the 
Adjutant  Oeneral,  aigned  the  Report 
reoently  presented  to  Parliament  ? 

Thk  SEORETABY  of  STATE  fob 
WAB  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homoastle] :  My  military  adriaera  do 
not  accept  the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Officers.  U7  answer  to  the  second,  third, 
fourth,  and  fifth  Questions  is  "  Yea." 
In  anawer  to  the  sixth  Queation,  the  new 
pattern  and  the  new  teats  have  not  yet 
been  decided  upon.  In  answer  to  the 
eeventh  and  eighth  QrUeationi),  the 
Oommittee  muat  be  regarded  as  re- 
sponaible  for  the  pattern  and  the  tests  to 
be  applied.  But,  their  recommendation 
having  been  approved,  the  Director  of 
Artilteiy  ia  reaponaible  that  the  pattern 
is  adhered  to.  and  that  no  sword  is 
paued  into  the  serrioe  which  haa  failed 
to  pass  the  teata. 

In  further  answer  to  Mr.  HsmuRT, 
Mr.  £.  STANHOPE  aaid :  The  con- 
tract price  of  cavalry  awords  of  the  1885 
pattern  was  with  Solingen  (which  made 
20,000  swords)  20a.,  and  with  Birming- 
ham (where  7,500  w»e  made]  24a.  The 
price  of  the  awords  of  cavalry  offioera 
Tariee,  I  am  informed,  from  £'i  ISa.  6d. 
to  £7.  My  anawer  to  the  fourth  Ques- 
tion ia  in  the  affirmative, 

THE  ALLOTMENTS  ACT,  1887. 
Ma  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Qo- 
vemment  Board  whether,  as  the  period 
has  expired  during  which  eanitary 
authorities  can  make  application  for 
Provisional  Orders  to  acquire  land  com- 
pulsorily  for  allotmenta  uader  "The 
Allotmenta  Act,  1 1187,"  he  can  state  how 
many  of  auch  applicationa  have  been 
made,  and  the  namea  of  the  sanitary 
autboritiea  making  them  ? 
•Thk  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED(Mr.RiTcniB) 
(Tower  Hamlete,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
received  two  such  applications,  one  from 
the  Waylaad  Rural  Sanitary  Authority, 
and  the  other  from  the  Shipaton-OD-SCour 
Rural  Sanitary  Authority. 

TELEGRAPHIC   MONET   OKDERS. 
Mb.  HENNIKEB  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) aaked  tbe  Postmaster  General  if 
there  is  likely  to  be  much  further  delay 
'  Mr.  Saniury 


in  introducing  into  this  coontiy  th» 
telegraphic  money  order  system  which 
has  been  adopted  on  the  Continent  and 
in  the  Anstralian  Colonies  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hos. 
Member,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  atate- 
that  I  hope  very  shortly  to  announoe  to- 
tbe  House  the  date  on  and  from  whick 
telegraphic  money  orders  will  bo  iatro- 
duoed  by  way  of  experiment  in  tbi» 
country. 

POSTAGE  TO  INDIA  OF  ENQLIBH 
NEWSPAPERS  FROM  FRANOE. 
Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General' 
whether  the  practice  of  sendint;  from 
England  newspapers  for  India  and 
China  to  be  posted  in  France  ia  legal ; 
and  on  what  figures  the  calculation  that 
the  Revenue  does  not  suffer  from  the 
practice  ia  based  ? 

Mb.  RAIEES  :  As  the  Poet  Office 
has  no  monopoly  in  tbe  conveyance  of 
newspapers,  the  practice  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  is  perfectly  legal.  To- 
ehow  the  hon.  Member  how  it  is  that  the- 
British  Revenue  does  not  suffer  bj  the- 
praotice,  I  may  state  that,  for  a  4-oz. 
newspaper  posted  here  for  India,  the- 
postage  prepai4  by  tbe  sender  is  l|d., 
out  of  which  id.  goes  to  France  and 
Italy  for  the  special  transit  aorosa  those 
countries,  and  id.  is  credited  to  India- 
towards  the  cost  of  tbe  Inland  Service- 
there,  so  that  only  Jd.  remains  towarde 
the  expense  of  collection,  sorting,  stamp- 
ing, and  oonveyanoe  to  Dover,  not  to- 
mention  the  sea  conveyance  from  Brin- 
disi  to  Bombay.  If  the  same  newapaper 
were  posted  in  France,  it  would  ooat  us> 
absolutely  nothing,  while  we  ehould 
receive  from  France  for  the  sea  convey- 
ance ii. 

THE    MILITIA. 

TiacocNT  BARING  ( Bedford shire^ 
Biggleswade)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  Militia  is  at  present  about  23,000 
man  under  its  establishment ;  and  whe- 
ther any  steps  are  beiag  taken  to  com- 
plete the  force  to  its  proper  strength  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  It  ia  true  that 
by  the  latestRetuma  the  Militia  waamor^ 
than  20,000  men  below  its  establishments 
The  reward  for  a  Milttia  recruit  haa, 
therefore,  been  raised  from  It.  &d.  to  . 
2i.  6d.,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  the  resulta 


957                The  Spsnal                {Maboh  5,  1889}               Chwmu9%(m.               95S 

have  80  far  been  satisfactory.   The  effec-  confidential  papers  in  hit  poMeeaion  in  bk 

tive  strength  of  the  Militia  was  raised  J^^^^  capacity  to  a  man  calUng  himaelf 

iv«  1  ftQ7  ^^«  ^«   T«.i.,«««r   ^^A   ♦k^  ;«  ^    Caron   (a  witness  for  the   TimeM    newa- 

by  1,687  men  m  Januair,  and  the  in-  paper),  to  be  taken  away  and  used  by  Le  Caron 

crease  continued  during  February.  and  Hooston,  was  done  without  the  knowlefge 

or  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  not 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION.  by  order  of  the  Special  Commission,  he  proposes 

TLr«     nATJU  r\3J^^^i^\^   fi  "C     t>»^u«\  to  take  any  action  with  respect  to  this  conduct 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Rugby)  of  a  person  holding  such  a  position  as  that  of 

asked  the   Secretary  of   State  for  the  Assistant  Commissioner  of  Police." 

Home  Department  whether  it  is  a  fact  Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  FOk 

that  Mr.  Robert  Anderson,  of  Scotland  ^he     HOME    DEPARTMENT    (Mr. 

Yard,  in  January  last,  at  his  private  re-  Matthews,  Birmingham,  East) :  I  wiU 

sidence  m  Linden  Gardens,  handed  to  a  answer     the    Question    of    the    hon. 

Times  witness  calling  himself  Le  Caron  Member  for  Rugby  and  that  of  the 

(who  described  himself  as  a  military  hon.  Member  for  the  RushoIifTe  Division' 

spy,  and  whose  real  name  was  Beach),  (Mr.  John  Ellis)  on  the  sam^  nubject  at 

a  number  of   confidential  documents,  ^he  same  time.    I  have  aire  ily.  in  an 

forming    part    of     a    correspondence  answer  to  thp   right  hon.  Momber  for 

which    had    come    into    Mr.    Ander-  Derby,  stated  that  Mr.  Ander-^on  will  b© 

sons  possession  m    his    official  capa-  called  as  a  witness  before  the  Special 

city;     whether    It    is    a  fact  that  Mr.  Commission,  and  be  can  then  Ue  cros»- 

Anderson  at  the  same  time,  voluntarily  examined  as  to  his  action  in  rogard  to 

and  unasked,  gave  Le  Caron  a  letter  of  Le  Caron  and  as  to  the  character  of  the 

introduction  to  Houston,  who  was  assist-  documents  he  handed  to  Le  Carc/n.    I 

ing  the  Solicitor  to  the  TmeM  in  obtain-  ^^^^  decline  to  anticipate  Mr.  Anderson's 

mg  evidence,  and  said  that  Houston  was  evidence  by  answers  in  this  House,  or  to 

a  gentleman  upon  whom  Le  Caron  could  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  truth  of  Le 

rely  implicitly,  and  that  Houston  had  Caron's  evidence  while  the  Commission 

been     selected     as     representing    the  jg  ^^^  aitting.    Nor  can  I,  with  respect 

interests  of  the  prosecuuon ;  whether  it  ^o  Mr.  Anderson,  add  anything  to  what 

IS  a  fact  that  Mr.  Anderson  at  the  time  j  grated  in  the  House  on  March  1. 

he  handed  the  documents  to  Le  Caron  Mr.  COBB :   May  I  ask  the  right 

said  that  he  had  chosen  or  ouUed  from  ^on.  Gentleman  if  he  has  ascertained 

the  correspondence  what  he  thought  Le  f^om  Mr.  Anderson  whether  Le  Caron's 

Caron  would  need  m  the  case ;  whether  evidence  is  true  or  false  ? 

it  is  a  fact  that    the  documents  were  Mr.  MATTHEWS :  That  is  exactly 

aUowed  to  remain  for    a  considerable  ti^^  Question  which  I  must  decUne  to 

time  in  the  custody  of  Houston  at  his  answer. 

rooms  in  Cork  Street ;    whether  he  was  Mr.   JOHN  ELLIS:    My  Question 

aware  that  Le  Caron  swore  before  the  ^^es  not  relate   to   anything  that  Le 

Special  Commission  to  the  truth  of  the  Caron  said.    I  wish  to  ask  whether  the 

facts  named  m  this  Question,  and,  fur-  ^jght  1^^,^,  Gentleman,  having  admitted 

ther,  that  he  had  never  heard  Houston  s  j^  the  House  that  these  things  were  done, 

name  until  it  was  mentioned  to  him  by  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^hink  it  necessary  to  have  a 

Mr.  Anderson,  and  that,  m  giving  the  gpecial  investigation  into  the  matter  ? 

introduction    to    Houston,    he   under-  |^^   MATTHEWS :  I  shall  wait  the 

stood    Mr.    Anderson    to    mean    that  result  of  the  examination  of  Mr.  Ander- 

Houston   was  a  gentleman  whom  the  g^^  ^^efore  the  Special  Commission  be- 

Ttmes  could  trust;  whether  he  has  ascer-  f^^^  j  ^ake  any  action, 

tained  from  Mr.  Anderson  if  Le  Caron's  Mr.  SEXTON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 

evidence  is  m  these  respects  true ;  and,  QenUeman  guarantee  that  Mr.  Anderson 

if  true,  what  action  he  will  take  in  the  ^^  ^e  examined  before  the  Commie- 

matter;  and  whether,  if  Mr.  Anderson  g^Qj^p 

stated  that  the  evidence  was  false,  the  ^t                         •       x    ^i.*  /\      i.- 

Government  will  prosecute  Le  Caron  for  ^^  ^^^'^^^  ^^«  8^*^^^  ^  ^^'^  Question 

perjury  ?  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle)  asked 

Mr.    JOHN    ELLIS    (Nottingham,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 

Ru8hcliffe\  had  also  given  notice—  partment  whether  it  is  true  that  Mr. 

^*  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  An<irews,  the  Governor  of  Downpatrick 

Department,  whether,  as  he  has  admitted  that  ^"son,   attempted  to  influence  F,    \V. 

the  handing  over  hy  Mr.  Robert  Anderson  of  Nally    to    give    evidence     in     support 
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TliiB  arTKSgement  is  being  aotival; 
carried  out  by  the  oootractors,  and  the 
greater  portioa  of  the  vehicles — if  not 
all — hare  nov  been  fitted.  PreTioos 
ooatraota  for  the  Serrioe  did  not  provide 
for  lighting  the  vehicles,  but  in  the  oon- 
traots  which  I  have  lately  entered  into 
I  reeerved  the  power  which  I  have  nov 
exercised  of  catling  on  the  contractors  to 
provide  lamps. 

DETECTITES  IN  THE  LOBBY. 

Mk.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Quoen'e 
Oo.,  Oasorj) :  I  wiah  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stats  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the  Star 
newspaper  on  Satarday,  that  a  large 
anmher  of  detectives  were  stationed  in 
the  Outer  Lobby  of  this  House  on  Fri- 
day night;  if  so,  by  whose  authority 
they  were  placed  there  and  with  what 
object  P 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir.  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Police 
that  this  statement  is  untrue. 

Me.  W.  A.  MACDONALD:  Doeathe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assert  that  there 
were  no  detectives  in  the  Lobby  on 
Friday  night? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  submitted  the 
hon.  Member's  Question — namely, 
whether  a  certain  statement  was  true 
— to  the  Gommissioner  of  Police,  and 
the  answer  is  that  it  is  untrue. 

WALES  AND  THE  LOCAL  OOVEEN- 

MENT  ACT: 
Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth, 
shire) :  I  beg,  Sir,  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board  when 
the  Welsh  version  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act,  1888,  will  be  published  ;  also 
whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  publiahed  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Welsh  County  Councils  must  be  carried 
on  and  recorded  in  the  English  lan- 
guage; whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
section  of  the  Statute  on  which  this 
opinion  is  based  enacts  that  no  person 
or  persons  that  use  the  Welsh  language 
sh^l  have  or  enjoy  any  manner  of  office 
or  fees  within  Wales  upon  pain  of  for- 
feiting the  same  ofGoes  or  fees  unless  he 
or  they  exercise  the  English  languafte 
and  whether  he  iatends  to  enforoe  the 
provisions  of  this  Statute  ? 

*Mh.  KITCniE:  The   whole  of  the 

translation  of   the   Local    Government 

Jfr.  Jtttiht 


Act  into  Welsh  has  been  completed ; 
but  there  haa  been  some  diffioullry  in. 
the  printing.  I  am  unable  to  aaj  pre- 
cisely when  the  translation  will  b» 
issued,  but  I  will  press  it  on  as  rapidly 
as  poBsible.  My  attention  has  not  been 
drawn  to  an  opinion  of  the  Attomej 
General  to  the  effect  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Welsh  County  Counmb 
must  be  carried  on  and  recorded  in 
English.  But  I  am  aware  that  there  is 
a  aeotion  in  the  27th  Henry  YIII.,  cap. 
28,  which  contains  a  provision  to  the 
effect  that  no  person  or  persons  that  nsa 
the  Welsh  language  should,  have  or 
enjoy  any  manner  of  office  or  fees  within 
Wales  upon  pain  of  forfeiting  the  aame 
offices  or  fees,  unless  he  or  they  exer- 
cised the  English  language.  I  am  not 
at  present  aware  of  any  case  in  which  it 
would  be  necessary  for  me  to  exeroiae 
any  power  I  may  possess  in  this  mattm. 
If  any  case  is  brought  under  my  notice, 
I  must,  of  course,  consider  all  the  dr- 
cumstaoces  of  it. 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS:  WUl  the 
Attorney  General  state  whether  in  bit 
opinion  offices  under  the  Local  Qoveni- 
ment  Act  would  be  forfeited  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL:  No 
difficulty  has  arisen  iu  Wales  on  aimilar 
matters,  but  at  the  same  time  no  legal 
question  haa  been  raised. 

Mr.  J.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St 
Rollox] :  In  view  of  the  forthoomine 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Scotland,  wiB 
the  rii^ht  hon.  Qentleman  arranf^a  HaX 
it  shall  be  translated  into  Gaelio  ? 


The  Question  n 


lot  answered. 


MAKGAEIKE- 

Me.  bond  (Dorset.  E.):  I  have  ta 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  a  memorial  haa 
been  forwarded  to  him  from  the  Oourt 
of  Quarter  Sessions  of  Dorsetshirer 
representing  that  the  Margarine  Act  i» 
being  evaded ;  and  what  course  Har 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  take  in 
the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  underetand 
that  a  memorial  has  been  received,  bat 
no  decision  has  yet  been  come  to  witb 
regard  to  the  matter. 

CAPTAIN  WISSMANN. 
Mr.  SYDNEY    BUXTON    (Tower 
Hamlets,    Poplar):  I   beg  to   ask    the 
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Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreispi  mentuntil the Beport diticlosed  them.  No 
Affairs  whether  the  attention  of  Her  representations  hy  the  Colonial  Authori- 
Majesty's  Qovemment  has  been  called  ties  have  been  made  to  the  Secretary  of 
to  a  telegram,  through  Heuter's  Agency,  State.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Secre- 
dated  Alexandria,  25th  February,  which  tary  of  State  to  supervize  the  internal 
states  that  **  Captain  Wissmann  has  administration  of  a  colony  imder  re- 
arrived  here  on  his  way  to  Zanzibar.  He  sponsible  government.  It  would  not 
proceeds  to-night  to  Cairo,  where  he  will  be  right  to  publish  the  Report  here 
probably  recruit  a  force  of  some  hundred  without  a  statement  of  what  has  been  in 
blacks  ;  "    and  whether  the  consent  of  pursuance  of  it. 

the  Egyptian    Government    has    been  M&.  BRADLAUGH  :  On  the  Colonial 

obtained    for     the    enlistment    of    its  Vote    I    will  call  attention  to  the  fact 

subjects  ?  that  no  steps  whatever  have  been  taken 

Sir  J.  FERGUSSON  :  Her  Majesty's  to  remedy  the  evils  complained  of. 
Government  are  aware  of  the  project  of 

Captai  n  Wissmann,  of  the  German  Army.  THE  SALVATION  AR&IY. 

Sir  Evelyn   Baring    has   "ported  his  ^^     COQHILL    (Newcastte-under- 

amvaUt  Cairo,  and  has  stated  that  his  j^       . .  j  ^.^^  ^  ^^  ^^^  Secretary  of 

proceedings  have  not  received  any  official  gtate  for  the  Home  Departownt,  whe- 

sanction;  but  that  the  Egyptian  Govern-  ^       ^^  ^^^    ^^^  ^  five  years 

ment  do  not  propose  to  put  any  obsiwdes  jg^„  ^^^  members  of  the  Salvltion 

m  the  way  of  his  endeavouring  to  obtain  ^        ^^^^  ^^^^  sentenced  in  England 

by  purely  voluntary  enlistment  a  few  ^^  J^^,  ^f  imprisonment,  they  have 

^i*f  .1  f/i!'"*'^  '°  *  ^   T         w  ^^  been  subjected  to  the  ordinary  prison 

adds  that  there  are  a  good  many  blacks  discipline  and  to  the  ordinary  prison 

at  Cuiro,  emigrants  from  the  Soudan  ^^J   ^^^    whether,  during  th^  im- 

"^u    "nrV"'    fi.Tr      ^           V  prisonment,  they  haVe  had  to  dean  out 

who  will  be  benefited  If  employment  can  J"^^.^  ^^^^  '^^^'^  ^^„    ^son  dress  in 

be  obtained  for  them.  common  with   other  prisoners,  and  to 

CAPB  COLONY  PRISONS.  ^^^  exercise  with  other  prisoners. 

Mk.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) :  ^  JJb.  MATTHEWS :  The  «8wer  to 

I  beg  to  ask  the    Undw   Secretary  of  both  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member'* 

State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any  steps  ^"^**'*'?,iU°n,S^*/tr'""*^\''  t    u     1.1 

whatever  have  been  taken  by  the  C^  ,.^^;  ^^l^^  ^^Tl    '^ 'n    f.  '^'^^ 

lonial  Authorities  since  August  last  to  J*^*,*"   f V***  "f^*  ^9^-  ^.^""^T' 

remedy  the  wretched  state  shown  by  the  ^J'^*/'  ^«  ^^^  °°*  *«"""*^*'  **»**  »  ^"- 

Report  on  the  Penal  Establisbmente  in  ^'J,     oi^ » xruo     n  jt          a 

Cape  Colony  to  then  exist  in  the  Colonial  ^-  SPEAKER :  Order,  order. 

prisons ;  whether  the  evils  reported  on 

have  been  known  to  the  Government  IRELAND— THOMAS  TRACY, 
for  more  than  two  years ;  whether  any  Mb.  M*CAHTAN  :  I  wish  to  ask 
representations  have  been  made  to  the  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu* 
Colonial  Authorities  by  the  Secretary  of  tenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the^ 
State ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  treatment  of  the  bail  prisoner  Tracy^ 
Table  the  Beport  on  this  subject  made  recently  removed  from  Belfast  to  Mill- 
by  the  Committee  on  Convicts  and  bank  Prison,  whether  he  can  now  say 
Gaols  appointed  by  the  Cape  Town  Par-  if  the  prison  authorities  supply  dinners- 
liament  ?  of  joint,  dessert,  and  beer  or  porter,  to 
The  under  SECRETARY  of  bail  prisoners  in  Ireland ;  and,  if  not^ 
STATE  POR  THB  COLONIES  (Baron  whether  such  dinners  were  supplied  at 
H.  D£  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Tozteth):  the  expense  of  the  proprietor  of  the 
I  informed  the  House  on  the  26th  ult.  TimM  to  Tracy  during  his  imprisonment 
that  the  Cape  Government  had  taken  at  Belfast,  or  by  whom  these  dinners 
immediate  steps  by  legislation  to  remedy  were  supplied  to  him  there ;  whether  he 
the  condition  of  the  Colonial  Prisons,  will  state  by  whom  the  Fr&Mian^s 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  how  Journal^  containing  reports  of  the  pro- 
long the  evils  reported  upon  have  been  ceedings  at  the  Special  Commission,  was 
known  ;o  the  Colonial  Government ;  they  supplied  to  Tracy  daily  at  Belfast  Gaol ; 
were  not  known  to  Her  Ma  je8ty'sGt>vern-  and,  whether  the  Prisons  Board,  while 
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aeleotiDg  proper  enords  for  Britisti ' 
troops;  and  what  is  the  official  title  of 
the  officer  so  responsible,  and  is  be  the 
same  official  who,  in  addition  to  the 
Adjutant  General,  sig'ned  the  Beport , 
recently  preseTited  to  Parliament  ? 

Thb  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  My  military  advisera  do 
not  accept  the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Officers.  My  answer  to  the  second,  third, 
fourth,  and  tifth  Questions  is  "Yes." 
In  answer  to  the  sixth  Question,  the  new 
pattern  and  the  new  testa  hare  not  yet 
been  decided  upon.  In  answer  to  the 
seventh  and  eighth  Questions,  the 
Committee  mast  be  regarded  as  re- 
sponsible for  the  pattern  and  the  tests  to 
be  applied.  But,  their  recommendation 
having  been  approved,  the  Director  of 
Artillery  is  responsible  that  the  pattern 
is  adhered  to.  and  that  no  sword  is 
passed  into  the  service  which  has  failed 
to  pass  the  tests. 

In  further  answer  to  Mr.  Hanbubt, 
Me.  E.  stanhope  said :  The  con- 
tract price  of  cavalry  swotds  of  the  1885 
pattern  was  with  Solingen  (which  made 
20,000  swords)  20s.,  and  with  Birming- 
ham (where  7,500  were  made)  24s.  The 
price  of  the  swords  of  cavalry  officers 
varies,  I  am  informed,  from  £2  12s.  6d. 
to  £7.  My  answer  to  the  fourth  Ques- 
tion is  in  the  affirmative. 

THE  ALLOTMENTS  ACT,  1887. 
Mb  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  whether,  as  the  period 
has  expired  during  which  sanitary 
authorities  can  make  application  for 
Provisional  Orders  to  acquire  land  onm- 
pulsorily  for  allotmeDts  under  "The 
Allotments  Act,  lHtj7,"  he  can  state  how 
many  of  such  applications  have  been 
made,  and  the  names  of  the  sanitary 
authorities  making  them  ? 
*TnB  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
government  board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  have 
received  two  such  applications,  one  from 
the  Wayland  Rural  Sanitary  Authority, 
and  the  other  from  the  Shipaton-on-Stour 
Rural  Sanitary  Authority. 

TELEGRAPHIC   MONEY   OHDEKS. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  (Canter- 
biiry)  asked  the  Postiuaater  General  if 
there  is  likely  to  be  much  further  delay 
Jfr.  Uanbury 


in  introducing  into  this  country  th» 
telet^raphic  money  order  system  which 
has  been  adopted  on  the  Continent  and 
in  the  Australian  Colonies  7 

Mb.  RAIKE8 :  In  reply  to  the  hoB. 
Member,  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  Btat» 
that  I  hope  very  shortly  to  annonnce  to- 
the  House  the  date  on  and  from  which 
telegraphic  money  orders  will  be  intro- 
duced by  way  of  ezperiment  in  thi» 
country. 

POSTAGE  TO  INDIA  OF  ENGLISH 
NEWSPAPERS  FROM  FHANCE. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Cantov 
buiy)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  the  practice  of  sending  from 
England  newspapers  for  India  and 
China  to  be  posted  in  France  is  legal; 
and  on  what  figures  the  calculation  that 
the  Revenue  does  not  suffer  from  the 
practice  is  based  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  As  the  Post  Office 
has  no  monopoly  in  the  conveyance  of 
newspapers,  the  practice  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  is  perfectly  legal.  Ta 
show  the  hon.  Member  how  it  is  thatthft 
British  Revenue  does  not  suffer  by  the- 
practice,  I  may  state  that,  for  a  4-ox. 
newspaper  posted  here  for  India,  th^- 
postage  prepaid  by  the  sender  is  l|d., 
out  of  which  ^A.  goes  to  France  and 
Italy  for  the  special  transit  aorosa  those 
countries,  and  Jd.  is  credited  to  India 
towards  the  cost  of  the  Inland  Service' 
there,  so  that  only  Jd.  remains  towards- 
the  expense  of  collection,  sorting,  stamp- 
ing, and  conveyance  to  Dover,  not  to- 
mention  the  sea  conveyance  from  Briii- 
disi  to  Bombay.  If  the  same  newspaper 
were  posted  in  France,  it  would  cost  U» 
absolutely  nothing,  while  we  should 
receive  from  France  for  the  sea  coDTey- 
ance  Jd. 

THE    MILITIA. 

ViscoDNT  BARING  (Bedfordshire, 
Biggleswade)  asked  the  Sectetaiy  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  Militia  is  at  present  about  23,000 
men  under  its  establish ment ;  and  whe- 
ther any  steps  are  being  taken  to  oom- 
plete  the  force  to  its  proper  strength  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  r  It  is  true  that 
bythelatestReturas  the  Militia  was  mor» 
than  20,000  men  below  itseetabliahment. 
The  reward  for  a  Militia  recruit  haa, 
therefore,  been  raised  from  1«.  6tf.  to 
2r.  6i/.  ,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  the  r 
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have  80  far  been  satisfactory.   The  effec-  confidential  papers  in  his  poMssaion  in  bk 

tive  strength  of  the  Militia  was  raised  %^^^}   capacity   to   a  man   caUing  himself 

iv«  1  ftQ7  TL^«  ;-,   T»^.,.«»   ^^A   ♦k-^  ;«  ^    Caron   (a  witness  for  the   7\m*«    news- 

by  1,687  men  m  Januai^,  and  the  in-  paper),  to  be  taken  away  and  need  by  Le  Caron 

crease  continued  during  February.  and  Honston,  was  done  without  the  knowle'lge 

or  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State  and  not 
THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION.  by  order  of  the  Special  Commission,  he  proposes 
-Kf^  nciim  r\kT^^^x^\^  fi  T?  'D..^u.\  to  take  any  action  with  respect  to  this  conduct 
Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  8.E.,  Kugby)  of  a  person  holding  such  a  position  as  that  of 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Assistant  Commissioner  of  Police." 
Home  Department  whether  it  is  a  fact  Thb  SECRETARY  of  STATE  pok 
that  Mr.  Robert  Anderson,  of  Scotland  ^he  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Yard,  in  January  last,  at  hie  private  re-  Matthews,  Birmingham,  East) :  I  wiU 
sidence  iQ  Linden  Gardens,  handed  to  a  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Times  witness  calling  himself  Le  Caron  Member  for  Rugby  and  that  of  the 
(who  described  himself  as  a  military  hon.  Member  for  the  RushclifTe Division' 
spy,  and  whose  real  name  was  Beach),  (Mr.  John  Ellis)  on  the  sam^  subject  at 
a  number  of  confidential  documents,  the  same  time.  I  have  alreily,  in  an 
forming  part  of  a  correspondence  answer  to  thp  right  hon.  Momber  for 
which  had  come  into  Mr.  Ander-  Derby,  stated  that  Mr.  AnderMon  will  be 
sons  possession  in  his  offici^  capa-  called  as  a  witness  before  the  Special 
city;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Mr.  Commission,  and  he  can  then  l.e  cross- 
Anderson  at  the  same  time,  voluntarily  examined  as  to  his  action  in  rogard  to 
and  unasked,  gave  Le  Caron  a  letter  of  Le  Caron  and  as  to  the  character  of  the 
introduction  to  Houston,  who  was  assiet-  documents  he  handed  to  Le  CarcTn.  I 
ing  the  Solicitor  to  the  Tim-M  in  obtain-  n^ugt  decline  to  anticipate  Mr.  Anderson's 
ing  evidence,  and  said  that  Houston  was  evidence  by  answers  in  this  House,  or  to 
a  gentleman  upon  whom  Le  Caron  could  express  any  opinion  as  to  the  truth  of  Le 
rely  impliciUy,  and  that  Houston  had  Oaron's  evidence  while  the  Commission 
been  selected  as  representing  the  j,  ^^^x  sitting.  Nor  can  I,  with  respect 
interests  of  the  prosecution ;  whether  it  to  Mr.  Anderson,  add  anything  to  what 
IS  a  fact  that  Mr.  Anderson  at  the  time  i  grated  in  the  House  on  March  1. 
he  handed  the  documents  to  Le  Caron  Mr.  COBB :  May  I  ask  the  right 
said  that  he  had  chosen  or  culled  from  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  has  ascertained 
the  correspondence  what  he  thought  Le  f^om  Mr.  Anderson  whether  Le  Caron's 
Caron  would  need  m  the  case  ;  whether  evidence  is  true  or  false  ? 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  documents  were  Mr.  MATTHEWS :  That  is  exactly- 
allowed  to  remain  for  a  considerable  the  Question  which  I  must  decUne  to 
time  in  the  custody  of  Houston  at  his  answer. 

rooms  in  Cork  Street ;    whether  he  was  Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS:    My  Question 

aware  that  Le  Caron  swore  before  the  ^^es  not  relate    to   anything  that  Le 

Special  Commission  to  the  truth  of  the  Q^ron  said.    I  wish  to  ask  whether  the 

facts  named  in  this  Question,  and,  fur-  ^j^ht  hon.  Gentleman,  having  admitted 

ther,  that  he  had  never  heard  Houston's  j^  the  House  that  these  things  were  done, 

name  until  it  was  mentioned  to  him  by  ^^^^  ^^t  think  it  necessary  to  have  a 

Mr.  Anderson,  and  that,  in  giving  the  special  investigation  into  the  matter  ? 

introduction    to    Houston,    he    under-  Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  shall  wait  the 

stood    Mr.    Anderson    to    mean    that  result  of  the  examination  of  Mr.  Ander- 

Houston   was  a  gentleman  whom  the  g^^  hefore  the  Special  Commission  be- 

Ttmes  could  trust;  whether  he  has  ascer-  f^^.^  j  take  any  action, 

tained  from  Mr.  Anderson  if  Le  Carou's  Mr.  SEXTON  :  Will  the  right  hon. 

evidence  is  in  these  respects  true ;  and,  Qentleman  guarantee  that  Mr.  Anderson 

if  true,  what  action  he  will  take  in  the  ^^  he  examined  before  the  Commie- 

matter ;  and  whether,  li  Mr.  Anderson  ^^^^^  p 

stated  that  the  evidence  was  false,  the  ^^                          •        x    ^v  rk      i.- 

Government  will  prosecute  Le  Caron  for  ^o  answer  was  given  to  this  Question 

perjury  ?  Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle)  asked 

Mr.    JOHN    ELLIS    (Nottingham,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 

Rushclitfe),  had  also  given  notice—  partment  whether  it  is  true  that  Mr. 

.  rp      I  4v    c       4       «  o«^  ^  <    Av  TT  Andrews,  the  Governor  of  Downratrick 

••To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  r%  ,            \^         aJa'/i               T>Tir 

Department,  whether,  as  he  has  admitted  that  ^"80^.    attempted  to  influence  V.    W. 

the  handing  over  by  Mr.  Robert  Anderson  of  Nally    to    give    evidence     in     support 
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of  the  charges  and  allegations  of  | 
the  Timet;  whether  an  agent  of 
the  TitMi  visited  Nallj  in  Mill- 
bank  Prison  without  Nally's  invitation 
and  contrary  to  his  wishes ;  whether  the 
agent  of  the  Tim$»  represented  himself 
to  the  prison  authorities  as  the  friend 
of  Nally;  and,  if  not,  then  on  what 
ground  he  was  admitted  ;  whether  the 
agent  of  the  Times  produced  a  letter,  pur- 
porting to  be  written  by  John  W. 
Kally,  the  prisoner's  brother,  recom- 
mending the  prisoner  to  accede  to  the 
wishes  of  the  agent  of  the  IHmee ;  and 
whether  the  interview  took  place  in  the 
presence  and  in  the  hearing  of  a 
warder  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  put 
the  first  paragraph  of  this  Question  to 
the  representative  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, whom  it  concerns?  As  to  the 
last  paragraph,  I  have  to  say  that  Nally 
was  visited  inMillbank  by  Mr.  Thomp- 
son as  the  representative  of  Mr. 
Soames,  who  made  the  application  for 
leave  to  visit.  The  visit  was  not  in  con- 
sequence of  any  invitation  by  Nally,  who 
expressed  no  wish  one  way  or  another. 
Mr.  Thompson  did  not  represent  himself 
as  a  friend  of  Nally's.  He  was  admitted 
as  a  representative  of  Mr.  Soames.  No 
letter  was  produced  of  the  kind  specified, 
or  of  any  kind.  The  interview  took 
place  in  the  view  but  not  in  the  hearing 
of  the  warder. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  should  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  alleged  letter  of  Nally's  brother 
was  produced  to  the  prisoner  with  a 
view  of  inducing  him  to  give  certain 
evidence  ? 

Mm.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  no  in- 
formation on  that  point. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET  (Derby):  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  the 
practice,  under  the  rule  allowing  a 
prisoner  to  have  visitors  at  stated 
times,  to  send  in  persons  under  the  name 
of  visitors  who  are  the  agents  of  solici- 
tors without  a  request  from  the  prisoner  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
that  it  is  the  practice  of  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners to  allow  solicitors  who  desire 
to  see  prisoners  on  business  to  pay  a 
visit  independently  of  the  visits  paid 
under  the  ordinary  prison  rules. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  Does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  the  solicitor 
to  the  prisoner  or  a  hostile  solicitor  ? 

Mr,  J,  Morley 


Mb.  MATTHEWS :  A  solicitor  who 
represents  that  he  desires  to  see  the 
prisoner  on  business. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  that  rule  applies  where  the 
prisoner  himself  expresses  an  objection 
to  receiving  visitors,  as  in  this  case  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  informed 
that  in  this  case  the  prisoner  did  not  ex- 
press objection  to  receive  the  visit. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY :  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther the  prisoner  did  not  object  to  a  re- 
petition of  the  visit  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  that  Question.  My  informa- 
tion is  that  Nally  expressed  no  wish 
either  one  way  or  the  other. 

Mb.  J.  MORLEY  :  I  will  now  put  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  Question. 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  was  on  my 
way  to  the  House  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Home  Secretary  asked  me  to 
answer  it.  I  am  making  inquiry,  and  I 
shall  be  glad  to  answer  when  1  can. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  desire  to  ascertain 
whether  Nally  had  any  opportunity  of 
expressing  a  wish  one  way  or  the  other  ? 
Was  he  informed  of  the  visit  in  ad- 
vance  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  given  the 
House  all  the  information  in  my  posses- 
sion. If  further  information  is  desired, 
I  will  make  inquiry. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.): 
Since  this  agent  of  the  Timee  was  per- 
mitted to  visit  Nally,  may  I  ask  why  a 
friend  of  Nally' s  was  refused  permission 
to  visit  him,  on  the  ground  that  he 
(Nally)  had  forfeited  his  right  to  visits 
on  account  of  misconduct,  though  Nally 
assured  me  that  he  had  never  been  once 
reported  during  the  whole  time  of  his 
incarceration  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  put  that  Question  on  the 
Paper. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
North)  :  Are  we  to  understand  that  any 
solicitor  who  states  that  he  has  got 
business  with  a  prisoner  will  be  ad- 
mitted at  once  by  the  Governor  to  see 
him  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  ordinary 
practice  of  the  Prison  Commissioners 
is  to  admit  a  solicitor,  or  his  representa- 
tive, who  says  he  has  business  with  a 
prisoner,  to  see  him. 

Sib  W.  HAROOURT  :  I  think  we 
should  understand  this  dearly.    Is  it 
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sufficient  for  any  solicitor  to  present 
himself  at  any  prison,  and  state  that  he 
desires  to  see  a  prisoner  on  business,  to 
entitle  him  to  admission  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  He  must  have 
first  asked  for  and  obtained  the  per- 
mission of  the  Prison  Oommissioners. 

PUBUC    MEETINGS   ON  THE  THAMES 
EMBANKMENT. 

Sir  CHARLES  HUSSELL  (Hack- 
ney, S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  whether 
it  is  true  that  Mr.  H.  W.  Lees  informed 
Mr.  Munro  twice  by  letter  of  the  inten- 
tion to  hold  a  meeting  on  Sunday  near 
Cleopatra's  Needle  on  the  Embankment, 
and  that  Mr.  Munro  gave  no  reply,  and 
did  not  intimate  to  Mr.  Lees  his  inten- 
tion to  prevent  such  meeting ;  whether 
such  meeting  was  in  fact  forcibly  pre- 
vented ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  ground  and 
upon  whose  authority ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  Mr.  Hyndman  arranged  with 
a  Police  Superintendent  that  the  meet- 
ing should  instead  be  held  near  the 
Achilles  Statue  in  Hyde  Park:  and, 
whether  such  meeting  was  forcibly  sup- 
pressed and  several  assaults  committed 
by  the  police;  and,  if  so,  what  is  the 
justification  (if  any)  of  such  proceed- 
ings? 

Mr.  CUNINQHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.  W.) :  I  wish  also  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment if  he  has  now  any  information 
to  give  the  House  as  to  the  dispersal  of 
the  meeting  on  the  Eoibankment  on 
Sunday  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  will  answer  both 
Questions  at  the  same  time.  The  answer 
to  the  first  paragraph  is  in  the  affirmative. 
The  letters  conveyed  a  notice  that  certain 
persons  intended  to  hold  a  meeting  in  a 
public  thoroughfare.  The  Commissioner 
did  not  consider  it  his  duty  to  enter  into 
any  correspondence  on  the  subject.  The 
meeting  was  not  forcibly  prevented,  as 
the  persons  assembled  did  not  persist  in 
holding  the  meeting  after  they  were 
warned,  but  proceeded  to  Hyde  Park. 
The  Commissioner  is  not  aware  that  any 
arrangement  was  entered  into  between 
Mr.  Hyndman  and  any  police  super- 
intendent as  to  meeting  near  the  Achilles 
statue.  A  meeting  was  held  at  the 
statue  and  was  not  suppressed  by  the 
police.  The  meeting  after  a  time  showed 
a  tendency  to  become  disorderly,  some 
stones  were  thrown  at  the  police,  and 


there  was  a  danger  of  the  crowd  getting 
on  to  and  injuring  the  statue,  the  chain 
round  which  was  broken.  Mr.  Bums 
advised  the  crowd  to  meet  at  the  Ke- 
formers'  Tree,  and  the  advice  was  fol- 
lowed. The  Commissioner  denies  that 
assaults  were  committed  by  the  police, 
who  acted  throughout  with  forbearance. 

Sir  C.  HUSSELL :  I  wish  to  ask 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  in  some  of  the  public  papers  the 
numbers  of  the  constables  who  com- 
mitted the  assaults  have  been  given ; 
and  whether  he  has  caused  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  those  facts  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 
caused  inquiries  to  be  made,  and  I  have 
given  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  answer. 

Mr.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAM  : 
Are  the  public  to  understand  that  they 
are  not  to  be  permitted  to  meet  at 
Cleopatra's  Needle,  and  whether  this 
neighbourhood  is  to  be  looked  upon 
as  a  prohibited  area  like  Trafalgar 
Square  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  public  must 
understand  that  meetings  in  a  public 
thoroughfare  wtiich  cause  an  obstruction 
in  that  thoroughfare  will  not  be  per- 
mitted. 

Mr.  GBAHAM  :  Then  I  ask  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  of 
the  object  of  this  particular  meeting; 
that  it  had  no  political  bias  what- 
ever, but  was  called  simply  to  consider 
the  condition  of  the  starving  poor  in 
London  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  object  of  the 
meeting  can  have  no  bearing  whatever 
on  the  question,  which  is,  whether  the 
meeting  obstructs  the  thoroughfare  or 
not. 

POST    OFFICE    VEHICLES. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Penryn  and  Falmouth) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Postmaster  General  whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  furnish  yehicles 
used  for  the  service  of  the  General  Post 
Office  in  London  with  lamps  to  be  lighted 
when  required ;  and  if  he  will  explain 
why  a  provision  so  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  inhabitants  of  London  has 
not  been  hitherto  enforced  ? 

Mr.  BAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  have 
arranged  that  all  the  vehicles  em- 
ployed in  the  Mail  Cart  Service  in 
London  shall  carry  lamps  after  dark. 
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This  arranftement  is  being  aotivel; 
carried  out  by  the  contractors,  and  the 
greater  portioa  of  the  vehicles — if  not 
all — have  now  been  fitted.  PreviouB 
oontraots  for  the  Service  did  not  provide 
for  lighting  the  vehicles,  but  in  the  oon- 
tracts  which  I  have  lately  entered  into 
I  reserved  the  power  which  I  have  now 
exercised  of  oalling  on  the  contractors  to 
provide  lamps. 


Witimann, 
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DETECTIVES  IN  THE  LOBBY. 

Mb.  W.  a.  MA.CDONALD  (Queen's 
Co.,  Oseorj) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
whether  it  is  true,  aa  stated  in  the  Star 
newspaper  on  Satarday,  that  a  large 
number  of  detectives  were  stationed  in 
the  Outer  Lobby  of  this  House  on  Fri- 
day night;  if  eo,  by  whose  authority 
they  were  placed  there  and  with  what 
object  ? 

Mn.  MATTHEWS :  No,  Sir.  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commiseioner  of  Police 
that  this  statement  is  untrue. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD:  Doesthe 
right  hou.  Gentleman  assert  that  there 
were  no  detectives  in  the  Lobby  on 
Friday  night  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  submitted  the 
hon.  Member's  Question —  namely, 
whether  a  certain  statement  was  true 
— to  the  Oommissioner  of  Police,  and 
the  answer  is  that  it  is  untrue. 

WALES  AND  THE  LOCAL  GOVERN- 
MENT ACT: 
Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) :  I  beg.  Sir,  to  ask  the  President 
of  the  Local  Qovernment  Board  when 
the  Welsh  version  of  the  Local  QoverU' 
ment  Act,  1888,  will  be  published  ;  also 
whether  bis  attention  hae  been  directed 
to  the  published  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
Welsh  County  Councils  must  be  carried 
on  and  recorded  in  the  Snglish  laO' 
guage;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
section  of  the  Statute  on  which  thi 
opinion  is  based  enacts  that  no  person 
or  persons  that  use  the  Welsh  language 
eh^l  have  or  enjoy  any  manner  of  office 
or  fees  within  Wales  upiin  pain  of  for- 
feitiag  the  same  offices  or  fees  unless  he 
or  they  eierciie  the  English  language; 
and  whether  he  intends  to  enforce  the 
provisions  of  this  Statute  ? 

*Mr.    EITOHIE:  The    whole  of   the 

translation  of    the    Local    Government 

JUr.  Jiaiktt 


Act  into  Weleh  has  been  oompleted; 
but  there  has  been  some  difficulty  in 
the  printing.  I  am  unable  to  aay  pre- 
cisely when  the  translation  will  be 
issued,  but  I  will  press  it  on  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  My  attention  has  not  been 
drawn  to  an  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  the  eSeot  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  the    Welsh    County    Gounoik 


must  be  carried  on  and  recorded  is 
English.  But  I  am  aware  that  there  is 
a  section  in  the  27th  Henry  Till.,  cap. 
26,  which  contains  a  provision  to  toe 
effect  that  no  person  or  persona  that  vae 
the  Welsh  language  ebould  have  or 
enjoy  any  manner  of  office  or  fees  within 
Wales  upon  pain  of  forfeiting  the  same 
offices  or  fees,  unless  he  or  they  exer- 
cised the  English  language.  I  am  not 
at  present  aware  of  any  case  in  which  it 
would  be  necessary  for  me  to  exercise 
any  power  I  may  possess  in  this  matter. 
If  any  ease  is  brought  under  my  notioe, 
I  must,  of  course,  consider  all  the  di- 
cumetanoes  of  it. 

Ma.  THOMAS  ELLIS:  Will  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  state  whether  in  his 
opinion  offices  under  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  would  be  forfeited  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL:  No 
difficulty  has  arisen  in  Wales  oa  simiUr 
mattere,  but  at  the  same  time  no  legal 
queatioD  hai)  been  raised. 

Ma.  J.  CAI.DWELL  (Glasgow,  St 
Rollox);  In  view  of  the  forthoomine 
Local  Government  Bill  for  Scotland,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  arrange  that 
it  shall  be  translated  into  Gaelic  ? 

The  Question  was  not  answered. 

MARGARINE. ' 

Mb.  bond  (Dorset.  E.):  I  have  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  whether  a  memorial  has 
been  forwarded  to  him  from  the  Court 
of  Quaiter  Sessions  of  Doraetsbin, 
representing  that  the  Margarine  Act  is 
being  evaded ;  and  what  course  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  take  in 
the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  understand 
that  a  memorial  has  been  received,  but 
no  decision  has  yet  been  come  to  with 
regard  to  the  matter. 

CAPTAIN  WISSMANN. 

Mb.   SYDNEY    BUXTON    (Tower 

Hamlets,  Poplar):  I  beg  to  ask   th» 
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Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreispi  ment-until  the  Report  disolosed  them.  No 
Affairs  whether  the  attention  of  Her  representations  by  the  Colonial  Aathori- 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  called  ties  have  been  made  to  the  Secretary  of 
to  a  telegram,  through  Heuter's  Agency,  State.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Secre- 
dated  Alexandria,  25th  February,  which  tary  of  State  to  supervize  the  internal 
states  that  '*  Captain  Wissmann  has  administration  of  a  colony  imder  re- 
arrived  here  on  his  way  to  Zanzibar.  He  sponsible  government.  It  would  not 
proceeds  to-night  to  Cairo,  where  he  will  be  right  to  publish  the  Beport  here 
probably  recruit  a  force  of  some  hundred  without  a  statement  of  what  has  been  in 
blacks  ;  "    and  whether  the  consent  of  pursuance  of  it. 

the  Egyptian    Government    has    been       Mb.  BHADLAUGH  :  On  the  Colonial 

obtained    for     the     enlistment    of    its  Vote    I    will  call  attention  to  the  fact 

subjects  ?  that  no  steps  whatever  have  been  taken 

Sir  J.  FERCIUSSON  :  Her  Majesty's  to  remedy  the  evils  complained  of. 
Government  are  aware  of  the  project  of 

Captain  Wissmann,  of  the  German  Army.  THE  SALVATION  ARMY. 

Sir  Evelyn  Baring    has    reported  hi.       ^^     OOGHILL    (Newcastle-under- 

amvaUt  Cairo,  and  has  stated  that  his  ^^^^ .  j  ^j^^  ^  ^^  ^^^  Secretary  of 

proceedings  hare  not  r^eired  any  official  g^t^^^,  jj,^  Homo  Department,  whe- 

sanction;  but  that  the  Egyptian  Qoyern-  ^^       ^^^^  ^^^    ^^^  f^^  fire  years 

ment  do  not  propose  to  put  any  obstacles  ^^^^  ^^  members  of  the  Salvation 

in  the  way  of  his  endeavouring  to  obtain  ^        ^^^  ^^^  sentenced  in  England 

by  purely  voluntary  enlistment  a  few  ^  J,^^  ^^  imprisonment,  they  have 

^i^  f..  f /'tf'""*  '"  *  ^   T         K,  ^*  been  subjected  to  the  ordinary  prison 

adds  that  there  are  a  good  many  blacks  discipline  and  to  the  ordinal  prison 

at  Cairo,  emigrants  from  the  Soudan.  ^^^^   ^^^    whether,  during  their  im- 

*°v.    ''•nrv''    fi.Tr    °i  ;  prisonment,  they  have  had  to  clean  out 

who  will  be  benefited  if  employment  can  g^^j^  cells  and  to  wear  prison  dress  in 

be  obtained  for  them.  common  with  other  prisoners,  and  to 

CAPE  COLONY  PK180NS.  *»^e  ^^t^'^l^ii^^'^^'Jl"'*"'®"- 

Me.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) :  ,   JJ*'  MATTHEWS :  The  answer  to 

I  beg  to  ask  the    Under   Secretly  of  both  paragraphs  of  the  hon.  Member'* 

State  for  the  Colonies  whether  any  steps  ^"iS-     ?.TTV°nM%tf™*^\®'  t    k     m 

whatever  have  been  taken  by  the  (L  ,.,^;  ^^^^  ^^Tl^'^'n    t""^^ 

lonial  Authorities  since  August  last  to  »'^«,*»   f ^'''^  "f^*  ^?^-  ^^^^}'>^^ 

remedv  the  wretched  state  shown  by  the  '>'^^^^^\  be  does  not  consider  that  a  dis- 

Report  on  the  Penal  Establishments  in  ^'■?J     oo^ .  xrwo     n  j  a 

Cafe  Colony  to  then  exist  in  the  Colonial        ^*-  SPEAKER :  Order,  order. 

prisons ;  whether  the  evils  reported  on 

have  been  known  to  the  Government  IRELAND-THOMAS  TRACY, 
for  more  than  two  years ;  whether  any  Mb.  M*CAKTAN  :  I  wish  to  ask 
representations  have  been  made  to  the  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
Colonial  Authorities  by  the  Secretary  of  tenant  of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the^ 
State ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the  treatment  of  the  bail  prisoner  Tracy^ 
Table  the  Beport  on  this  subject  made  recently  removed  from  Belfast  to  MiU- 
by  the  Committee  on  Convicts  and  bank  Prison,  whether  he  can  now  say 
Gaols  appointed  by  the  Cape  Town  Far-  if  the  prison  authorities  supply  dinners- 
liament  ?  of  joint,  dessert,  and  beer  or  porter,  to 
The  under  SECRETARY  of  bail  prisoners  in  Ireland ;  and,  if  not,. 
STATE  FOR  THE  COLONIES  (Baron  whether  such  dinners  were  supplied  at 
H.  DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  the  expense  of  the  proprietor  of  the 
I  informed  the  House  on  the  26th  ult.  Timee  to  Tracy  during  bis  imprisonment 
that  the  Cape  Government  had  taken  at  Belfast,  or  by  whom  these  dinners 
immediate  steps  by  legislation  to  remedy  were  supplied  to  him  there ;  whether  he 
the  condition  of  the  Colonial  Prisons,  will  state  by  whom  the  IVemnan't 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  how  Journal,  containing  reports  of  the  pro- 
long the  evils  reported  upon  have  been  ceedings  at  the  Special  Commission,  was 
known  ;o  the  Colunial  Government ;  they  supplied  to  Tracy  daily  at  Belfast  Gaol ; 
were  not  known  toHer Majesty's Gt>vern-  and,  whether  the  Prisons  Board,  while 
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tratim  of  «oj  part  of  thedatiea  iotrainted 
to  th«ai ;  uta  the  rFOTemment,  whils 
qnite  williDi^  to  consider  the  qaestion, 
would  be  nawilliDg  to  maltiplj  Com- 
ntittOM  and  to  make  a  greater  demand 
on  tbe  time  r>f  Memben  than  appears  to 
be  aTMolut«Iy  neceuarj.  Bat  if  it 
aboold  appear  that  a  Spenial  Committee 
is  neceasary,  the  Gu*erom«nt  will  not 
refnte  it. 

Mb.  UA£J0SIBANKS  (Berwick- 
shire) :  Are  we  to  nnderetand  that  the 
Ooremment  ban  decided  not  to  refer  tbe 
Bnbject  of  tbe  Scottish  salmon  fiaheriea 
to  a  Select  Committee  ? 

*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  The  right  hoB. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  the  queatiaB  of 
salmon  fisheries  is  a  queation  qnite 
distinct  from  this  nnestion. 

Ma.  BUCHANAN:  Would  it  not  be 
posdble  to  ref^r  the  question  of  fishing 
lights  in  Scotland  to  the  same  Com- 
mittee  that  the  OoTernment  hare  ez- 
preaeed  their  intention  of  appointing,  and 
will  the  Ooverament  say  that  ontu  that 
inquiry  is  carried  out  no  more  aalae  of 
Crown  righta  in  fishing  will  be  made? 

•The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  QoscKBS,  St  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  There  haa  been  no 
oodertaking  whatever  to  appoint  a 
Committee.  In  the  course  of  the  debate 
to  which  reference  has  been  made 
an  impreesioti  was  formed  in  my  own 
mind,  and  gave  eapressiou  to  that 
intpreesion;  but  there  was  no  pledge 
whatever,  and  the  statement  just  made 
by  the  First  Lord  of  tbe  Treasury 
ought,  it  seems  to  me,  to  satisfy  the 
hon.  Member.  If  it  shonld  be  found 
that  the  matter  cannot  be  satisfaotorilj 
dealt  with  by  one  Committee,  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  the  OoTernment  to  consider 
the  matter ;  but  meantime  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware  of  the  promise  giren 
by  the  Treasury  on  the  subject. 

CIVIL  LIST  PENSIONS. 
Mb.  SUMMERS  (Huddertfield) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  bis  Bttention  has  been 
called  to  the  foUowing  recommendations 
with  respect  to  Civil  List  pensions, 
which  are  sontained  in  a  work  undsr- 
taken  for  and  published  by  the  Incor- 
porated Society  of  Authors;  that  the 
sum  of  £1,200  be  yearly  voted  for  the 
purpose  of  assisting  dielioguiahed  men 
and  women  of  letters,  art,  and  science, 
by  granting  pensions  when  they  Lave 
Jfr.  ff'.  ir.  Smith 


Bfrived  at  tbe  a^e  of  £5,  or  are  iaea- 
padtated  from  work  by  ill-haalth, 
mental  or  bodily,  and  their  widows  or 
daughters,  if  they  are  in  di  strews  i 
circnmaiancea ;  that  nnder  no  aicma- 
stancea  whatever  shall  any  poctioa  of 
tho  money  be  granted  to  any  peraoas  tat 
publie  servicee  in  the  Amy.  Navr,  or 
any  Civil  Department,  to  the  Soraragn 
or  to  the  Country,  or  to  widowa, 
children,  or  relations  of  sneh  peiaona; 
and,  whether  he  will  consider  the  ad< 
viaability  of  adopting  any  or  all  uf  these 
renommeadationB  ? 
«Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  awan 
of,  nor  have  I  seen,  tho  pablieation 
allnded  to  by  the  hon.  Member ;  batths 
reoommendatioa  seems  to  be  that  a  sum 
of  £1,200  should  be  placed  on  tlte  Esti- 
matea  for  providing  penaiona  for  die> 
tinguished  men  and  women  of  letten, 
art,  and  science.  I  have  great  doubts 
as  to  the  expediency  of  snbmittiag^  SBch 
a  propomtion  to  the  House.  Th«  laa- 
gnage  of  the  second  recommendation  is 
of  a  very  involved  nature,  bat  the 
answer  I  have  given  above  will  probably 
be  sufficient. 


SDQAB  BOUNTIES. 

Ma.  PIOION  (Leioestar) :  Hay  I  adt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tfaa  Uadsr 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Golonita 
(Baton  H.  de  Worms)  when  he  pra- 
poses  to  bring  in  tbe  Bill  made  nsBSi 
sary  by  the  Sugar  BoontiBaGonTentun? 

The  under  SECBETABT  » 
STATE  Foa  the  COLONIES  (Baioa 
H.  sK  WoBMs) :  That  ia  a  Qneation  Ite- 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
House. 

Ma.  FIOION:  Then  perhaps  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  tell  us 
when  the  Bill  will  be  brought  forwazd! 
•Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  1  am  not  in  a 
position  to  say  when  that  Bill  will  he 
introduced,  but  full  notice  will  be  pran 


of  it 


CONVERSION  OP  STOCK. 


Mb.  MOLLOY  (Queen's  CoiiBty, 
Birr) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer  if  it  be  a  fact  that  he 
has  cancelled  a  considerable  portion  of 
the  outstaniing  Three  Per  Gent  Con- 
solidated Debt,  by  exchanging  it  for 
Local  Loans  Stock  at  a  price  below  the 
quotation  current  in  the  market,  and 
how  much  below  tbe  current  quotation  ; 


^77 


Ntw 


{ILlboh  5,  1889} 


Writ. 


978 


bj  what  means  he  obtains  command  of 
the  Local  Loans  Stock  for  this  purpose ; 
and,  whether  he  proposes  to  increase  the 
Floating  Debt  to  the  extent  of  the  un- 
cancelled portion  of  the  Three  Per  dents 
by  an  issue  of  Exchequer  bonds,  and  so 
burden  the  market  with  that  form  of 
security  ? 

♦Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  It  is  a  fact  that 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners  have 
bought  a  considerable  amount  of  the 
outstanding  Three  per  Gents,  though 
not  so  large  an  amount  as  I  have 
seen  stated  in  the  Press,  and  have 
also  sold  Local  Loans  Stock  to  some 
of  the  parties  from  whom  they  bought 
those  Three  per  Oents.  In  fixing 
the  price  at  which  to  sell  the  Locfu 
Loans  Stock,  the  Commissioners  have 
been  able  to  arrive  at,  and  to  act  upon, 
the  closest  possible  estimate  of  its 
market  value  in  large  amounts,  from  the 
fact  that  tenders  amounting  to 
£7,000,000  were  lately  received  for  the 
two  and  a- half  millions  of  Local  Loans 
Stock  offered  to  the  public.  The  terms  of 
euch  tenders  afford  something  like  an 
infallible  test  of  the  present  market 
value  of  the  Stock.  The  Local  Loans 
Stock  thus  sold  by  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners  was  obtained  by  them  at 
par  in  exchange  for  Consols  and  for  the 
bonds  of  the  Public  Works  Loan  Board, 
both  at  par.  As  the  amount  of  Local 
Loans  Stock  held  by  the  Commissioners 
on  behalf  of  savings  banks  was  very 
large,  and  as  thq  Stock  for  some  time  was 
not  as  current  as  was  desirable,  it  has 
been  a  great  incidental  advantage  to 
interest  large  banks  and  other  leading 
institutions  in  this  Stock,  the  future  of 
which,  as  the  means  of  raising  money 
for  various  local  purposes  claiming  the 
aid  of  public  credit,  is  of  such  immense 
importance  to  the  community.  In  reply 
to  the  third  paragraph  of  the  Question, 
I  do  not  propose  to  create  Floating 
Debt  to  the  extent  of  the  still  uncan- 
celled portion  of  the  Three  per  Cents 
by  an  issue  ot  Exchequer  bonds ;  but 
when  I  introduce  the  Bill  for  com- 
pleting the  conversion  I  shall  ask 
Parliament  to  allow  me  a  very  free  hand 
in  dealing  with  the  responsible  task  ^of 
paying  off  so  large  a  sum. 

Mr.  MOLLG^T:  la  it  then  the  fact 
that  Local  Loan  Stocks  were  sold  at 
prices  below  the  quotation  current  in 
the  market  at  the  time  ? 

VGL.  COCXXXIII.  [thibd  ssuss.] 


*Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  have  explained  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  prices  at  which 
they  were  sold  were  fixed  in  accordance 
with  tenders  which  were  made  for  Stock 
in  large  amounts,  and  which  afforded  a 
much  better  estimate  of  the  real  value  of 
the  Stock  than  a  single  transaction  in  a 
single  day  on  the  Stock  Exchange.  I 
must  ask  to  be  relieved  from  answering 
Questions  as  to  the  exact  prices  which 
are  obtmned  by  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners. I  am  dealing  with  very 
shrewd  men  of  business,  and  if,  by 
means  of  answers  in  this  House,  they 
obtain  the  opportunity  of  looking  over 
my  hand,  while  I  cannot  look  over  theirs, 
the  public  interest  will  be  placed  at  a 
very  g^eat  disadvantage. 

Mb.  MGLLOY  :  I  will  not  press  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  any  more  in- 
formation now,  but  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  call  attention  to  the  matter 
on  a  future  day. 

MOTIONS, 


NEW  WRIT. 

Thb  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SIJEY  (Mr.  A.  Aksbs-Douolas)  (Kent, 
St.  Augustine's):  I  bee  to  move,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  issue  a  Writ  for  Lambeth 
(Kennington  Division),  in  the  room  of 
Mr.  Robert  Gent-Davis,  on  his  accept- 
ance of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds." 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) :  1 
do  not  propose  to  resist  the  Motion.  I 
do  not  call  in  question  the  right  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  grant 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds  to  Mr.  Gent- 
Davis,  nor  do  I  intend  to  say  a  word 
against 'Mr.  Gent-Davis,  now  no  longer 
a  Member  of  this  House.  But  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  the  singular  circum- 
stances under  which  this  Motion  is 
made.  So  long  ago  as  November  last  a 
communication  was  made  to  the  Speaker 
by  Mr.  Justice  North  to  the  effect  that 
Mr.  Gent-Davis  had  been  committed  to 
prison  for  contempt  of  Court  in  appropri- 
ating to  his  own  use  and  neglecting  to 
pay  into  Court,  in  obedience  to  the  order 
of  the  Court,  a  large  sum  of  money 
received  by  him  in  a  fiduciary  manner. 
There  can  be  no  doubt,  in  the  face  of 
the  communication  of  the  Judge,  that 
Mr.  Gent-Davis  was  convicted  of  having 
committed  a  breach  of  trust  in  a  money 
transaction.    There  is  equally  no  doubt 
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that  the  established  praetioe  of  this 
House  in  oases  of  this  kind  is  to  vindi- 
oate  its  honour  by  the  expulsion  of  the 
Member  guilty  of  such  a  transaction. 
I  will  only  refer  to  one  authority. 
A  Predecessor  of  yours.  Sir,  in  the 
Ghair,  Lord  Colchester,  in  the  case  of 
Benjamin  Walsh,  explained  that  a 
breach  of  trust  in  a  money  transaction 
justified  expulsion  from  the  House,  and 
added  that  the  principle  extended  not 
only  to  public  but  to  private  property, 
and  that  it  was  commonly  the  practice 
of  Parliament  first  to  vindicate  its  own 
honour,  and  then  to  consign  the  indi- 
vidual o£Pender  to  legal  prosecution. 
Now,  after  the  communication  from  Mr. 
Justice  North  had  been  received  by 
the  Speaker,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, the  guardian  of  the  honour  of  this 
House,  was  asked  what  steps  he  pro- 
posed to  take,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said — 

'*  I  do  not  think  it  will  bo  my  daty  to  ask 
the  House  to  take  any  action  in  the  matter.  I 
am  not  in  possession  of  information  which 
would  justify  me  in  taking  that  course.  I 
should  take  upon  myself  a  serious  responsibility 
if  I  were  to  proceed,  even  upon  the  report  of 
the  learned  Judge,  to  ask  the  House  to  pro- 
nounce judgment  upon  the  financial  transac- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member." 

I  thought  that  answer  so  astounding, 
that  I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  had  been  advised  in  the 
matter,  and  I  received  no  reply.  I  can 
only  say  that  whatever  advice  the  right 
hon.  Ghsntleman  might  have  received 
upon  the  subject  was  bad  advice. 
Apparently  to  prevent  any  misconcep- 
tion as  to  the  nature  of  the  offence  of 
which  Mr.  Gent-Davis  was  g^^ilty,  Mr. 
Justice  North  again,  in  January,  in 
open  Court,  put  on  record  the  nature  of 
this  financial  transaction.  He  said  that 
if  proceedings  in  a  Criminal  Court  had 
been  taken  against  Mr.  Gent-Davis,  and 
if  he  had  been  convicted,  the  period  of 
his  imprisonment  would  have  been 
longer  than  the  imprisonment  which 
he  had  endured.  After  all  that,  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  taken 
no  steps.  Even  now  he  has  not  taken 
any,  but  permitted  Mr.  Ghent-Davis  to 
purge  the  House,  to  vindicate  the 
honour  of  the  House,  by  applying  for 
the  Chiltem  Hundreds.  There  is  only 
one  other  point  which  I  wish  to  bring 
to  the  notice  of  the  House.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  sinned  with  their 
eyes    open  and  with  full  knowledge. 

Mr.  K  BoUrUon 


Last  year  one  of  the  prqjeoto  of  legisla- 
tion of  the  Government  was  known  as 
the  "Black  Sheep  BUI,"  the  mam  ob- 
ject of  which,  as  stated  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  was  to  confer  upon  the  Houss 
of  Lords  the  same  power  of  dealing  with 
unworthy  Members  which,  he  Baid,  the 
House  of  Commons  already  poesossed; 
and  one  of  the  main  clauses  of  the  Bill 
was  that  the  report  of  a  Judge  that  one 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords- 
had  been  guilty  of  unworthy  condaot 
should  be  sufficient  to  justify  the  House 
in  taking  action  against  that  Member. 
I  propose  to  leave  the  matter  here.  Ar 
I  nave  said,  I  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the 
Motion.  I  simply  with  to  put  on  record 
my  own  emphatic  protest  against  the 
action,  or  rather  the  inaction,  of  the 
Government  in  this  matter.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  will  think  it  necessary  to  gi?e 
any  explanation;  but,  in  my  opinion,, 
no  explanation  will  relieve  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  coUeagnes  from 
the  charge  which  I  now  make,  that 
throughout  the  whole  of  this  painfb) 
affair  they  have  been  indifferent  to  the 
honour  of  the  House,  and  that  by  snob 
indifference  they  have  violated  one  of  the 
best  and  worthiest  traditions  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 
♦The  first  LORD  of  tm  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Stnmd,. 
Westminster):  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  without  giving  me  any 
notice,  has  thought  it  right  to  duurge 
me  with  being  indifferent  to  the  honour 
of  the  House.  I  emphatically  deny 
that  charge,  and  I  shall  be  content  to 
leave  myself  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House  when  I  have  made  my  ezpla&a- 
tion.  I  wish  to  recall  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)ffave  notice 
that  he  would  move  the  expubion  of  tibe 
hon.  Member  for  Kennington.  That 
Gentleman  was  not  in  his  place  and 
could  not  be  in  his  place  in  ue  Houss^ 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford  withdrew  that  notice,  in  cid«^ 
that  he  might  bring  the  question  for^ 
ward  at  a  time  when  the  non.  Gentle- 
man could  be  in  his  place  in  the  Hoose 
and  give  an  answer  to  the  charge  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  said  he 
would  make  against  him.  I  am  chaiged 
with  indifference  to  the  honour  of  tUs 
House.  It  is  one  of  the  gravest  ohaigas 
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whioh  ooul4  be  mad^  agaiatt  ^  mm 
lioldiog  the  position  whioh  I  ha?e  the 
honoar  to  filL  I  stated,  when  the  matter 
was  previously  before  the  House,  that  at 
least  one  of  the  duties  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House  is  to  be  ezoeedinglj 
careful  how  he  proceeds  to  deal  with 
a  question  affecting  the  personal 
honour  of  Members  of  this  House. 
I  have  always  stated  that  that  is  as  re- 
sponsible a  duty  as  any  other  duty  im- 
posed upon  me.  Complaint  has  been 
made  that  when  a  charge  of  apparent 
irregularity  and  breach  of  trust  was 
brought  against  Mr.  Oent-Davis  I  did 
not  instantly  take  steps  for  his  ex- 
pulsion. We  indicated  that  if  it  were 
the  desire  of  any  hon.  Member  to  bring 
the  conduct  of  the  late  Member  for 
Konnington  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  the  Oovernment  would  not  issue 
the  Chiltem  Hundreds  to  him,  so  that 
he  might  still  remain  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  House.  I  should  have 
been  the  first  to  agree  to  any  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Oent-lSivis. 
But,  as  reference  has  been  made  to  my 
conduct  and  the  duties  imposed  upon 
me,  I  must  remind  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  there  are  cases  within  the 
knowledge  of  this  House  of  breaches  of 
trust  of  the  most  serious  character, 
which  have  been  committed,  and  which, 
as  far  as  this  House  is  concerned,  have 
been  condoned,  not  by  the  action  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment,  not  at  the 
request  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment, 
by  the  issue  of  the  Chiltem  Hundreds. 
But  I  do  not  wish  to  enter  upon  an  ex- 
planation of  those  cases.  The  honour 
and  character  of  individual  Members  of 
this  House  is  the  cherished  possession 
of  the  House  itself;  and  I  say  again 
that  I  should  have  been  unworthy  of  the 
position  I  occupy  if  I  had  made  use  of 
the  power  which  is  placed  in  my  hands 
to  put  an  hon.  Member  in  a  position 
of  extreme  personal  difficulty,  unless 
charges  were  brought  before  this  House 
which  could  be  investigated,  and  whioh 
could  properly  form  a  subject  of  in- 
vestigation. 1  am  content  with  the  ex- 
planation I  have  given.  I  believe  that 
at  the  time  I  answered  the  Question  I 
answered  it  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House  itself;  and  I  am  not  conscious 
that  I  have  departed  from  the  terms 

of  it.  

Sm  W.  HABCOUET  (Derby) :  Like 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  £. 


Bob^i^n),  I  oert;^!!^  4o  i^ot  riiC^  |w 
the  purpose  of  opposing  in  any  waj 
the  issue  of  this  Writ,  or  for  the  pur- 
pose of  condenming  the  Gbvernment  for 
issuing  under  these  circumstances  the 
Chiltem  Hundreds.  I  admit  that  at 
first  the  grant  in  a  case  of  this  kind 
raised  considerable  doubts  in  my  mind. 
But  on  examining  the  matter,  and  ou 
the  authority  of  the  book  to  whioh  we 
always  refer  in  these  matters,  I  found 
that  in  recent  years  all  words  have  beea 
omitted  from  the  grant  of  the  Chiltem 
Hundreds  whioh  formerly  attached  to 
those  offices.  In  old  days  there  was  a 
record  that  the  Chiltern  Hundreds  had 
been  granted  in  consequence  of  the 
honourable  services  of  Members. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  And  shining 
virtues. 

Sm  W.  HABCOURT  :  The  honour- 
able  services  and  shining  virtues  of  the 
Member  who  took  the  post.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  probably  had  some  ex- 
perience himself  of  the  [difficulties  in 
these  cases,  ordered  those  words  to  be  re- 
moved from  the  grant  of  the  Chiltem 
Hundreds.  Therefore  there  is  no  ob- 
jection to  be  raised  on  that  score.  It  is 
a  very  inconvenient  method — probably 
belonging  to  those  numerous  apomalies 
which  we  cherish  in  the  English  Con- 
stitution— that  there  should  be  no  other 
form  for  a  Member  resigning  his  seat 
in  Parliament ;  and  I  think  it  would  be 
well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
House  to  inquire  whether  a  simpler 
method  of  resignation  should  not  be 
established  by  the  House.  I  have  no 
word  of  criticism  or  condemnation  to 
make  on  the  grant  of  the  Chiltem  Hun- 
dreds by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. But  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  E.  Bobertson)  has  raised  a  different 
question,  and  that  is  whether  the 
Government  ought  not  earlier,  of  their 
own  accord,  to  have  taken  this  matter  in 
hand.  In  this  regard  I  do  not  desire  to 
press  the  thing  too  hardly  against  the 
Government  or  the  Leader  of  the  House ; 
but  I  was  glad  to  take  notice  of  his  ad- 
mission of  the  fact  that  the  honour  of 
Members  of  this  House  is  the  first  duty 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury* 
Later  on,  perhaps,  we  may  have  cause 
to  ask  him  to  discha^e  that  primary 
duty.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said — and  the  plea  was  certainly 
good  and  valid — that  in  the  first  in- 
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stance  be  objected  to  acting  because  the 
hon.  Member  whose  conduct  was  in 
question  was  not  able  to  be  present. 
But  when  the  Member  was  able  to 
answer  for  himself — when  he  was  at 
large^I  confess  that  I  should  have 
thought  that  the  persons  to  take  the 
first  action  in  this  matter,  by  compelling 
the  retirement  of  the  Member  in  one 
form  or  another,  would  haye  been  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment,  and  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  principally  re- 
sponsible to  the  House.  We  know  very 
well  that,  in  the  case  of  persons  who 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  fulfil  offices 
of  public  trust,  sometimes  thdir  retire- 
ment is  obtained  by  the  process  of  en- 
forced resignation,  or  by  public  dis- 
missal; and  in  one  form  or  another 
I  should  have  thought  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Leader  of  the  House  to 
see  that  one  of  these  courses  was  taken. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  referred 
to  cases  where  breaches  of  trust  have 
been  condoned  by  the  grant  of  the 
Ghiltem  Hundreds.  But  he  must  allow 
me  to  draw  a  broad  and  clear  distinction 
between  cases  where  there  has  been  an 
open  and  public  Judgment,  and  cases 
where  the  facts  are  only  known  by 
general  rumour.  The  cases  are  yery 
different,  especially  with  regard  to  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment.  It 
is  very  difficult  and  almost  impossible 
for  a  responsible  Minister  to  act  on  a 
rumour,  however  credible  it  may  be ; 
but  it  is  a  totally  different  thing  when 
there  is  a  legal  Judgment,  as  was  the 
case  in  the  matter  before  the  House; 
because  the  Judgments  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery  are  just  as  much  legal  Judg- 
ments as  the  Judgments  in  the  Common 
Law  or  Criminal  Courts.  Without  desir- 
iBg  to  press  the  matter  too  hardly,  I 
think  it  ought  to  be  recognized  that, 
where  there  is  a  legal  pronouncement  in 
Court  on  the  misconduct  of  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  the  persons  who 
ought  to  take  the  earliest  and  first 
initiative  in  the  matter  are  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment.  It  ought  not  to  be  left  to 
anyone  else.  I  only  make  these  remarks 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  anyone  else  might  have  taken  action. 
That  is  quite  true ;  but  it  is  primarily 
the  duty  of  the  Leader  of  this  House  to 
take  notice  of  these  Judgments  in  the 
Courts  of  Law.  That  is  all  I  desire  to 
say  in  the  matter,  and  I  hope  that  I 
have  not  said  it  in  any  manner  offensive 

Bir  W.  HarcQurt 


to  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  bench, 
because  I  know  the  delicacy  and  diffi- 
culty  of  performing  a  duty  of  this 
character,  and  I  hope  that,  without 
further  comment,  the  Writ  will  be  allowed 
to  be  issued. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Linoolosbire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  rise  to  point  out  that  between 
the  manner  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  and  the 
manner  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  opened  this  discussion  there  is 
a  very  marked  and  agreeable  oontrast 
It  may  be  a  question  of  judgment  as  to 
whether  or  not  action  ought  to  have 
been  taken  in  the  matter  before;  hot 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  has  gone 
further.  He  has  said  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  has  violated  the  best 
traditions  of  the  House ;  and  that  in  his 
position  as  Leader  of  the  House  he  hsi 
shown  himself  in  a  marked  degree  in- 
sensible of  the  dignity  of  the  Hoose.  I 
venture  to  repudiate  every  word  of  that 
charge.  I  believe  that  the  vast  majority 
of  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  do  not  approve  of  such  allega- 
tions against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
When  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
brings  a  charge  of  this  kind  against  the 
Leader  of  the  House  of  Commons  he 
places  himself  in  a  remarkably  incon- 
sistent position  when  he  follows  it  upl^ 
saying  that  he  intends  to  take  no  farther 
action.  If  it  is  true  that  the  Leader  of 
the  House  has  shown  himself  absolute^ 
insensible  of  the  honour  of  this  As- 
sembly, it  is  perfectly  clear  that  he  has 
no  right  to  occupy  suoh  an  exalted  posi- 
tion. I  do  not  say  this  as  a  Member  of 
the  Conservative  Party,  but  as  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  say  that 
suoh  charges  against  the  Leader  of  the 
House  ought  not  to  be  made  anless 
further  action  is  intended.  The  hoa. 
Member  for  Dundee  ought  to  withdraw 
these  charges,  or  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  let  them  rest  as  thev  at  present  stand. 

Mr.  E.  BOBERTSON  :  I  should  like 
to  make  a  personal  explanation.  My 
statement  was  really  In  the  nature  of  a 
syllogism.  I  stated  that  it  is  not  denied 
that  the  First  Lord  and  his  ooUeagaes 
are  the  guardians  of  the  honour  of  the 
House,  and  that  it  is  not  denied  that  it 
is  the  practice  of  the  House  to  vindioats 
its  honour  by  taking  immediate  notiee 
of  charges  such  as  those  which  have 
been  made  against  Mr.  Gent-Davis.  I 
inferred  that  in  not  taking  immediate 
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aotion  the  Fint  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
and  his  colleagues  have  been  indifferent 
to  their  duty  to  the  House. 

♦The  OHANOELLOR  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GosoHxir,  St.  Oeorffe's, 
Hanover  Square):  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
W.  Haroourt)  said  that  his  mind  had 
been  exercised  as  to  whether  the  Ohil- 
tem  Hundreds  ought  to  have  been 
granted  in  this  case  ;  and  he  stated  that 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  little  discretion  left  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
my  mind  was  equally  exercised ;  and  I 
thought,  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  It  was  right  to  look  very  thoroughly 
in  to  the  matter.  Looking,  however,  to  the 
precedents  end  to  what  has  been  laid 
down  on  the  subject,  I  thought  it  was 
my  duty  to  grant  the  Ohiltem 
Hundreds.  And  in  this  course  th» 
right  hon.  Gentleman  concurs.  It  was 
stated  by  the  First  Lord  that,  there 
being  some  delay  while  I  was  looking 
into  this  matter,  a  communication  was 
made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  who  sits 
behind  me  to  the  Member  for  Notting- 
ham (Mr.  A.  Morley),  so  that  the  op- 
portunity might  be  given  to  any  hoo. 
Member  of  the  House  to  bring  the 
matter  forward.  The  Gbvemment  had 
not  the  slightest  intention  of  withdraw- 
ing the  matter  from  the  cognizance  of 
the  House.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  language  of  which  no  one  can 
complain,  spoke  of  the  delicacy  of  the 
question  as  to  what  action  should  be 
taken  by  the  Executive  Government  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind.  I  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  rather  indicated 
than  declared  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  at  once  to  act,  but  he  said 
that  he  would  not  pass  any  censure  on 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
matter.  I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  is  a  matter  of  extreme 
delicacy  to  determine  in  what  instances 
the  Executive  Government  is  to  act.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  that  the 
Executive  should  act  in  cases  where  the 
Court  has  laid  down  that  an  hon. 
Member  of  this  House  has  been  guilty 
of  misconduct. 

Sir  W.  HARCOUBT  (Derby):  I 
should  rather  have  said  a  fraud  of  a 
monetary  character. 

♦Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  That  narrows  the 
doctrine  extremely.     I  thought  it  right 


to  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  to  the  very  wide  doctrine  he 
had  laid  down.  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  feel  that  it  is  extremely  difficult  for 
the  Government  to  discriminate  what 
kind  of  fraud,  what  kind  of  misconduct, 
ought  to  lead  to  the  expulsion  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  There  might  be 
meny  cases  where  a  question  would 
arise  with  regard  to  the  action  of  politi- 
cal opponents,  and  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  it  would 
be  an  extremely  delicate  matter  for  the 
Government  to  determine  whether  in 
consequence  of  certain  actions,  certain 
declarations  made  by  a  Court,  a  Govern- 
ment ought  at  once  to  proceed.  I  am 
glad  that  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Question,  because  it  is  a  matter 
equally  interesting  to  all  sections  of  the 
House.  The  doctrine  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  carry  us  very  far,  and 
its  application  would  be  attended  with 
considerable  difficulties;  but  I  accept 
the  declaration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  does  not  think  this  a  mat- 
ter in  which  the  Executive  Government 
is  deserving  of  censure. 

Mb,  GLADSTONE  (Mid  Lothian) : 
A  case  of  this  kind  is  so  important  in 
its  bearing  as  to  the  proceedings  and 
character  of  the  House  that  it  is  very 
likely  to  be  made  a  subject  of  reference 
hereafter,  and  therefore  it  is  desirable 
that  we  should  understand  with  perfect 
clearness  what  is  the  ground  upon  which 
we  take  up  our  position.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  made  a  reference 
to  certain  cases  which  were  quite  distinct 
from  the  case  now  immediately  in  ques- 
tion— certain  other  cases  where  it  ap- 
peared that  there  was  misconduct  not 
less  g^ss  than  that  which  appears  to 
exist  in  the  present  instance.  I  believe 
that  it  was  my  own  ill- fortune  many 
years  ago  to  grant  the  Chiltern  Hun- 
dreds without  any  question  in  the  House 
— without  any  possibility,  I  think,  of 
refusing  to  grant  it — to  one  gentleman, 
at  least,  who  was  afterwards  the  subject 
of  a  criminal  sentence.  But  then  there 
was  no  knowledge  —  though  there 
may  have  been  suspicion  and  mis- 
giving— upon  which  it  could  have 
been  possible  to  have  alleged  any 
ground  for  withholding  the  grant  of 
the  Chiltern  Hundreds;  and  that  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  the  fundamental  and 
the  exclusive  distinction  we  have  to 
draw.     Neither  the  First   Lord    of  the 
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and  tbej  would  much  rather  go  on 
with  the  business  of  the  House 
at  12  o'clock,  than  have  the  meet- 
ing put  off  till  two.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  press  the 
Motion,  as  otherwise  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  di'vide  the  House  against  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''That  this  House  will  meet  to-morrow 
at  Two  of  the  Clock."— ( i/r.  W.  IT. 
Smith.) 

.  The  House  divided:  —  Ayes,  193> 
Noes,  112. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

♦The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA" 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand* 
Westminster) :  In  rising  to  move, 
''  That  the  Order  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Queen's 
Speech,  Motion  for  an  Address,  have 

Srecedence  this  day  of  Notices  of 
[otion  and  other  Orders  of  the  Day," 
I  wish  to  make  an  appeal  to  hon.  Q-en- 
tlemen  who  have  given  notice  of  Amend- 
ments to  the  Address.  The  House  is 
aware  that  we  have  already  reached  the 
tenth  day  of  discussion  of  the  Address, 
and  also  that  very  serious  and  impor- 
tant business  must  be  disposed  of  before 
the  18th  or  19th  of  Marc|^,  financial 
business  of  the  current  year,  the  matter 
being  of  such  urgent  importance  to  the 
House  and  the  country  that  we  ought  to 
proceed  to  it  as  speedily  as  possible, 
and  I  would  earnestly  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  to  allow  the  debate  on  the 
Address  to  conclude  this  evening.  I 
am  aware  there  are  suggestions  of  con- 
siderable importance  in  Motions  which 
stand  in  the  name  of  hon.  Members, 
but  I  may  remind  them  that  during  the 
course  of  the  Session  there  will  be,  I 
fully  hope,  an  opportunity  for  urging 
their  views  before  the  House  and  the 
country.  The  House  is  aware  that  the 
prolongation  of  the  Debate  on  the 
Address  has  had  the  practical  efiPect  of 
depriving  some  hon.  Members  of  their 
ordinary  opportunities  for  bringing  for- 
ward Motions  and  Bills  in  which  they 
are  interested.  Under  these  circum- 
stances I  trust  that  hon.  Members  will 
themselves  concur  in  the  view  I  have 
heard  expressed  more  than  once  that  the 
debate  on  the  Address  should  be  limited, 
and  that  we  should  then  proceed  as 
rapidly  as  we  can  with  the  important 
business  we  have  to  dispose  of.     I  trust 
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I  may  have  the  support  of  right  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  in  enforcing  that 
view. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put. 

Me.  GLADSTONE  (Mid  Lothian) :  I 
find  g^eat  satisfaction  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for  he  con- 
veyed to  Members,  as  I  understand,  as 
an  inducement  to  assent  to  his  proposal, 
that  they  would  have  fitter  opportunities 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House 
those  mattersthey  desire  to  raise.  Itrost 
I  am  justified  in  inferring  from  that 

fenerfld  intimation  that  the  Gk>Temment 
o  not  contemplate  during  the  present 
Session  any  great  invasion  of  the  time 
appropriated  to  private  Members.  I 
certainly  am  one  of  those  who  are  of 
opinion  that  the  great  length  to  which 
debates  on  the  Address  have  been  pro- 
longed of  late  years  is  a  senous^ 
impediment  to  the  important  business 
awaiting  disposal.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
speak  of  the  Amendment  of  mj  rig^t 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  NeweasUe, 
because  that  was  a  Motion  of  a  very 
serious  character,  raising  distinctlj  the^ 
question  of  the  existence  of  the  GK>verQ* 
ment,  such  a  question  as  it  has  always 
been  usual  to  raise  upon  the  Address.  I 
refer  to  a  custom  which  is  growing  up,. 
that  of  making  the  Address  the  occasion 
for  discussing  subjects — of  public  im- 
portance undoubtedly — I  do  not  say 
frivolous  matters,  but  matters  that 
might  be  more  appropriately  discussed 
under  the  ancient  course  of  allowing 
Members  a  fair  proportion  of  the- 
time  of  the  House.  But  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  into  that  now.  At 
present  we  have  before  us  the  fact 
that,  independent  of  the  debate  upon- 
the  L*ish  Amendment,  we  have  had 
three  nights  of  general  debate,  and  vn- 
about  to  have  a  fourth  without  any  in-^ 
terruption.  Under  these  circumstanoesy 
and  in  view  of  the  nature  of  the  busi^ 
ness  that  is  to  come  on — Government 
and  possibly  other  business  of  an  argent 
character — I  certainly  think  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  a  reaaonflkble 
appeal,  and  one  that  we  so  far  as  we  can, 
compatibly  with  what  we  deem  to  be 
our  specific  duty,  will  respond  to,  and 
bring  about  the  close  of  the  debate  to- 
night. I  have  a  few  words  to  say  on 
one  of  the  subjects  standing  for  discus- 
sion, but  I  will  give  a  pledge  that  un- 
doubtedly in  what  I  then  say  I  shall  have 
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a  lively  recollection  of  what  I  am  now 
saying,  for  I  am  quite  in  sympathy  with 
the  wish  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


BURIALS   BILL. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Oibome  Morgso, 
Bill  to  further  to  amend  the  Bimal  Laws, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Oibome 
Morgan,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Handel  CosBham, 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  and  Mr.  lUingworth. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 

LITE  AlO)   PROPERTY   PBOTEOTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mattinson,  Bill  for  th^ 
better  protection  by  night  of  Life  and  Property* 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Matunson> 
Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Whitley,  Mr. 
Seager  Hunt,  Mr.  James  William  Lowther,  and 
Mr.  Forrest  Fulton. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  147.] 


ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  T. 

ADDRESS   IN.  ANSWER   TO    HER 
MAJESTY'S  MOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  reAuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2 let  February.] — 
[See  x>age  41.] 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green; 
S.W.) :  I  rise  to  move  as  an  Amende 
ment  to  the  Address  an  expression  o 
our  regret  that  the  Royal  Speech  con' 
tains  no  proposal  for  legislation  to 
safeguard  the  long- accustomed  right 
of  public  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
Notwithbtanding  the  appeal  which 
has  been  addressed  to  the  House, 
I  think,  considering  in  the  first  place 
that  in  the  Royal  Speech  London 
questions  are  totally  ignored,  and  in  the 
second  place  having  regard  to  the  extreme 
gravity  of  the  question  my  Amendment 
raises,  I  am  justified  in  the  course  I  am 
now  taking.  The  House  will  probably 
remember  that  shortly  after  the  opening 
of  the  Session  of  1 888  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  brought  forward 
a  Resolution  proposing  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  consider  the  provisions 
under  which  public  meetings  are  held 
in  Lfondon,  and  the  limits  of  the  right 
of  interference  with  such  meetings  by 
the  Executive.  That  Motion  was  op- 
posed by  the  Government,  and  after  a 


long  discussion  it  was  defeated.  Now, 
the  attitude  of  the  Gx)vemment  towards 
this  Motion,  coupled  with  the  bmtal 
violence  which  the  Government  have- 
been  responsible  for.  employed  on 
November  13  against  non-offending  citi- 
zens, left— and  I  think  not  unnaturally 
left — a  rankling  resentment  in  the  minda 
of  a  very  considerable  portion  of  the- 
people  of  London.  There  were  some- 
men,  as  there  are  some  men  now — and  I 
regret  it — who  desired  to  fight  the  Go- 
vemment  with  their  own  weapons.  They 
desired  to  retake  the  right  which  the 
Government  had  defrauded  them  of  by 
force  and  violence,  but  there  were  othera 
who  were  extremely  anxious  to  try  this 
question  upon  its  merits  in  a  Oourt  of 
Law.  Well  now,  what  was  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  in  regard  to  the 
latter  class  of  persons  ?  There  was  only 
one  case  arising  out  of  the  Trafalgar 
Square  incident  which  raised  the  right 
fairly  on  its  merits,  and  that  was  the  case 
of  Mr.  Saunders.  The  Government 
commenced  a  prosecution  against  that 
gentleman,  but  almost  immediately 
dropped  it.  Then  a  civil  action  was  com- 
menced in  the  name  of  Mr.  Saunder» 
for  assault,  in  order  to  obtain  a 
decision  on  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion. Unfortunately,  the  formal  notice, 
which  by  statute  is  required,  was 
not  given  in  time,  and  the  authorities 
sheltered  themselves  under  this  legal 
technicality,  and  so,  for  the  second  time, 
the  law-abiding  portion  of  the  people 
who  desired  to  raise  the  question  were 
defeated  in  their  object.  The  second 
case  arose  on  a  summons  heard  at  Bow 
Street,  and  the  police  obtained  a  con- 
viction. Mr.  Yaughan,  the  Magistrate, 
was  requested  to  state  a  case  for  the 
decision  of  a  Superior  Oourt,  and  agreed 
to  do  so.  After  long  delay  the  case  waa 
stated,  but  then  it  was  found  that  the 
case,  as  stated,  was  utterly  absurd  with 
reference  to  the  point  we  desired  to  raise. 
The  case,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Yaughan, 
amounted  to  this — ^that  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  were  asked,  in  fact, 
whether  an  illegal  meeting  held  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  was  an  illegal  meeting  ? 
Well,  we  do  not  want  to  go  to  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  to  decide  that ; 
we  know  that  an  illegal  meeting  in  Tra* 
f algar  Square  or  anywhere  else  is  illegal. 
There  was  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  strongest  reluctance  to  come 
into  Court  on  the  merits  of  the  case,  » 
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zeluotance  which  generally,  I  think  we 
may  say,  accompanies  the  consciousness 
of  haying  a  very  bad  case.  But  I  do 
not  desire  to  treat  this  question  within 
the  limits  of  a  bare  strict  legal  argu- 
ment. It  always  seems  to  me  that  the 
House  of  Commons  is  not  the  place  for 
a  purely  legal  argument,  but  it  must 
be  obvious  to  the  House  that  there  are 
many  rights  which  possibly  one  could 
not  vindicate  in  a  Court  of  Law,  and  yet 
rights,  properly  so-called,  which  a  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  take  away,  which 
no  wise  Government  would  ever  dream  of 
taking  away.  How  does  the  case  stand 
in  regard  to  Trafalg^  Square  ?  In  the 
first  place,  I  shall  carefully  avoid,  as 
much  as  possible,  the  arguments  which 
were  gone  o?er  last  year.  But,  at  all 
events,  we  have  this  fact — that  for  nearly 
40  years  prior  to  November  13th,  1887, 
there  had  been  the  user  of  Trafalgar 
Square  for  the  purpose  of  public  meet- 
ing ;  nay,  more,  on  one  occasion,  about 
20  years  ago,  when  there  was  a  desire 
to  hold  a  large  public  demonstration  in 
Hyde  Park,  the  organizers  of  the 
demonstratioa  were  told  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  that  Trafalgar  Square 
was  the  proper  place  in  which  to  hold 
such  a  meeting.  Last  year  the  Home 
Secretary  drew  attention  to  the  fact,  and 
insisted  upon  it,  that  before  November 
13th  there  had  been  a  series  of  daily 
meetings  in  the  Square,  with  regard  to 
which  meetings  I  just  want  to  say  that 
if  it  is  said  that  it  would  be  unreasonable 
that  mass  meetings  should  be  held  every 
•day  in  Trafalgar  Square,  and  at  any 
hour  of  any  day,  I  quite  agree  with  that. 
I  think  that  it  would  be  an  unreasonable 
exercise  of  an  undoubted  right — an 
intolerant  exercise  of  thatright — because 
it  would  ignore  the  co-ordinate  right  of 
other  persons,  who  dislike  public  meet- 
ings, and  wish  to  use  the  Square 
for  other  purposes  which  are  equally 
legitimate.  But,  whatever  view  you 
may  take  of  the  meetings  that  pre- 
ceded that  of  November  13th,  on 
what  ground  of  law  or  reason  can  the 
Home  Secretary  defend  the  proclamation 
of  the  meeting  of  November  13th  ?  The 
meetiugs  before  that  day  were  called  by 
one  body  of  persons,  and  the  meeting  of 
November  13th  was  called  by  a  totally 
different  body  of  persons ;  and,  although 
I  said  I  should  be  anxious  to  avoid  auy 
strictly  legal  argument,  I  cannot  refuse 
to  allude  to  the  Salvation  Army  decision, 
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Beattie  r.  Gilbanks ;  and  I  respeetfulfy 
submit  to  the  House  that  the  prindpLi 
of  that  decision  is  distinctly  against  tht 
proclamation  of  the  meetingof  November 
13th.  Besides,  no  connection  has  been 
proved  between  the  organizers  of  that 
meeting  and  the  organizers  of  the  pre- 
ceding meetings.  That  is  the  very 
essence  of  the  case,  because  if  any  bodj 
of  men  are  to  be  affected  by  the  meet- 
ings of  another  body  of  men,  then.  I  say, 
every  liberty  we  possess  is  in  danger. 
Just  see  how  that  would  operate  in 
practice.  It  only  requires  a  small  body 
of  men  to  get  up  a  disturbance  at  a 
public  meeting  in  a  public  place  on  one 
day  in  order  to  justify  the  Government 
in  proclaiming  a  meeting  for  a  totally 
different  purpose  in  the  same  place  on 
a  following  day.  Of  course,  those  who 
organized  the  meeting  would  be  re- 
sponsible, but  they  cannot  be  affected  by 
the  incident  of  a  meeting  with  which  they 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do.  Let  me  refer 
to  the  objections  which  have  been  urged 
to  the  holding  of  meetings  in  Trafalgar 
Square.  It  is  said,  in  the  first  plMe, 
there  is  danger  to  property.  Well,  we  all 
know  it  is  an  unfortunate  fact  that  there 
is  a  large  criminal  class  in  London  which 
always  finds  its  harvest  on  every  occa- 
sion when  large  masses  of  people  are 
collected.  The  Home  Secretary  aasenti 
to  that.  Yes;  but  on  the  bocaaion  of 
public  illuminations,  or  on  any  oocaaicm 
of  a  Boyal  procession,  or  when  you  want 
to  pay  a  compliment  to  a  Boyal  visitor, 
then  you  do  everything  in  your  power  to 
collect  the  people  in  large  massea,  and 
the  argument  of  danger  to  propertyi 
whatever  it  is  worth,  applies  as  much  to 
such  occasions  as  to  those  when  citiieni 
meet  to  discuss  public  questions.  Then 
it  is  said  the  site  is  an  incon?enient  one 
for  public  meetings.  Well,  on  that 
issue  it  is  sufficient  to  point  out  that  for 
40  years  it  has  been  used  for  publio 
meetings,  which  shows  most  dearlv  that 
it  is  a  convenient  site  in  the  opinion  of 
those  who  organize  the  meetings  and 
attend  them.  I  think  the  argument 
about  convenience  hardly  lies  in  tht 
mouths  of  those  who  are  subject  to  the 
very  grave  suspicion  of  disliking  public 
meetings  altogether.  Then  it  is  aaid  it 
is  in  the  very  heart  of  a  great  city,  and 
an  unsuitable  place  for  public  mee^nga. 
Now,  I  venture  to  submit  that  the  heart 
of  a  great  city  is  the  proper  plaoOi  and 
for  this  reason :  when  men  have  a  giiev- 
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ance  and  desire  to  come  togethai^  thej 
assemble  not  merely  to  encourage  one 
another,  but  also  to  make  their  gdeyanoe 
known  to  the  powers  that  are  able  to 
relieve    them.      Therefore,    it   follows 
that  publicity  is  the  very  essence  of 
a   political    demonstration.     To   make 
that    publicity    as    great   as   possible 
is  one  of  the  most  legitimate  purposes  of 
all  public  demonstrations,  and  there  is  no 
place  more  fitting  for  that  purpose  than 
the  centre  of  a  large  population.    NoVr, 
there  was  one  incident  of  which  great 
use  was  made  in  the  debate  last  year 
by  the  Government  and  the  supporters 
of  the  Government.     They  relied  on  the 
riot  which  occurred  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Trafalgar  Square  in  February,  1886  ; 
but  is  it  to  be  said  that  because  there 
has  occurred  a  solitary  isolated  act  of 
Tiolence  and  crime  that,  therefore,  the 
Oovemment  are  justified  in  taking  away 
a  long-accustomed  popular  right?     I 
venture  to  think,  if  that  argument  is  to 
hold  good,  that  every  liberty  we  and  our 
fathers  ever  enjoyed  is  scarcely  worth  24 
hours'   purchase.     What,   then,  is  our 
claim  ?    I  have  indicated  that  I  do  not 
think  it  is  reasonable    that    meetings 
should  day  by  day  be  held  in  Trafalgar 
^Square,  but  what  I  do  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  is  this :  to  recognize  the  right 
of  meeting  in  the  Square,  and  to  submit 
proposals  for  the    regulation    of  that 
right.     It  seems  sensible  that  this  right 
should  be  regulated  in  order  that  it  may 
be  preserved.     I  would  impress  on  the 
Oovemment  that  the  present  position 
cannot  be  maintained.     It  is  intolerable 
that  a  long- accustomed  right  should  be 
taken  away  or  withheld  by  the  mere 
edictof  a  Commissioner  of  Police.  Apart 
from  the  importance  of  the  immediate 
occasion,  I  say  it  constitutes  a  most  mis- 
chievous and  dangerous  precedent  I  ask 
that  the  Government  shall,  at  least,  put 
the  matter  on  a  legal  basis.     There  are 
three  courses  open  to  the  Government  to 
put   this  matter  on  a  legal  basis.     In 
the  first  place  they  might  withdraw  the 
Chief  Commissioner's  edict ;  they  might 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  prohibit  all  meetings 
in  Trafalgar  Square— I  should  give  it, 
I  need  hardly  say,  all  the  opposition  in 
my  power,  but  at  all  events  it  would  be 
strictly  and  technically  a  legal  proceed- 
ing— or  they  might  bring  in  a  Bill  recog- 
nizing the  right  of  meeting  in  the  Square, 
and  providing  suitable  regulations  under 
which  that  right  should  be  exercised. 


This  last  oourse  I  ask  the  GoTemmeaft< 
to  take.    It  is  impossible,  I  think,  ia 
dissociate  altogether  this  action  from  tha 
changed  attitude  of  the  authorities  in 
London  towards  public  meetings  in  gene- 
ral.   That  there  has  been  such  a  change 
is  absolutely  indisputable.    No  one  who 
has  any  acquaintance  with  London,  and 
takes  an  interest  in  public  life,  and  who 
compares  the  attitude  of  the  police  to- 
waras  public  meetings  to-day  with  the 
attitude  of  the  police  towards  public 
meetings  before  the  advent  of  the  present 
Government,  can  doubt  the  evidence  of 
a  mischievous  and   alarming    change. 
The  Home  Secretary  says  there  has  been 
no  change  in  the  general  direction,  given 
to  the  Metropolitan  Police.    I  must,  of 
oourse,  and  i  do,  accept  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    But  I  might 
X>erhaps,be  permitted  to  point  out  to  him 
that,  when  you  are  dealing  with  so  deli- 
cate a  question  as  the  right  of  public 
meeting,     even    admitting     that     the 
general  regulations  in  their  letter  re- 
main   the  same,     still    the    spirit    in 
which  they  are  adnunistered  and  carried 
out  may  xnake  the  difference  between  a 
reasonable  freedom  and  an  intolerable 
tyranny.    It  was  only  the  other  day  that 
I  had  occasion  to  call  attention  to  a  case 
which  occurred  in  my  own  constituency. 
A  member  of  the  County  Council  for 
London,   a  gentleman  for   whom    the 
esteem  of  his  locality  was  sufficiently 
testified  by  the  overwhelming  majori^ 
of  votes  which  he  obtained  in  the  recent 
election — Mr.  Branch — is  waited  upon 
by  a  constable.    It  is  said  that  the  con- 
stable discharged  his  duty  in  a  courteous 
manner.     I  dare  say  he  did;  I   do  not 
blame  him;  but  I  censure  the  system 
for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
responsible,  and  which  compels  a  con- 
stable of  the  Metropolitan  Police  to  do 
something  which  gives  grave  offence  to  a 
man  occupying  a  high  position  in  Lon- 
don. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  me 
that  the  police  were  sent  to  the  meeting 
for  the  purposes  of  protection.    Pro- 
tection !    Why,  the  meeting  was  a  small 
meeting  in  a  club,  to  which,  indeed,  the 
public  were  invited.    It  was  not  even 
an  open-air  meeting,  which  would  have 
given  some  colour  to  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    It  is  a  pub- 
lic meeting  held  on  private  prenuaes, 
addressed    by    a    gentleman    of   high 
position,  who  is  waited  upon  by  a  ooa« 
stable  in  the  first  place;  and,  in  tha 
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second  place,  half-a-dozen  policemen  are 
sent  to  crowd  around  the  door,  or 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  meeting 
place.  I  say  that  indicates  a  marked 
change  in  the  relations  which  once 
existed  between  the  people  of  London 
and  the  Metropolitan  Police.  I  desire 
to  make  an  earnest  appeal  to  the 
Gk>yemment.  I  do  not  think  that  the 
present  position  is  at  all  a  tolerable 
position.  We  have  had  violence,  and 
we  have  had  bloodshed,  mainly — ^I  will 
not  say  entirely — on  the  part  of  the 
police.  Now  that  sort  of  thing  will  in- 
evitably cause  rebellion.  I  have  shown 
you  what  a  rankling  sense  of  resent- 
ment exists  in  the  mind  of  a  very  con- 
siderable number  of  the  people  of 
London,  and  I  am  afraid  that  there  will 
be  trouble.  I  do,  therefore,  earnestly 
ask  the  Government  to  at  least  put  the 
matter  on  a  legal  basis,  and  free  us,  at 
all  events,  from  the  disgrace  of  being 
deprived  of  what  many  of  us  believe  to 
be  a  right  by  the  edict  of  the  Police 
Oommissioner.  If  there  should  be 
violence  and  bloodshed,  to  which  we 
have  not  been  accustomed  in  the  streets 
of  London,  then  I  must  say  that  a  ter- 
rible responsibility  will  rest  upon  the 
Gk>vemment,  in  the  first  place  be- 
oause  they  have  by  every  kind  of 
artful  contrivance  succeeded  in  eluding 
a  decision  upon  the  merits  of  the  case 
in  a  Court  of  Law,  and  in  the  second 
place  because  they  have  obstinately 
refused  a  settlement  which  would  have 
given  reasonable  satisfaction  to  all 
parties.  I  beg,  Sir,  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
notice. 

Mb.  STUAET  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  Paragraph  1 1  to  insert  the  wordsi 
*  •  But  we  humbly  express  our  regret  that  no 
proposals  are  made  in  Your  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  to  safeguard  the  long  accustomed  right 
of  public  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square.** 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

Mr.  MUEDOCH  (Reading) :  Thehon. 
Member  has  brought  forward  this 
Amendment  to  the  Address,  and  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  in  doing  so  he 
has  shown  by  his  speech  that  there 
is  no  necessity  for  it.  On  a  pre- 
vious occasion  when  this  Pubj«ot 
was    discussed,    the    House    had     the 
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advantage  of  hearing  the  opinions  of 
some  of  the  most  eminent  lawyers  of  the 
day  as  to  the  legal  point  of  the  question. 
Other  speakers  attempted  to  show  thai 
the  meetings  in  Trafugar  Sqaare  were 
not  only  a  cause  of  much  interruption  of 
business,  but  were  also  a  source  of  trou- 
ble and  danger.  I  cannot  say  that  those 
points  have  been  touched  upon  by  the 
hon.  Member  so  as  to  in  any  way  reverse 
the  decision  at  which  the  House  arrived 
on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred. 
I  would  point  out  that  Trafalgar 
Square  is  very  much  altered  in  charac- 
ter from  what  it  was  a  few  years  ago» 
In  the  petition  which  was  laid  before 
this  House,  sigpied  by  persona  of  all 
grades  and  positions,  it  was  pointed  out 
that  during  the  last  few  years  Trafal- 
gar Square  had  become  one  of  the 
main  arteries  of  the  Metropolis,  a 
point  at  which  traffic  converged 
from  north,  south,  east,  and  west,  and  uiai 
any  interruption  of  that  traffic  would 
cause  most  serious  inconvenienoe.  It 
has  also  been  pointed  out,  although  the 
point  has  been  made  very  light  of  br 
the  hon.  Member,  that  the  riot  whioh 
took  place  on  a  certain  date  opened  the 
eyes  of  a  good  many  people  to  the 
danger  which  arose  from  those  meetings. 
I  am  not  going  to  blame  those  who  con- 
vened the  meetings.  I  am  perfsotly 
certain  that  those  gentlemen,  when  tbey 
convened  the  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  had  no  idea  that  any  danger 
would  result  from  it ;  but  events  proved 
most  clearly  that  those  who  gathered 
the  people  together  had  no  oontnd 
whatever  over  them,  and  that  in  itself 
shows  that  these  meetings  are  a  souree^ 
of  considerable  danger  to  life  and  pro- 
perty in  the  neighbourhood  of  Trafalgar 
Square.  It  is  a  very  different  thing 
from  holding  a  meeting  in  a  plaoe 
or  passing  through  a  place  witk 
permission  to  hold  a  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  and  occasionally 
having  language  used  which  is  calcu- 
lated to  inflame  those  who  hear  it,  and 
which,  perhaps,  the  promoters  are  Yorj 
sorry  jfor  afterwards.  The  case  of  the 
Lord  Mayor's  Show  is  a  very  different 
thing ;  it  occupies  only  a  certain  time  in 
passing  ;  the  police  have  the  conduct  of 
it,  and  they  take  care  that  no  interrup- 
tion bhall  take  place  except  what  can- 
not be  avoided.  If  I  recollect  aright, 
thereis  no  necessity  fortheintroductionof 
a  Bill,  because  it  has  been  clearly  shown 
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that  the  regulation  of  Trafalgar  Square 
rests  with  the  Home  Secretary,   and, 
under  his  direotioo,  with   the  Metro- 
politan   Police.      The    mere    fact    of 
the    hon.    Member    mentioning    such 
a    Bill — although    he    sajs  he  would 
oppose  it  by  every  means  in  his  power — 
shows  that  there  is  lurking  in  his  mind 
the  possibility  that   Trafalgar  Square 
may  not  have  attached  to  it  the  right  of 
public  meeting  for  which  he  contends. 
He  says  that  Trafalgar  Square,  being  in 
the  heart  of  a  great  city,  is  a  suitable 
place  of  meeting.    Well,  within  a  mile 
IS   Hyde    Park,  where  any  number  of 
meetings  may  be  held  without  danger  to 
life,  limb,  or  property.     Another  point 
to  which  I  want   to  draw  attention  is 
that  the  petition  presented  to  the  House 
was  numerously  signed  by  working  men 
living  in  the  neighbourhood.  They  were 
perfectly  well   aware   how    they  were 
damaged  by  the  meetings;  and  I  am 
perfectly   convinced  that    if    the  hon. 
Member  polled  his  constituency  he  would 
find  that   the    respectable  and   steady 
portion    of    the    working    classes    are 
against  any  such  meetings,  while  ''  pro- 
fessional" men,   who    attend  all   such 
meetings  and  processions,  are  in  favour 
of  them,  not  caring  much  what  injury 
results  to  their  fellow-men. 
*SiB    C.    EUSSELL:     I    have    the 
honour  to  represent  a  community  largely 
composed  of  the  working  classes,  and  I 
have  discussed  this  matter  with  them  at 
more  than  one  meeting.    There  was  a 
strong  feeling  on  the  subject,  though  I 
admit  there  were  degrees  and  shades  of 
opinion  on  it.     There  is  a  section  who 
desire  to  have  the  right  of  holding  any 
meeting  with  or  without  notice  upon  any 
subject,  at  any  time  of  the  day,  and  on 
every  day  in  the  week.     I  do  not  think 
that  is  a  veiy  large  class ;  but  there  is  a 
largely  preponderating  class  in  my  consti- 
tuency who  seriously  complain  Uiat  the 
accustomed  right  of  public  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square  exercised  for  40  years 
has  been  unconstitutionally  invaded,  not 
by  the  action  of  Parliament,  but  by  the 
will  of  a  police  officer  in  high  authority. 
The  tendency  of  the  argument  I  have  ad- 
dressed to  more  than  one  meeting  was 
this — believing  as  I  do  that  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Oommissioner  of  Police 
was  not  authorized  by  any  statute,  I  had 
urged  upon  the  Government  either  to 
withdraw  the  interference,  or  that  they 
fihould  deal  with  the  subject,  as  I  have 


pressed  upon  the  Home  Secretary  be- 
fore, by  legislative  enactment.    What 
are  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  It  is  truly  said 
that  for  40  years  there  has  been  this 
accustomed  right  of  public  meeting.  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  misunderstood.    I  do  not 
assert  that  it  is  a  legal  right  in  itself 
in  the  same  sense  as  a  private  legal 
right  which  is  enforceable  by  action  at 
law,  but  I  do  say  it  is  a  Oonstitutional 
right  on  the  part  of  the  community  in 
the  midst  of  which  this  vacant  space 
exists,   and  which  cannot  be  properly 
described  as  a  thoroughfare  at  all,  but 
is  distinctly  an  open  space  as  the  Act 
describes  it,   capable  of  being  appro- 
priately used  for  some  meetings— cer- 
tainly for  meetings  of  moderate  dimen- 
sions.     The    test   of   a  Oonstitutional 
right  of  this  kind  is    whether  it  is  a 
crime   to   hold    orderly  and  peaeeable 
meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square.    I  ask 
this  question  with  a  view  to  obtaining  an 
answer.  If  it  be  an  offence,  what  is  the 
Statute  creating  the  offence,  and  what  ia 
the  penalty  annexed  to  the  offence  ?    If 
the  allegation  is  that  it  is  an  offence, 
and  if  that  is  the  advice  the  Home 
Secretary  has  given  will  the  Home  Sec- 
retary assist  in  raising  in  a  Court  of 
Law  purely  and  simply  that  question  ? 
Is  it  a  legal  offence  to  hold  an  orderly 
and  peaceable  meeting    in    Trafalgar 
Square.    With  one  exception  nothing 
that    could    be    called    a   serious  dis- 
turbance has  ever  taken  place  as  far 
as  I  am  aware  in  connection  with  meet- 
ings in  Trafalgar  Square.    I  do   not 
doubt  that  these  meetings,  or  some  of 
them,  have  been  a  cause  of  considerable 
inconvenience  to  some  or  many  of  the 
people  living  in  the  neighbourhood,  but 
1  want  to  know  what  great  congrega- 
tion of  the  people  in  public    meeting 
could    take  place  anywhere,  or   what 
great  function  in  which  a  multitude  of 
Sie  people  take  part  can  be  performed 
without     causing     inconvenience      to 
some  section    of   the  community,   but 
inconveniences  which  that  section  of  the 
community  must  bear  as  they  are  caused 
by  the  exercise  of  a  great  Oonstitutional 
and  important  public  right  ?    The  hon. 
Member  for  Beading   has  said  fairlv 
enough  that  the  disturbanoe  which  took 
place  was  not  one  which  could  in  anyway 
be  in  contemplation  of  those  who  con- 
vened the  meeting  in  February,  1886.  A 
disorderly  fringe  became  attached  to  the 
meeting  itself,  and  it  was  a  disorderly  i 
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iion  which  beoame  miiohievoas.  Why  F 
!For  the  Bimple  reason  that  the  polioe, 
■whose  proper  fuootion  was  to  be  in  at- 
tendance upon  and  to  safeguard  such 
meetings  instead  of  being  in  Fall  Mall 
in  the  rear  of  the  gathering,  where 
they  were  directed  to  take  their  position, 
were  in  the  Mall.  And  then  came  the 
meeting  in  November  which  was  oon- 
▼ened  after  notice  to  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  after  a  discussion  with  him  on  the 
part  of  a  different  set  of  persons  who 
were  responsible  for  having  called 
and  peaceably  condncted  many  prior 
meetings  in  the  same  place.  It  was 
then  that  those  extraordinary  oommnni- 
oations  took  place  with  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, showing  that  he  was  not  then 
viewing  the  question  in  the  same  way  as 
now,  when,  in  answer  this  evening  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Camborne  (Mr.  Oony- 
beare),  he  said  there  was  clear  statutory 
authority  for  what  the  police  did  in  this 
matter.  It  is  a  noticeable  fact  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary,  taking,  as  I  believe,  a 
serious  and  also  a  right  view  of  the 
view  of  the  matter,  declared  that  it 
was  no  part  of  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  interfere  with  what  he 
called  a  bona  fida  public  meeting. 

♦The  home  SECRETARY :  I  have 
contradicted  that  statement  two  or  three 
times  in  the  House. 

♦Sib  0.  RUSSELL:  I  did!  not  recol- 
loot  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
contradicted  it,  and  I  am  sorry  he  has 
done  so,  because  I  thought  the  senti- 
ment was  one  for  which  he  might  take 
credit;  but  now,  on  the  contrary,  I 
understand  that  the  Home  Secretary 
meant  to  say  that  the  Government  do 
claim  the  right  to  interfere  with  a  hond 
fid0  political  meeting,  peaceable  and 
orderly,  if  held  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  presently  explain  what  it  was 
he  did  mean.  Well,  then  came  the 
prosecution  at  the  Old  Bailey,  and, 
but  for  the  verdict  of  the  jury  which 
determined  that  the  meeting  proposed 
to  be  held  in  November,  and  which  was 
held,  was  an  illegal  meeting,  I  submit 
that  the  Government  would  be  without 
a  rag  of  justification  for  their  con- 
duct in  the  matter.  I  have  not 
the  materials  before  me  on  which 
lo  express  an  opinion  on  the  right 
or  wrong  of  that  verdict.  One  is  accus- 
tomed to  accept  the  verdicts  of  juries  as 
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being  iounded  on  faota,  xaAtm  there  it 
some  reason  to  suppose  that  aomething 
has  prejudiced  and  distorted  their  judg- 
ment. But  what  does  it  amount  to? 
It  amounts  to  this  only,  that  in  the  case 
of  a  particular  meeting  the  Exeoative 
were  justified  in  interfering  to  prevent 
it,  on  the  ground  that  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  was  proposed  to  be  held 
it  would  be  a  source  of  alarm  or  terror 
to  certain  persons.  Now,  this  would 
equally  apply  whatever  meeting  was 
held«-it  would  equally  apply  to  a 
meeting  proposed  to  be  held  on  en- 
closed private  ground  or  in  any 
other  place  whatever.  Therefore  I 
say  it  is  apart  from  the  questicD 
of  customary  user  by  the  public  of 
Trafialgar  Square  as  a  place  of  meeting, 
and  what  we  complain  of  is  this :  that 
instead  of  limiting  the  interference 
which  the  verdict  justified  to  the  parti- 
cular meeting,  or  to  an  illegal  meeting 
the  Government  maintained  and  adopted 
the  action  of  the  Chief  Commissioner 
of  Police,  who  has  issued  a  perempton' 
and  perpetual  mandate  forbidding  aU 
meetings,  of  all  kinds,  irrespective  of 
object  or  numbers,  or  whether  they  are 
orderly  or  not,  in  Trafalgar  Square; 
and  until  he  chooses  to  withdraw  that 
mandate,  he  intends  to  prevent  any 
meetings  being  held  there.  Now,  I  say 
that  that  is  not  law.  The  Prodamatioa 
of  the  Chief  Commissioner  is  a  notice 
and  nothing  more.  It  is  authorised  by 
no  Statute,  and  cannot  affect  the  character 
of  any  meeting.  I  speak  with  all 
deference  to  the  opinions  of  those  whe 
differ  from  me  honestly ;  and  if  there 
be  on  the  Bench  opposite  learned 
Friends  of  mine  who  differ  from  tins 
view,  I  think  they  will  do  me  the 
justice  of  admitting — as  I  would  do 
them  the  like  justice— that  I  am  stating 
here  to-day  what  I  stated  in  November 
last ;  and  I  say  that  what  I  state  I  be- 
lieve  is  the  law,  and  that  if  there  is  this 
difference  it  constitutes  the  greater 
reason  and  makes  the  argument  all  the 
stronger  that  the  Government  ought  tD 
lend  themselves  to  the  effort  at  rairing 
and  deciding  this  question  direotlyi 
straightly,  and  simply.  I  ask  the  Go- 
vernment to  recall  the  points  I  made  is 
relation  to  the  case  of  Saunders  and  the 
subsequent  case  before  Mr.  Vaughan.  In 
the  case  of  Saunders,  who  was  formerly 
a  Member  of  this  House  whilst  that  Gen- 
tleman was  proceeding   to    address  a 
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mMtiog  at  Trafalgar  fiqa«re«  a  palint 
man  oame  to  him  and  oommittod  a  tooh- 
nioal  asaault  by  patting  hit  hand  on  his 
collar,  and  then  required  him  to  follow 
him  to  the  Bow  Street  Police  Station, 
where  a  charge  was  entered  against  Mr. 
Saunders.  On  this,  Mr.  Saunders  was 
bailed  out,  and  afterwards,  when  he 
appeared  to  answer  the  charge,  the  Gk>- 
Ycmment  were  represented  by  one  of  the 
most  able  criminal  lawyers  of  the  day 
(my  friend  Mr.  Poland).  What  did  Mr. 
Poland  do  ?  He  could  not  formulate  a 
charge  against  Mr.  Saunders — he  did 
not  attempt  to  formuhite  a  charge 
against  him;  but  he  begged  to  with- 
draw the  charge,  and,  in  point  of  fact, 
his  statement  was  that  this  Proclama- 
tion was  s  Proclamation  of  the  Ohief 
Commissioner  of  Police  in  error.  I  hear 
someone  say  it  was  not  a  summary  case: 
then  why  did  they  not  indict  Mr. 
Saunders?  Here  was  a  grare  question 
which  affected  the  minds  of  a  considerable 
number  of  the  commimity,  and  the 
Gk>Temment  had  the  opportunity  of 
raising  the  question,  and  what  mattered 
it  whether  it  was  a  summary  offence  or 
not?  Mr.  Saunders  begged  that  the 
Qovernment  would  indict  him,  but  in- 
stead of  doing  that  Mr.  Poland 
practically  asked  that  the  charge 
might  be  struck  out,  and  that  lur. 
Saunders  might  take  his  departure  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  an  action  against 
the  policeman  and  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner, under  whose  authority  the  police- 
man acted,  for  trespass.  And  what  was 
the  course  that  the  Government  took  ? 
I  do  not  understand  it,  for  I  do  not 
understand  what  the  justification  for  it 
was.  Mr.  Saunders  brought  his  action 
and  claimed  damages  merely  for  the 
purpose  of  raising  the  question.  The 
GoTemment  pleaded,  among  other  de- 
fences, that  the  action  was  not  brought 
timeously,  and  that  the  notice  of  action 
which  the  Statute  required  had  not  been 
giyen.  I  ask  why  the  Government  did 
not  meet  the  case  fairly  ?  It  would  have 
been  the  means,  in  a  legitimate  and 
peaceful  way,  of  helping  to  solve  the 
question.  But  that  is  not  all.-  A 
subsequent  case  arose,  and  Mr. 
Yaughan  was  required  to  state  a 
case  for  the  opinion  of  the  Superior 
Court.  I  desire  to  speak  of  Mr. 
Yaughan,  asl  do  of  allJudgeswhose  con- 
duct I  may  have  occasion  to  criticize, 
with  all  respect;  but  the  case  as  stated 


by  Mr.  Yaoghan,  so  iSsr  as  jazsiag  tiie- 
question  was  concerned,  was  an  utter 
and  absolute  farce.  The  question  which 
he  propounded  for  the  opinion  of  the 
Superior  Court  was  whether  a  meeting, 
consisting  of  a  large  number  of  persons^ 
assembled  tog^her  in  Trafalgar  Square^ 
under  such  circumstances  as  to  inspire- 
terror,  but  in  an  alleged  exercise  of  a 
legal  right,  was  a  legal  meeting.  It  ia 
enough  to  say  that  the  form  in  which 
the  case  was  stated  amounted  to  a  com- 
pendious statement  of  what  constitutea 
an  illegal  meeting.  The  Home  Secre- 
tary has  said,  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
Friend  the  member  for  Camborne  (Mr. 
Conybeare),  that  the  proclamation  of 
the  Commissioner  still  stood,  and  that 
there  was  express  statutory  authority 
for  it.  I  would  press  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  state  before  the  debate 
doses  what  that  statutory  authority  is. 
I  am  not  aware  of  any  statutory  autho- 
rity unless  it  be  contained  in  the  2  and  8 
Yiot.,  c.  47,  and  particularly  sections  52, 
53,  and  54.  I  want  to  know  whether 
the  Home  Secretary  was  advised  that 
under  those  or  any  other  sections  there 
was  power  given  to  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner to  forbid  access  to  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  the  presence  of  numbers  of 
persons  in  Trafalgar  Square;  and  I 
want  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  claims  the  same  powers  in  the 
Chief  Commissioner  as  regards  any  other 
thoroughfare  or  any  other  open  space  in 
the  Metropolis?  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man does  not,  on  what  distinction  does 
he  base  the  authority  in  the  one  case 
over  the  other  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  something  about  obstructing' 
or  disturbin  g  the  thoroughfare.  Let  ma 
test  that.  Was  it  not  notorious  to  all 
who  know  the  conformation  of  Trafal- 
gar Square,  that  although  there  is  to  a 
certain  extent  a  thoroughfare  which  is 
in  no  real  sense  a  thoroughfare  in  the 
sense  of  leading  conveniently  or  directly 
to  or  from  certain  definite  points,  yet 
within  the  crossing  lines  in  Trafalgar 
Square  there  is  an  open  space.  Does 
the  Home  Secretary  urge  that,  even  as- 
suming there  was  an  obstruction  of  a 
thoroughfare,  that  that  constituted  an 
illegal  meeting,  or  authorized  the  Chief 
Commissioner  and  the  police  to  put 
it  down  by  force  on  the  ground 
that  the  persons  attending  the  meet- 
ing were  at  the  moment  obstmoting^ 
the  thorougkfjsre  ?  I  do  not  desire  to  em- 
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barrasB  the  Gbyernment  on  this  question. 
I  urge  this  consideration  because  of 
two  things — first,  that  there  has  been, 
as  I  contend,  an  unjustifiable  inter- 
ference in  an  unjustifiable  fashion 
with  an  accustomed  right;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  continued  interfer- 
•encewith  that  right  by  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner, who  claims  authority  to  inter- 
fere, not  with  particular  meetings  which 
may  be  illegal  assemblies,  but  with  all 
assemblies  of  persons,  however  peace- 
able, is,  I  believe,  undoubtedly  creating 
a  bad  feeling  between  the  people  and 
the  police,  and  no  good  subject  would 
desire  to  see  that  feeling  continue. 
♦The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  foe 
THE  HOME  DEPAKTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  concur 
with  the  hon .  and  learned  Q-entleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  in  deploring  very  much 
any  interference  with  the  working  classes 
wluoh  may  tend  to  produce  a  feeling  of 
•dissatisfaction  with  regard  to  the  action 
of  the  Executive.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  that  is 
a  matter  very  much  to  be  deplored  and, 
if  possible,  to  be  avoided  ;  but  it  is  not 
to  be  avoided  by  allowing  what  is  wrong 
and  unlawful.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
those  people  are  responsible  for  causing 
that  feeling,  as  far  as  it  deserves  any 
attention  at  all,  who,  like  the  hon. 
Mover  of  the  Amendment,  din  into  the 
ears  of  the  working  classes  that  they 
have  a  right  of  meeting  in  these  places. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with 
his  great  legal  reputation  as  an  accu- 
rate lawyer,  has  lent  weight  to  that  idea 
not  by  saying  that  this  is  a  right  which 
could  be  enforced  in  an  action,  but  by 
talking  about  the  accustomed  right  of 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  or  in  any 
other  place.  I  protest  against  the  use 
of  loose  language  such  as  that,  seeing 
that  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  be  read  with  avidity  by 
the  working  classes  of  the  Metropolis 
to-morrow.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman knows  very  well  that  there  is  no 
auch  right  as  a  right  of  public  meeting 
in  Trafalgar  Square— not  a  right  that 
<}an  be  enforced  in  a  Court  of  Law,  or 
by  any  machinery  known  to  the  law. 
What  is  the  use  of  raising  quibbling 
oomplaints  about  the  case  of  Mr. 
Saunders.  There  might  have  been  20 
opportunities  of  bringing  an  action  if 
it  were  at  all  true  to  say  that  the  public 
had  a  right,  in   any  strict  and  proper 
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sense,  of  meeting  in  the  Square. 
If  that  they  were  so,  anyone  who  ob- 
structed a  person  in  the  ezeroiae  of  that 
right  would  be  liable  to  an  action  at  ths 
suit  of  the  person  obstructed,  and  nothing 
would  be  simpler  than  to  bring  anaotioii 
in  which  the  question  of  right  ooald  be 
raised.  No  lawyer  can  assert  that  there 
exists  a  right  of  meeting  on  the  part  of 
any  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  either  in 
Trafalgar  Square  or  in  any  other  pnblie 
thoroughfare.  It  is  a  right  totally  un- 
known to  the  law,  and  cannot  be  esta- 
blished by  custom,  however  prolonged. 
The  fact  is  that  the  spirit  of  forbearance, 
which,  happily,  always  characterizes  the 
action  of  the  authorities  in  this  ooantiy. 
has  winked  at  the  use  of  Trafalg^ 
Square  for  public  meetings  so  long  as  it 
was  not  dangerous.  If  those  meetings 
had  continued  peaceable  and  orderiy, 
the  present  Government,  like  those  whidi 
preceded  it,  would  not  have  thought 
of  interfering.  In  all  probability  the 
same  acquiescence  would  have  gone  on. 
I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  believe 
that,  so  far  as  the  Government  are  con- 
cerned, they  have  every  sympathy  with 
public  meetings.  [An  hon.  Mskbir  : 
Then  why  not  allow  the  meetings?] 
Do  hon.  Members  opposite  for  a  moment 
suggest  that  any  Executive  GoTemment 
could  ignore  the  results  of  the  experienee 
of  1886  ?  The  acquiescence  of  which  I 
have  spoken  has  been  twice  most  g^rosdy 
abused.  Will  anyone  stand  up  and  si^ 
that  it  is  tolerable  that  such  scenes 
as  those  of  Februaiy  1886  should  be 
allowed  to  recur  in  London, — ^the  xioheet, 
the  most  orderly,  and  the  most  law* 
abiding  city  in  the  world?  Who  wai 
responsible  for  those  scenes  ?  Do  not 
let  it  be  supposed  for  a  moment  that  I 
charge  the  originators  of  the  meetingB  in 
1886  with  direct  and  personal  responii« 
bility  for  what  happened ;  but  indirect^ 
they  were  responsible,  because  they  gave 
a  plausible  excuse  and  a  decent  occasion 
for  the  roughs  of  London  to  gather  to- 
gether, and  then,  when  the  meetings  had 
taken  place,  to  proceed  in  different  diree- 
tions  from  Trafalgar  Square  to  plunder 
shops  and  commit  other  outrages.  The 
organizers  of  the  meetings,  however  good 
their  intentions  might  have  been,  and 
however  much  they  may  have  sincerely 
desired  to  avoid  confusion  and  disorder, 
could  not  control  large  masses  of  people, 
and  when  once  they  were  got  together  in 
a  thoroughfare  which  was  not  a  manceuv<- 
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ring  ground  the  task  of  following  them 
ap  and  preventing  disorder  was  very 
diffioult.  The  lesson  taught  by  the  events 
of  November,  1887,  was  equaUy  fruitful, 
and  must  have  been  laid  to  heart  by 
anybody  who  was  responsible  for  the 
order  of  London.  I  do  not  want  to  go 
over  the  melancholy  story  again.  The 
blame  I  have  always  taken  to  myself 
was  that  I  waited  too  long.  So  reluctant 
was  I  to  do  anything  which  would  seem 
to  be  an  interference  with  the  liberty  of 
meeting  that  I  believe  I  waited  longer 
than  I  ought  before  taking  action.  The 
warnings,  certainly,  were  very  frequent. 
At  last  it  became  irresistibly  clear  that 
these  meetings  were  dangerous  to  the 
public  peace.  It  was  only  by  enormous 
exertion  that  the  police,  from  day  to  day 
were  able  to  preserve  the  property — I 
was  going  to  say  the  lives — but  certainly 
the  property,  of  the  orderly  inhabi- 
tants of  this  city.  The  strain  upon  the 
police  force  was  something  prodigious ; 
and  thousands  of  men  had  to  watch  day 
after  day.  The  strain  upon  their  temper 
was  great ;  and  this  state  of  things  also 
meant  increased  expense  for  the  rate- 
payers. It  was  a  state  of  things  which  was 
intolerable,  and  we  should  have  neglected 
our  first  duty  if  we  had  not  taken  steps  to 
prevent  it  from  continuing.  It  is  a  fact 
that  a  number  of  people  unacquainted 
with  the  law  have  been  taught  by  those 
in  authority  to  suppose  that  their  rights 
were  being  infringed ;  and  it  was  this 
which  caused  so  much  irritation  and 
anger.  Such  anger  would  be  justifiable 
if  it  were  true  that  the  people  had  rights 
which  were  being  infringed.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  words  such  as  I  have  re- 
ferred to  should  be  cautiously  used  by 
men  of  great  authority,  because  they 
mislead  the  people.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  asked  me  where 
is  the  statutable  authority  for  the  action 
of  the  Police  Commissioner  with  regard 
to  the  proclamation  of  November  18. 
The  statutable  authority  is  that  referred 
to  in  the  notice  itself — namely,  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Acts,  2  and  3  Yic, 
c.  47  and  71. 

*SiR  0.  KUSSELL :  Read  the  section. 

♦Me.  MATTHEWS :  I  read  the  sec- 
tion scores  of  times  before  the  notice 
was  issued ;  and  I  can  only  repeat  that 
S  still  rely  upon  the  advice  given  me, 
which  I  believe  to  be  well  founded,  that 
the  section  does  give  the  Ohief  Oom- 
missioner  of   Police    ample   power  in 
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order  to  prevent  obstruction  and  t«imiitt 
in  Trafalgar  Square.  The  objectibii 
constantly  made  on  the  other  side  is, 
*'  Why  not  give  us  the  opportunity  of 
raising  this  point  in  a  Court  of  Law  ?  " 
I  repeat  that  it  is  in  the  power  of  any- 
body who  chooses  to  assert  this  right  of 
meeting,  if  he  is  obstructed  to  bring 
the  matter  before  a  Court  of  Law.  K 
he  is  right,  and  is  obstructed,  there  is 
nothing  in  the  world  to  prevent  him 
from  bringing  an  action. 

♦Sir  C.  EUSSELL  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state  any  place  where 
the  legal  right  to  hold  public  meetings 
could  be  raised  in  the  way  he  suggests? 
Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inviting 
the  people  to  hold  further  meetings  ? 

♦1^.  MATTHEWS :  What  I  say  is 
this.  Those  who  assert  that  there 
exists  a  legal  right  to  meet  can  test  the 
truth  and  validity  of  the  matter  by 
bringing  an  action.  If  they  rely  upon 
their  right,  and  have  confidence  in  it, 
they  ought  to  prove  it  by  bringing  an 
action  against  anybody  who  obstructs 
them  in  the  assertion  of  their  right.  X 
confess  that  I  am  quite  content  with  the 
decisions  already  obtained.  The  law  on 
the  subject  has  been  laid  down  by  Mr. 
Justice  Charles  in  the  case  of  *'  The 
Queen  against  Ouninghame  Graham," 
and  by  Mr.  Justice  Wills  and  Mr. 
Justice  Grantham  in  the  case  '*  ExparU 
Lewis."  In  these  oases  the  Judges  dis- 
tinctly laid  it  down  that  there  was  no 
right  of  public  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square. 

♦Sir  0.  RUSSELL:     Is   there    any 
right  anywhere  in  that  sense  ? 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes. 

♦Sir  C.  RUSSELL :  Where  ? 

♦Ma.  MATTHEWS :  There  is  a  right 
of  public  meeting  on  any  ground  Uia 
consent  of  the  owner  of  which  can  be 
obtained  for  the  holding  of  the  meeting. 
There  is  a  right  of  public  meeting  m 
London  in  the  parks.  The  inhabitants 
of  London  are  in  a  position  of  singular 
advantage  in  this  respect.  They  are 
the  only  community  in  England  who 
have  four  places-— one  in  the  north,  one 
in  the  south,  one  in  the  east,  and  one  in 
the  west — expressly  provided  for  them 
by  Parliament  where  they  can  meet 
with  a  legal  right  to  hold  a  meeting. 
No  other  oommnnitiee  havn  such  a 
right,  and  if  they  do  hold  mee  i  igs  th  ey 
have  to  rely  upon  that  sort  of  aoqni-' 
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escenco  on  the  part  of  their  fellow- 
citizens  and  of  the  authorities  which 
existed  fur .  a  long  time  in  London 
before  the  disturbances  of  1886  and 
1887  rendered  it  impossible  to  remain 
neutral  any  longer.  I  believe  that  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
who  represent  Ireland  will  bear  me  out 
when  I  say  that  public  meetings  in  that 
country  are  usually  held  on  private 
land. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh): 
I  rise  to  reply  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

*Mr.    MATTHEWS:    It   is   scarcely 
worth  while  to  pursue  the  subject. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  a  question. 
[C^riwo/**  Order!"] 

♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  would  press 
upon  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  what  the 
consequences  of  the  converse  proposition- 
might  be.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man did  not  assert,  but  he  suggested  by 
the  language  he  used,  that  there  might 
be  such  a  thing  as  the  right  to  hold  a 
public  meeting  in  a  thoroughfare ;  and 
he  spoke  of  the  accustomed  right  of 
meeting.  No  doubt  in  Dod  Street  it 
has  been  the  custom  to  hold  public 
meetings  on  Sundays ;  and  in  certain 
streets  in  the  Seven  Dials  small  meet- 
ings have  been  held  for  years  both 
on  week  days  and  Sundays.  But 
can  anybody  with  a  grave  face  tell 
the  House  of  Commons,  let  alone  a 
Court  of  Law,  that  these  meetings 
are  held  by  any  right?  The  truth 
is  that  this  suggested  right  is  a 
thing  contradictory  of  and  absolutely 
inconsistent  with  the  purposes  for  which 
the  thoroughfares  were  created.  If  they 
are  to  be  monopolized  by  people  stand- 
ing about  in  crowds,  the  subjects  of  the 
Queen  will  not  be  able  to  pass  through 
them  ;  therefore  I  assert  with  some  con- 
fidence that  nowhere  is  there  such  a 
right  of  meeting  in  the  thoroughfares 
A3  has  been  suggested,  although  London 
is  singularly  fortunate  inhaving,  through 
the  care  of  Parliament,  been  provided 
with  four  places  in  which  meetings  can 
be  held.  I  do — I  must  venture  to  appeal 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  not  to  goad 
their  followers,  who  naturally  do  not 
know  what  the  law  is,  into  the  idea  that 
some  wrong  has  been  done  to  them  in 
connection  with  the  supposed  right  of 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square.    Is  it  rea- 
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sonable,  or  is  it  good  oltizenahip — ^I  will 
put  it  even  as  high  as  that — to  goad 
your  followers  into  the  idea  that  sobs 
right  of  theirs  has  been  arbitrarily  int«- 
fered  with  by  the  police  or  by  the 
Government  ?  On  the  oontraiy,  I  say 
that  it  is  most  unreasonable  to  bo  act  in 
the  face  of  the  legal  authorities  which 
exist.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Camborne  asks  what  are  those 
legal  authorities?  I  should  have 
thought  that  even  his  mind  would  by 
this  time  be  penetrated  with  the  know- 
ledge of  the  decisions  given  on  this 
subj eot  by  learned  Judges.  There  is  the 
summing  up  of  Mr.  Justice  Charles  in  the 
case  of  Graham  and  Burns;  there  is 
also  a  decision  in  the  case  of  "  Ex  pmrtt 
Dillon  Lewis,"  and  surelj  before  an  hon. 
Member  takes  it  upon  himself  to  tell 
ignorant  people  that  the  Judg^  are 
wrong,  it  behoves  him  to  get  a  deoisioB 
from  some  other  and  better  authority, 
and  until  he  has  done  that  it  is  his  duty 
as  a  reasonable  man  to  accept  the  law  as 
it  has  been  interpreted  by  the  Judges. 
Complaint  has  been  made  because  a  per- 
fectly legal  course  taken  with  Mr. 
Saunders'  case  prevented  a  dwnmxm. 
being  come  to  on  the  point.  That  was 
not  my  fault,  for  I  expressed  my  desizt 
that  this  very  point  as  to  the  right  of 
meeting  in  Traialgar  Square  should  be 
expressly  raised  in  this  case.  I  agree 
that  the  case  stated  by  Mr.  Yaa|^ian 
does  not,  as  it  stands,  raise  the  right  of 
public  meeting  in  the  way  which  alone 
will  satisfy  hon.  Members  opposite;  but, 
nevertheless,  Mr.  Yaughan  expressly 
declared  that 

"  H«  was  of  opinion  that  there  was  and  ii  no 
right  on  the  part  of  the  public  to  occapy  Tit- 
falgar  Square  for  the  purpose  of  holding 
meetings  there." 

I  should  have  thought  that  so  broad  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Yaughan  would,  at  any  rate,  have  opened 
the  door  to  getting  of  the  Oout  to 
express  some  view  on  that  subject  had 
hon.  Members  opposite  thought  fit.  I 
most  distinctly  claim  on  behalf  of  the 
police  that  under  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Acts  they  have  the  right,  when- 
ever public  disorder  and  obstruction  in 
the  streets  are  likely  to  be  the  conae* 
quence  of  a  meeting,  to  prevent  sooh 
meeting.  If  the  Metropolitan  PoUoe 
Acts  do  not  authorize  the  exercise  of 
such  power,  they  ought  instantly  to  be 
anended  so  as  to  give  the  power.    It 
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"would  be  intolerable,  in  a  city  contaiuin^i: 
live  millions  of  inhabitants,  if  that  were 
not  the  law  and  the  legal  authority  of 
the  Chief  of  the  Police.  But  hon.  Mem- 
bers say,  '*  Our  meetings  are  to  be  per- 
fectly orderly  and  peaceable."  Well, 
those  are  fair  words  and  fair  promises 
<}onstantly  made,  and  no  doubt  in  good 
faith ;  but  the  experience  of  1887  shows 
that  those  intentions  and  hopes  were 
disappointed,  and  the  results  were  such 
AS,  no  doubt,  the  hon.  Member  did  not 
contemplate  but  deplored. 

Mb.  GRA.HAM :  The  meeting  would 
have  been  orderly,  only  you  broke  it  up. 
♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  It  does  not  do  al- 
ways to  rely  on  good  intentions,  and  I 
must  claim  on  behalf  of  the  police  that 
the  deplorable  result  was  due  to  persons 
who  took  advantage  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  was  doing  to  create  disorder. 
They  may  not  have  been  his  followers, 
or  possibly  his  followers  may  have  be- 
come too  enthusiastic  and  warm  to  care 
about  the  consequences  of  their  act. 
Experience  has  shown  those  responsible 
for  public  order  in  large  towns  that  it  is 
a  dangerous  thing  to  congregate  large 
masses  of  people  where,  in  consequence 
of  the  many  streets  around,  they  cannot 
easily  be  followed  by  the  police,  be- 
cause, if  not  followed,  they  may  do 
irreparable  mischief,  such  as  was  com- 
mitted in  February,  1886.  It  is  clear 
that  if  once  it  became  known  that  a  space 
in  the  vicinity  of  crowded  and  business 
parts  of  London  is  becoming  a  regular 
place  of  meeting,  the  vultures  —  the 
birds  of  prey  of  society — will  flock  there 
too.  I  apologize  to  the  House  for  hav- 
ing occupied  its  time  so  long,  but  I  wish 
to  impress  on  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  there  have  been  no  steps  of  hostility 
taken  towards  the  promoters  and  or- 
ganizers of  publie  meetings ;  on  the 
contrary,  whenever  a  public  meeting 
has  been  held  in  the  parks,  the 
authorities  have  done  their  utmost  to 
protect  those  going  to  the  meeting, 
oven  to  the  extent  of  seriously 
inconveniencing  the  street  traflio. 
Orders  have  always  been  issued  to 
the  police  ever  since  I  have  been  at 
the  Home  Office — perhaps  I  have  even 
carried  it  to  excess — that  they  should  do 
everything  they  can  to  facilitate  the 
progress  of  a  procession  and  open  a  way 
as  easily  as  possible  to  the  park,  where 
the  law  allows  meetings  to  be  held. 
I  appeal  to  those  who  have  really  the 


intere&tsi  at  lieart,  not  merely  of  any 
section  holding  strong  political  opinions, 
but  of  the  whole  London  public,  not  to 
encourage  the  idea  that  the  streets  of 
London  ever  oan  be  a  proper  place  for 
public  meetings. 

*Mb.  W.  R.  CKEMER  (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) :  I  have  listened  with  the 
utmost  interest,  and  no  little  surprise,  to 
the  speech  just  delivered  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  So  far  from  being 
guilty,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  accuses  us,  of 
hounding  on  the  people  of  the  Metropolis 
to  break  the  law,  and  of  seeking  to  bring 
them  into  collision  with  the  Government, 
we  Radical  Members  who  represent 
Metropolitan  constituencies  have  in  no 
small  degree  risked  our  own  popu- 
larity by  setting  ourselves  determinedly 
against  action.  But  I  accuse  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  of  having  himself  been 
the  chief  cause  of  the  breaking  of  the 
peace  in  the  Metropolis,  while  those  for 
whom  I  speak  have  been  the  real  cham- 
pions of  law  and  order  in  this  matter, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to 
thank  us,  on  behalf  of  the  Government, 
for  being  its  most  valuable  auxiliaries 
in  the  preservation  of  the  peace.  I  and 
those  who  act  with  me  are  anxious  that 
the  question  should  be  settled  in  a 
pacific  manner.  The  Home  Secretary 
seems  by  his  language  to  be  inviting  us 
to  enter  the  arena ;  but  we  are  not  going 
to  fall  into  a  trap  by  bringing  ourselves 
into  collision  with  the  Government. 
Twenty-two  or  23  years  ago  I  happened 
to  be  one  of  the  active  participators  in 
the  efiforts  then  being  made  to  establish 
for  the  people  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ing. I  know  the  risks  which  at  that 
time  some  of  us  ran,  not  merely  of 
losing  our  liberty,  but  even  our  lives, 
because  the  Government  of  the  day  sent 
thousands  of  troops  into  the  park  who 
were  prepared  if  occasion  required  it — 
and  they  even  sought  to  establish  the 
occasion — to  fire  upon  the  people.  Well, 
if  the  same  necessity  existed  to-day, 
some  of  us  would  be  prepared  to  run  the 
same  risks.  But  we  are  anxious  that 
the  question  should  be  settled  in  a 
peaceable  manner.  However,  as  I  said 
before,  we  are  not  going  to  fall  into  the 
cunning  and  skilfully  baited  trap  which 
some  have  prepared  in  order  to 
bring  us  into  collision  with  the  police. 
No  doubt  the  Government  would  t>e  ex* 
ceedingly  obliged  to  us  if  we  would  do 
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Bince  the  meeting  conveoed  bj  Emett 
Jones  on  Kennington  Common. 
The  population  of  the  Metropolis 
is  5,000,000,  but  the  largest  public 
meetings  have  seldom  or  ever  attained 
80,000  or  100,000  men.  If  the 
people  of  London  met  on  the  same  scale 
as  tne  citizens  of  Dublin  the  numbers 
would  be  200,000  or  250,000;  and  if 
such  a  gathering  took  place  I  submit  to 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmt nt  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  dragoon  the  people  of 
London  out  of  what  they  consider  to  be 
a  popular  right.  It  is  not  Ihe  depriva- 
tion of  the  right  which  rankled  in  the 
hearts  of  the  people ;  it  is  the  broken 
heads,  the  curses,  the  bad  usage  to 
which  men,  their  wives,  and  even  their 
ehildren  have  been  subjected,  not  only 
at  the  meeting  to  which  special  reference 
has  been  made,  but  in  the  long  course 
of  meetings  held  during  the  past  15 
months.  It  is  absolutely  idle  to  deny 
that  public  meeting  in  the  abstract  has 
not  oeen  interfered  with.  I  challenge 
the  Home  Secretary  to  justify  himself 
and  his  police  for  the  action  they  took 
on  Sunday  in  violently  dispersing  a 
meeting  on  the  Thames  Embankment, 
and  afterwards  in  Hyde  Park.  If 
that  does  not  constitute  an  attack  on 
the  right  of  public  meeting,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  does.  There 
is  an  aspect  of  the  question  on 
which  I  should  like  to  touch  before  I 
conclude.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who  im- 
mediately preceded  me  (Mr.  Cremer) 
took  great  credit  to  himself  in  having 
acted,  together  with  his  colleagues,  in 
restraining  the  people  of  London  during 
the  last  18  months.  He  certainly  did 
restrain ;  he  acted  as  a  drag  upon  the 
people  ;  and  a  proposition  that  fell  from 
him  exceedingly  amused  me.  He  ad- 
vanced the  somewhat  astonishing  theory 
that  the  men  who  assembled  on  the 
Horse  Guards  Parade  in  no  wise  envied 
the  wealth  of  their  richer  fellow-citizens. 
I  suppose  that,  speaking  as  a  working 
man,  he  considered  that  the  wealth  that 
he  and  his  colleagues  create  should  be 
for  ever  absolutely  at  the  disposal  of 
those  classes  to  which  he  referred. 
But  to  return  to  the  subject  more 
directly  before  us,  let  me  ask  if  hon. 
Members  think  that  the  action  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hackney 
(Sir  C.  Rmsell)  was  dictated  out  of  pure 
goodness  of  h^art  and  from  a  wish  to 
uphold    the  right    of    public    meeting 

J/r.  Cunxnghame  Graham 


that  he  has  not  hitherto  ahown  mudi 
alacrity  in  defending  ?  I  rather  think 
that  certain  meetings  that  hare  been 
recently  held  in  the  Metropolis,  and 
espeoiuly  a  certain  passago  of  ami 
between  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man and  myself,  in  which  I  have  beet 
able  to  rout  the  hon.  and  learned  Oeo- 
tleman,  horse,  foot,  and  artillery,  is  the 
cause  which  has  brought  him  upon  hk 
legs  in  the  House  tMs  '  afternoon.  I 
remember  the  time  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  brought  all  the  heavy 
artillery  of  his  legal  logio  to  bear  against 
Mr.  Hyndman,  Mr.  Champion,  and 
others,  who  defended  themselvee,  and 
when,  by  every  artifice  of  the  law,  and 
with  all  the  power  of  the  Qovemment  of 
the  day  at  his  back,  he  sought  to  obtain 
a  conviction  against  those  men.  Beoanss 
a  few  panes  of  glass  were  broken  and  t 
few  geese  and  turkeys  were  stolen  by 
starving  men  on  one  occasion  in  1886, 
when  London,  through  the  negliffenos 
of  the  Government,  was  undoubtecUy  ia 
the  possession  of  the  mob  for  aeverri 
hours,  that  afforded  no  just  gronnd 
for  suppressing  the  meetinj;  in 
Trafalgar  Square  in  which  I  had 
the  honour  to  take  part.  I  remember  t 
certain  speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  West  Birmingham. 
[Laughter, ']  I  am  reminded  that  my 
description   "noble  Lord"    is  a  littu 

Sremature;  but  the  right  Gentleman  the 
[ember  for  West  Birminghkm  (Mr.  J. 
Chamberlain),  after  hia  retnm  from  his 
negotiation  of  an  unsuccessful  Fiaheriss 
Treaty,  said  that  if  such  a  meeting  as 
that  in  Trafalgar  Square  had  been  held 
in  America,  it  would  have  been  dis- 
persed v%$t  armit.  No  doubt  that  might 
be  so,  for  in  America  the  plutocrats  ars 
powerful.  I  had  intended  to  address  a 
most  earnest  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  Mid  Lothian  had  he  re- 
mained in  his  place.  I  had  intended  to 
invite  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  stand 
up  in  the  House  and  say  a  word  for  us 
on  this  London  question.  In  a  speeek 
which  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  mads 
in  Nottingham  only  six  weeks  before  ths 
meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square,  he  said 
that  if  the  English  democracy  did  BOt 
take  matters  in  regard  to  Ireland  in 
hand  the  same  state  of  affairs  would 
arise  here  in  London.  I  would  ask  ths 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  the  same 
state  of  things  did  not  arise  in  London 
November  13,  and  why  it  was  that 
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Miohelstown   gun  was,    so    to  tpeak, 
spiked?     Why     was     all     the     elo- 
quence whioh  the   right  hon.  Gentle- 
man     bestowed      on     the    democracy 
nullified?     Because    the     people      of 
this  country  saw  that  he  was  not  acting 
on  principle,  but  from  political  bias.    I 
do  not  wish  to  say  one  discourteous 
word  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
I  think  that  the  great  popular  cause 
which  is  at  stake  is  far  more  impor- 
tant than  the  feelings  of  one  man,  how- 
ever eminent  he  may  be.    Now,  I  have 
to  justify  myself  against  an  attack  which 
I  characterize  as  cowardly.     The  Daily 
N$W8  to-day,  in  a  leading  article  directed 
to  certain  meetings  that  have  recently 
been  held  in  in  the  Metropolis,  advised 
the  people  of  London  to  confide  them- 
selves to  the  careful  and  oaatious  coun- 
sels given  to  them  by  their  own  Members 
rather  than  to  follow  the  rash   advice 
given  them  by  such  men  as  Messrs. 
Graham    and    Conybeare.     \^Laughter,'] 
That  may  seem  a  legitimate  sulnect  of 
laughter,  but  I  ask  any  hon.  Member 
where  he  has  heard  of  me  giving  advice 
that  was  either    inflammatory    or    in 
the     least     intended     to     provoke    a 
breach  of  the  peace  ?    I  have,  on  the 
contrary,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
stood  forward  to  restrain  them ;  and  I 
will  be  no  party  to  push  unarmed  men 
forward  to  be  decimated,  perhaps,  by 
grape  shot.     Whatever  Government  are 
in  power,  if  a  collision  occurs  with  the 
pohce,  and  people  are  again  killed  by 
the  police,  the  plutocrats  and  aristo- 
crats, who  alone  hold  the  power  in  this 
country,  will  bear  them  out  in  any  acts  of 
barbarity  they  may  commit,  and  those 
who  like  myself  stand  up  in  the  House  of 
Commons  and  ask  for  vengeance  for  the 
blood  that  has  been  shed  will  be  howled 
down  by  the  one  Party  in  the  House  and 
deserted  by  the  other. 
Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury  E.) :  I 

am  not  going  to  arrogate  to  myself  the 

enormous     power    over    the     working 

classes  of  the  Metropolis  which  the  hon. 

Gentleman  (Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham) 

does  although  I  must  say,  that  for   a 

number  of  years  I  have  received  some 

exhibitions  of  their  confidence.     I  think 

that    if    the  hon.   Member  for  North- 

West  Lanarkshire  wanted  to  be  fair,  he 

should  have  mentioned  that  one  of  the 

ablest  speeches  in  defence  of  the  right 


of  public  meeting  in  Trafalgar.  Square 
was  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Hackney,  over  twelve 
months  ago,  when  he  brought  forward 
a  Metion  on  the  subject.  And  personally 
I  am  glad  to  recognize  the  sincerity  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
although  the  last  speaker  has  thought 
himself  entitled  to  call  it  in  question. 
But  let  me  bring  the  discussion  back  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  House.  I 
think  the  speech  of  the  Home  Secretary 
was  one  of  the  most  unhappy  that  we 
could  possibly  have  had  delivered  on  this 
question.  We  have  had  learned  Gentle- 
men differing  this  afternoon  as  to 
what  is  the  proper  construction  of  the 
Police  Begulation  Act,  but,  after  all,  we 
have  to  advance  this  question  a  stage 
beyond  that  point.  The  proposition 
laid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green  requires  to  be  answered 
by  the  representative  of  the  Ministry 
who  next  speaks;  you  should  declare 
by  Statute  that  meetings  in  Trafalgar 

Sqaare   are  either  distinctly  illegal  or 
perfectly  legal.     We  should  then  know 
where   we    are.      If  it   should  be  de- 
cided that  such  meetings  are  not  legal, 
the  people  of  London  could  agitate  to 
obtain  a  statutory  right  to  meet  in  Tra- 
falgar Square  similar  to  that  which  they 
now   enjoy  in  regard  to  Hyde   Park. 
Now  let  me  say  that  we  cannot  properly 
compare  the  meetings  of  1886  with  that 
of  November,   1887,  because  there  is  a 
fundamental  difl'erence  between  them. 
The    unfortunate  circumstances    which 
arose  out  of  the  meetings  in  1886  arose 
after  the  speakers  had  begun  to  separate, 
in  faotp  after  the  meeting  was  supposed  to 
be  over.  Then  came  that  exodus  from  the 
Square,    which    would   not  have    had 
the    unfortunate    consequences    which 
attended   it   if  the    police    had    done 
their     duty.     But    the    conditions    of 
1887  were  quite  different;    the    people 
were     not    allowed  to     approach  the 
Square    for    the    purpose    of    holding 
their  meeting,   their   processions  were 
met   a    distance    from  the   Square,  at 
Bloomsbury  on  one  side,  at  Westminster 
Bridge  on  the  other.    It  was  at  a  dis- 
tance from  the  announced  place  of  mee^ 
ing  that  the  police  set  upon  the  people, 
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and  an  unfortunate  colliflion,  for  whioh 
tlie  police  are  responsible,  took  place.  So 
you  have  no  right  to  say  that  any  riot 
was  the  outcome  of  the  meeting  called 
for  November  18,  1887.  You  never 
allowed  the  people  to  assemble ;  you  met 
the  people's  processions  at  considerable 
distance  from  the  Square  with  a  con- 
siderable force  of  police,  and  with  un- 
doubted military  strategy,  for  which  Sir 
Charles  Warren  can  have  all  the  credit 
he  deserves ;  you  dispersed  bodies  of  un- 


tion  of  riot  was  in  no  way  mixed  up  with 
it.  In  other  and  previous  cases  before 
the  police  courts,  there  were  forcible 
attempts  made  to  hold  a  meeting,  bat 
these  arose  entirely  out  of  the  case  of 
Mr.  Saunders,  and  therefore  we  thought 
it  a  good  case  upon  which  to  raise  the 
right  of  public  meeting.  Mr.  Saunders 
entered  the  Square,  began  to  speak,  was 
arrested  immediately,  and  went  to  the 
police  station,  and  so  arose  a  case 
favourable  for  a  decision  as  to  the  legiti- 


armed  citizens  while  proceeding  to  the  mate  right  we  claim  of  open-air  public 
exercise  of  their  accustomed  right,  under  speaking  in  the  Square.  The  Home 
leaders  accustomed  to  address  such  meet-    Secretary   says — "You  can  g^   to  the 


ings  in  the  place  proposed.  I  will  not 
accuse  the  Home  Secretary  of  equivo- 
cation ;  but  there  is  something  very 
much  like  equivocation  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  seems 
to  think  that  after  a  considerable 
period  of  user  of  the  Square  for  meet- 
ings you  can  satisfy  the  people  that  the 
user  is  gone  because  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner issued  a  proclamation  or 
notice  denying  that  right.  But  that  will 
not  satisfy  the  people.  Suppose  the 
whole  of  your  argument  is  good,  that 
Trafalgar  Square  is  not  a  good  place  for 
meetings  ;  for  the  sake  of  argument  I 
yield  all  you  demand  upon  that  point ; 
you  must  not  suppose  that  the  people 
are  going  to  allow  this  privilege  which 
they  have  used  for  a  number  of  years  to  be 
taken  away,  simply  on  the  ipse  dixit  of 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  for  the 
time  being.  If  you  want  to  take  the 
pijvilege  away,  if  your  argument  is  good 
that  the  place  is  the  mosi  unsuitable  in 
London  for  the  purpose,  then  by  all 
means  follow  out  your  opinion,  but  at 
the  same  time  do  have  some  little  respect 
for  something  approaching  Constitu- 
tionalism as  we  understand  it  in  this 
country ;  take  some  other  course  than 
merely  placarding  the  walls  with  the 
word  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  for  the 
time  being.  That  mere  action  is  enough 
to  irritate  any  population,  even  suppos- 
ing you  are  right  in  your  opinion.  I 
desire,  in  common  with  the  other  Liberal 


Square,  any  of  you  who  think  we  are 
wrong,  and  thereupon  bring  an  action  if 
you  are  interfered  with."  But  how 
are  we  to  raise  such  a  case?  I  hope 
the  Attorney  General  will  address  himself 
to  this  point.  How  are  we  who  want  iht 
question  settled  peaceably,  who  wish  to 
prevent  anything  like  a  collision  between 
the  authorities  and  the  people — how  are 
we  to  get  a  case  upon  which  to  challenge 
a  judicial  decision  in  the  Courts? 
Suppose  we  call  a  meeting  there  to- 
morrow, immediately  you  take  preoan- 
tions  to  stop  it,  and  if  we  have  people 
aroimd  us  whom  we  could  not  control, 
there  would  be  a  collision  between  then 
and  the  police ;  and  then,  again,  the  eld 
question  of  riot  and  resisting  the  polioe 
comes  forward.  I  do  not  profess  to  be 
a  lawyer,  and  am  looking  at  this  as  s 
layman  merely.  The  Attorney  Qenenl 
will  admit,  I  think,  that  if  you  hare  the 
question  of  riot  introduced,  the  point  at 
once  becomes  complicated,  and  you  eaa- 
not  get  that  clear  decision  on  the  right 
of  meeting  which  we  desire  to  raise. 
I  know  of  a  case  identically  the  same, 
in  another  part  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
when  a  friend  of  mine  sought  to  raise 
the  point  we  desire  to  raise,  but  I  saw 
at  once  he  had  complicated  his  positkm 
by  resisting  the  polioe  in  the  exeea- 
tion  of  their  duty ;  and,  I  suppose,  the 
reason  I  escaped,  was  because  I  did  not 
resist  the  police.  I  hope  the  Attorney 
General  clearly  understands   we  wsnt 


Metropolitan  Members,  to  use  whatever  |  this  question  settled  in  a  peaceable 
influence  we  have  to  induce  the  people  to  i  manner ;  we  are  prepared  to  receire  a 
wait  and  fight  out  this  question  on  Con-  'judicial  decision,  but  we  are  not  pvS' 
stitutional  lines,  but  we  have  received  no  ;  pared  to  take  the  people  to  Trafa&ar 
assistance  in  that  endeavour  from  Her  i  Square,  and  allow  you  to  use  physical 
Majesty's  Government.  It  is  all  very  ;  force  against  them,  and  then  say  that 
iveU  for  the  Home  Secretary  to  quibble  I  we  had  a  lot  of  roughs  and  oreatsd 
07er  the  case  of  Mr.  Saunders.  It  was  !  disorder,  when  we  induced  a  body  sf 
ike  best  case  we  had,  beeauae.the  ques- 1  respectable  persons  to  demoiu|l^ta  JtiMJr 
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position.  It  is  a  disgrace  to  London  to 
see  the  way  in  which  such  large 
bodies  of  police  are  marched  to 
public  meetings.  I  presided  the  other 
day  at  a  meeting  on  Clerkenwell  Green, 
and  somebody  present  counted  the 
number  of  police  on  the  ground.  I  have 
4spoken  often  on  Clerkenwell  Green,  and 
80  have  many  of  my  friends  near  me — 
it  is  not,  perhaps,  the  sort  of  thing  Mem- 
bers opposite  are  in  the  habit  of  doing — 
still,  acting  within  our  right,  we  have 
done  it.  It  was  a  cold  night,  about  a 
fortnight  ago,  and  there  were  enough 
police  present  to  make  in  themselves  a 
large  meeting.  Since  1887  this  practice 
of  drafting  otf  bodies  of  police  to  attend 
public  meetings  has  been  going  on.  I 
£rst  noticed  it  at  a  meeting  I  attended 
at  Wood  Green,  one  of  the  first  of  a 
series  of  meetings  held  to  make  public 
protest  against  the  Coercion  Act,  and 
there  quite  an  army  of  police  were  pre- 
sent, surrounding  the  doors  of  the 
-assembly  room  where  the  meeting  was 
held.  Since  then  we  have  become  used 
to  the  practice  in  London,  and  I  suppose 
it  will  continue  until  we  get  rid  of  the 
present  Government,  ''  a  consummation 
devoutly  to  be  wished.''  That  is  the 
task  we  shall  set  ourselves,  and  the 
challenge  taken  up  this  evening  will 
lielp  us  towards  that  desired  end.  Just 
a  word  in  reference  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Heading.  He  spoke  of 
a  big  petition  signed  largely  by  a  num- 
ber of  workmen  living  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  Trafalgar  Square,  and  it  would 
bo  instructive  to  hear  where  this  large 
number  of  workmen  live  in  the  vicinity 
of  Trafalgar  Square.  I  will  allow  there 
are  two  blocks  of  model  dwellings — 
though  they  are  a  considerable  distance 
away — but  elsewhere  I  do  not  know 
where  you  will  find  these  working-class 
residents.  I  am  not  speaking  of  traders 
and  persons  of  leisure.  It  seems 
to  me  very  strange  that  to  present 
this  London  petition  recourse  should 
be  had  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  distant  constituency  of  Reading, 
when  hon.  Members  opposite  are 
proud  of  reminding  us  that  their  Me- 
tropolitan representation  is  five  times 
the  strength  of  ours.  Were  there  no 
•colleagues  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  pre- 
sent this  Petition  against  holding  meet- 
ings in  Trafalgar  Square  signed  by 
wwkijBg  mea  of  that  aeighbonzhoodf 


Possibly,  if  one  of  these  hon.  Membexs 
had  done  so,  it  would  have  provoked  the 
expression  of  a  strong  counter  feeling 
among  his  constituents.  We  have  seen 
the  defence  of  the  Government  action 
comes  not  from  Metropolitan  Conserva- 
tive Members,  but  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Heading.  Is  that  because  hon. 
Members  knew  there  is  a  strong  and 
determined  feeling  on  the  part  of  the 
superior  minded  working  classes  in  the 
Metropolis  to  obtain  back  again  for 
themselves  the  right  of  user  of  Trafalgar 
Square  for  public  meetings  ?  They 
know  that  large  members  of  working 
men,  while  they  are  not  prepared  to 
place  themselves  in  collision  with  the 
authorities,  wish,  by  Constitutional 
means,  to  effect  this  purpose,  and  there 
is  evidence  that  they  will  carry  out  their 
desire.  The  whole  debate,  so  far  as  it 
has  proceeded  upon  the  other  side,  has 
been  most  discouraging  to  us  ;  but  if 
you  think  you  will  get  rid  of  this  ques- 
tion by  simply  tolling  us  that  certain 
clauses  of  the  Police  Hegulation  Act 
give  the  power  of  absorbing  this  use  of 
the  Square  which  has  been  enjoyed  by 
the  people  for  a  long  series  of  years,  let 
me  tell  you,  you  entirely  fail  to  satisfy 
us  and  a  very  large  number  of  persons 
outside.  We  want  to  see,  we  hope  to 
see,  that  question  settled  in  a  way  satis- 
factory to  everyone,  and  I  am  sure  the 
only  way  of  a  reasonable  compromise  is 
that  which  we  have  offered  again  and 
again,  that  the  right  of  meeting  in  the 
Square  should  be  recognized,  duly 
regulated,  and  under  proper  con- 
trol, so  that  all  who  desire 
to  legitimately  use  the  Square  for  a 
meeting  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
doing  so.  Even  now,  before  this  debate 
closes,  it  is  not  too  late  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  say  something 
of  a  conciliatory  character  on  this 
question.  I  am  sure  it  would  be  worth 
their  while,  even  if  they  cannot  agree 
with  our  offer.  They  might  offer  some- 
thing which  would  be  considered  a  little 
more  conciliatory  than  anything  we 
have  bad  from  them  up  to  the  present. 
The  allusions  to  meetitigs  in  ''  Dod 
Street"  and  in  ''Seven  Dials"  have 
no  relation  to  the  case.  Those  are 
thoroughfares,  and  no  one  can  for  a 
moment  say  that  ''Seven  Dial%" 
where  Temperance  speakers  and  street 
preachers  have  set  up  their  littl«  stands, 
oomas   within   th«  oategoiy;  jo£  vfm 
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■paces,  and  is  the  sort  of  place  to  hold 
a  big  meetdng.  In  Trafalgar  Square 
you  hare  quite  different  circumstances  : 
it  is  an  open  space.  Technically,  it  is  a 
thoroughfare,  but  practically  it  is  not 
so,  and  it  is  fully  suited  for  the  object  for 
which  it  has  been  used  in  times  gone 
by,  and  for  which  it  will  have  to  be 
used  again.  Her  Majesty's  Qoyern- 
xnent  must  be  prepared  to  hear  of  this 
Trafalgar  Square  question  over  and 
over  again,  so  long  as  they  keep  their 
present  position.  We  are  determined, 
even  if  we  lose  the  right  of  meeting 
there,  that  that  right  shall  not  be  taken 
away  from  the  people  on  a  warrant  or 
notice  issued  by  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Police  for  the  time  being.  We 
are  determined  not  to  lose  the 
right ;  and  I  ask  the  Government  if 
they  are  disposed  to  offer  us  the  op- 
portunity of  a  settlement  by  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  Bill,  or  in  a  Constitutional 
manner  ?  We  shall  continue  to  ad- 
monish the  people  to  be  patient,  we 
shall  educate  the  people — though  they 
scarcely  require  that — to  vrait  patiently 
for  the  time  when  the  Government  will 
have  to  give  the  opportunity  for  the 
expression  of  that  displeasure  at  the 
Government's  action  in  regard  to 
Trafalgar  Square,  which  the  people 
will  not  hesitate  to  expreds. 
*Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.)  rose  to  continue  the  debate. 

An  hon.  Member  called  attention  to 
Ihefaet  that  there  were  not  40  Members 
present.  The  House  was  counted,  and 
40  Members  were  found  to  be  present. 

*Mr.  HOWELL :  It  was  not  my  in- 
tention to  take  part  in  this  debate,"  and 
I  do  not  think  I  should  have  done  so,  but 
for  the  amazing  speeches  of  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lanarkshire  (Mr.  C.  Graham).  I  feel 
that  my  position  in  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion is  a  somewhat  peculiar  one,  and  I 
am,  therefore,  compelled  to  trespass  for 
a  few  moments  upon  the  time  of  the 
House.  In  the  first  place,  I  defy  any 
Member  of  the  Government  or  any  hon. 
Member  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  to  point  to  anything  in  my  past 
political  career  which  can  justify  the 
assertion  that  I  have  ever  promoted 
meetings  in  the  open  air  which  have 
led  to  disturbance  or  have  been  likely 
to  cause  disorder.  But  I  have  been 
concerned  in  some  of  the  largest  open 
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air  meetings  which  erer  took  place  ii 
this  country,  and  they  have  beea  atto- 
gether  free  from  anything  like  annqj- 
ance,  riot,  or  disturbance.     So  far  u 
the  meetings  in  Trafalgar  Square  an 
concerned,  I  may  inform  hon.  Memben 
opposite  that  they  have  been  witnened 
with  approval  by  most  of  the  resideati 
from  the  balconies  and  windows  of  their 
houses.     I  am  by  no   means  anzioui 
that  there  should  be  any  distarbanoe  ii 
Trafalgar  Square  at  this  moment — ^not 
that  I  am  anxious  that  there  erer  should 
be,  but  I  am  specially  anxious  that  under 
existing   circumstances   no  disturbance 
should  take  place  there.     The  speeohet 
of  the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Lanarkshire  seemed  to  me 
distinctly  to  invite  a  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square,   in  order  that  it   may  be  pat 
down. 

*Mb.  CUNINGHAME  GRAHAH: 
I  do  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  ii 
fairly  construing  my  remarks.  I  think 
my  remarks  were  calculated  to  invite 
people  not  to  assemble  in  Trafalgar 
Square. 

«Mr.  HOWELL :  I  was  obliged  ts 
put  my  own  \  construction  upon  the 
words  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
considered  that  the  whole  tone  of  the 
speech  invited  a  meeting,  especially 
when  it  is  taken  in  connection  with 
that  of  the  Home  Secretary.  I  must 
say  that  the  Home  Secretary  has  takw 
up  a  peculiar  position  for  a  lawyer 
to  take — namely,  that  the  citisens  ot 
this  country  have  no  rights  except  those 
which  are  given  to  them  by  Statute.  I 
do  not  profess  to  be  a  Constitntioial 
lawyer,  nor  do  I  profess  to  be  a  lawyer 
at  all;  but  I  have  dipped  into  some 
law  books  in  my  time,  and  I  hare  en- 
deavoured to  find  out  what  the  xighiM 
and  duties  of  a  citizen  are.  It  is  a  some- 
what complicated  subject ;  but,  as  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  find  out,  I  believe 
that  a  citizen  is  entitled  to  do  whatever 
he  is  not  prohibited  from  doing,  either 
by  Common  Law  or  by  Statute.  The 
majority  of  the  rights  we  enjoy  as  eitt^ 
zens  are  not  rights  which  are  laid  down 
either  by  Statute  Law  or  by  Common 
Law,  but  are — although  the  phrase  is 
often  sneered  at— the  natural  rights  of 
every  citizen.  I  shall  be  very  much 
astonished  if  the  Attorney  General  sup- 
ports the  statement  of  the  Home  Secre- 
tary that  user  does  not  give  a  right  of 
meeting  in  a  particular  place.  The  right 
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of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square  goes 
baok  certain] jr  40  years.  A  meeting 
there  was  proclaimed  by  a  Conservatiye 
Gh>vernmeDtiQ  1866,  but  that  proclama- 
tion was  not  enforced,  and  was  practi- 
cally withdrawn,  as  the  proclamation 
was  abandoned  and  the  meeting  was 
held.  Under  those  circumstanoes,  the 
working  men  were  justified  in  believing 
they  had  a  right  to  meet  in  Trafalgar 
Square ;  and,  that  being  so,  they  ought 
to  have  been  dealt  with  tenderly.  Both 
the  Home  Office  and  Scotland  Yard 
ought  to  have  been  careful  how  they  dis- 
turbed such  meetings.  The  position  of 
the  working  men  is  strengthened  by  the 
fact  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Haggerston,  that  the  meetings  which 
precisded  the  one  which  was  interfered 
with  by  the  police  were  got  up  with 
money  supplied  by  liberal-minded  Mem- 
bers of  the  Oonservative  Party,  who 
seem  to  have  supplied  both  of  the 
sections  with  money  on  that  occasion. 
The  natural  consequence  was  disturbance 
and  riot,  and  then  came  proclamations 
forbidding  the  hdlding  of  what  had 
hitherto  been  regarded  as  perfectly 
legal,  lawful,  and  peaceable  meetings. 
Perhaps  I  may  say  that,  although  my 
name  has  been  connected  with  the  meet- 
ing which  took  place,  in  which  Trafalgar 
Square  was  referred  to  the  other  night, 
and  although  I  have  been  identified 
with  meetings  of  the  working  classes  in 
the  Metropolis  for  more  than  30  years, 
yet  I  never,  under  any  circumstances, 
sanctioned  by  my  presence  or  by  my  voice 
a  meeting  on  a  Sunday.  Therefore  I 
did  not  approve  of  the  meeting  which 
took  place  on  that  fatal  Sunday ;  but  I 
maintain  that  those  men  who  went  there, 
believing  that  they  were  acting  legally, 
ought  not  to  have  been  treated  with 
violence  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  who  says  he  is  as  anxious  as 
we  are  to  protect  the  right  of  public 
meeting  in  Uie  Metropolis.  As  regards 
the  present  position  of  the  question,  it 
is  a  difficult  and  complicated  one.  We 
have  endeavoured  to  advise  the  peace- 
able working  men  of  London  not  to  at- 
tempt under  the  existing  circumstances 
to  hold  a  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square, 
lest  there  should  be  a  conflict  with  the 
police.  Yet  we  have  been  classed  by 
the  right  hon.  Qentltman  with  those 
who  have  hounded  the  people  on  to 
such  meetings. 
Mr.  MATTHEWS :  No. 


*Mb.  HOWELL :  That  was  certainly 
the  impression  left  on  my  mind.  The 
Metropolitan  Members  have  all  prayed 
their  friends  to  keep  quiet  under 
existing  circumstances.  We  know 
that  there  are  persons  who  hound 
the  people  to  go  into  Trafalgar 
Square  and  hold  meetings,  and  the  only 
reason  why  a  great  demonstration  is 
not  called  there  is  that  they  have  not  the 
pluck  to  go  by  themselves,  but  wait  un- 
til some  Metropolitan  Liberal  Member 
will  head  them.  As  far  as  we  are  oon- 
oemed,  however,  we  do  not  intend  to 
place  ourselves  in  the  position  of  leading 
a  mob  to  Trafalgar  Square ;  we  say,  let 
those  who  want  such  an  assemblage,  ov 
a  conflict  with  the  police,  head  such  a 
procession ;  for  my  own  part  I  wash  my 
hands  of  it.  But  I  must  say  that,  if  the 
Home  Secretary's  words  meant  anything 
at  all,  they  were  an  invitation  to  the 
people  to  go  to  Trafalgar  Square. 

The  home  SECRETARY :  The  hon. 
Member  must  have  misunderstood  me; 
What  my  words  were  intended  to  convey 
was,  that  it  is  open  to  anyone  who  wishes 
to  bring  an  action  to  do  so. 

*Mb.  HOWELL:  I  suppose  I  must 
be  somewhat  obtuse,  for  I  am  unable  to 
see  the  difference  between  the  position 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now  takes  up 
and  that  whidh  he  assumed  a  short  time 
ago.  I  would  ask  how  is  it  possible, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  bring 
an  action  ?  The  only  course  we  can 
conceive  has  been  taken.  The  police 
block  the  Square,  and  will  not  allow 
anyone  to  go  through ;  so  that  the  only 
way  in  which  persons  can  get  into 
the  Square  to  hold  a  meeting  is  by 
hustling  the  police,  in  which  case  they 
would  be  accused  of  attacking  them ;  so 
that,  instead  of  the  question  being  one 
as  to  the  right  of  public  meeting,  it 
becomes  a  mere  charge  of  assaulting 
the  police.  I  know  the  matter  is  a 
somewhat  difficult  one,  and  am  anxious 
that  by  something  said,  either  in  or  out 
of  this  House,  some  course  may  be 
taken  that  will  enable  us  to  try  the 
right  of  public  meeting,  without  ooming 
into  unnecessary  collision  with  the  police 
or  the  military  authorities.  It  seems  to 
me  that  some  easy  solution  of  the  ques- 
tion might  be  found.  The  right  hon« 
Gentleman  paid  a  compliment  to  the 
working  men  in  saying  they  were  not 
anxious,  to  promote  disorder,  and  any- 
one knowing  the  history  of  the  move- 
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ment  in  London  will  thoroughly  endorse 
that  statement.  I  think  that  the 
Goyemment  might  put  this  question  at 
Test,  either  by  framing  regulations  to 
be  observed  in  regard  to  meetings  in 
Trafalgar  Square,  or  by  bringing  in  a 
Bill  on  the  subject.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  Police  Acts  that  have  been  referred 
to  have  been  looked  up  after  the  occa- 
sion, as  we  never  knew  them  to  be 
relied  upon  before  ;  and  certainly  they 
'were  not  the  Acts  cited  by  the  Home 
«3ecretary  in  the  first  instance.  The 
first  contention  put  forward  was  that  Tra- 
falgar Square  was  the  private  property 
of  the  Crown  ;  but  I  suppose  the  Home 
Secretary  could  not  well  reconcile  that 
with  the  attitude  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman sitting  on  the  same  Bench  with 
him.  When  the  question  of  the  semi- 
disorderly  meetings  which  preceded  the 
suppressed  meeting  arose,  and  there 
was  some  fear  of  a  conflict,  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  was  asked  a 
Question  in  this  House,  and  in  reply  to 
that  question,  he  said  he  had  not  the 
power  to  interfere,  and  then  added  that 
if  he  had  the  power  he  had  not  the  wilL 
This  was  practically  giving  to  the  work- 
ing classes  of  London,  and  to  the 
''fringe"  spoken  of  by  the  Home  Sec- 
retary, an  invitation  to  make  Trafalgar 
Square  a  kind  of  home.  That  invita- 
tion did  not  come  from  the  Liberal 
Members :  on  the  contrary,  it  was  depre- 
cated by  them,  just  as  they  wotdd  depre- 
•cate  anything  tending  to  bring  the  people 
and  the  police  into  collision.  But  since 
the  Government  will  not  accept  the  sug- 
gestion of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Haggerston  (Mr.  Cremer),  and  will 
do  nothing  to  facilitate  a  settlement  of 
this  question  in  a  Court  of  Law,  they 
4ure,  I  maintain,  in  duty  bound,  as  the 
upholders  of  law  and  order,  to  bring  in 
a  measure  dealing  with  the  subject.  I 
would,  before  concluding,  accentuate  the 
remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
attitude  taken  in  1886,  believing  that  it 
deserves  to  be  accentuated,  because  it 
arose  in  this  way.  We  were  told  we 
had  a  right  of  meeting  in  Hyde  Park 
and  some  of  the  other  parks  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  we  certainly  now  possess 
the  right ;  but  we  had  to  fight  for  it 
continuously  until  the  concession  was 
obtained.  Prior  to  this,  however,  we 
were  told  by  the  then  Conservative 
Government  that  we  had  no  right  of 
meeting  in  the  parka,  thj»ag^  we  had 
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the   right    of    meetings    in    Trafalgar 
Square.    Under  all  these  circamstansai, 
and  in  view  of  all  these    contradictoij 
statements  by  Members  of  GonBervatirii 
Governments,  we  say  it  is  the  bonnden 
duty  of  the  present  Government,  before 
some  great  catastrophe  takes  place,  to 
endeavour,  and  that  promptly,  to  settle 
this  important  question. 
«Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  I  must  say  thai 
I  do  not  share  the  opinions  of  some  of 
my  hon.   Friends  on   this    side  of  the 
House  as  to  the    attitude  the  GFov^n- 
ment  have  taken  on  this  question.     I  am 
not  disappointed  at  being  met  by  a  simple 
non  po8sumu9  on  the  part  of  the  Govera* 
ment ;  it  is  exactly  what  J    expected ; 
and,  had  they  taken    any    other    line, 
there  would  have  been  grounds  on  my 
part  for  surprise.     I  congratulate  the 
Badicals  of  the  Metropolis  on    the  soe* 
cess  of  their  recent  action  in  having  pro- 
cured  a  whole  evening  for  the  disciissioii 
of  this    important    subject.     It  is  Ie« 
than  a  week  since  a  convention  or  con- 
ference  of  the   Badical    Clubs   of    the 
Metropolis  met  to  consider  their  future 
action  on  this  matter.     We  had  thece 
the  Metropolitan  Members  represented 
by    the    hon.    Member    for     Bethnil 
Green     (Mr.     Piokersgill),     the    hon. 
Member    for    Battersea    (Mr.    O.    Y. 
Morgan),   and    the  hon.    and    learned 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  0.  iBussell), 
who    has     spoken    with     such     force 
to-night,   and    has  put  to  the   Home 
Secretary    questions    which  he  cannot 
answer;    and  the  result  has  been  that 
we  have  brought  this  question  into  the 
front  rank,  and  at  the  same  time  have 
stimulated  into  a  more  active  frame  of 
mind  the  representatives  of  Liberalim 
and  Badicalism  in  the  Metropolis.     Ihe 
question  is  not  whether  Trafalgar  Square 
is  the  most  convenient  place  of  meeting; 
it  is  as  to  what  are  the  Constitatioiud 
rights  of  the  citizens  of  London  ;  and  the 
Government  may  rest  assured  that,  as 
previous  Tory  Home  Secretaries  have 
been  signally  defeated  on  this  question^ 
so,  likewise,  will  they  be,  whether  in  a 
Court  of  Law  or  elsewhere.    The  last 
time  this  question  was  brought  promi* 
nently  forward  was  when  Hyde  Paik 
was  won  for  the  right  of  publio  meet- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  people.     It  is 
not   quite    accurate   to    say,   as   same 
have  said,    that  it   was   won   bj  the 
passing    of    the    Parks    Act.      If   I 
recollect   aright,  the    Parka    Act  vm 
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not  passed  until  some  years  later,  1872. 
The  fight  was  really  won  when  our 
forefathers  tore  down  the  railings 
of  Hyde  Park.  [Mr.  J.  Bowulnds: 
Tour  forefathers  are  now  in  the  House.] 
Tes.  I  am  glad  to  think  so,  and  I  hope 
they  will  stand  by  us  now  when  we  try  to 
assert  the  right  of  free  speech,  though 
we  cannot  by  any  possibility  do  it  in  the 
same  fashion,  because  Trafalgar  Square 
could  easily,  being  a  comparatively 
small  space,  be  occupied  by  police  and 
soldiery,  and  rendered  impregnable 
against  unarmed  men.  I,  for  one — and 
I  think  I  have  a  right  to  protest  against 
the  slanders  which  have  been  showered 
upon  me — have  never  counselled  the 
people  of  the  Metropolis  to  rush  upon 
the  batons  of  the  police  in  Trafalgar 
Square.  I  have  taken  an  active  part 
certainly,  but  not  a  violently  active  part 
in  certain  meetings  held  on  Saturday 
afternoons,  last  summer,  and  in  connec- 
tion with  one  of  which  a  case  came  before 
the  magistrates.  And  I  have  deemed  it 
my  duty  to  come  forward  in  assertion 
of  the  right  of  free  speech  and  free 
public  meeting,  both  in  this  House 
and  elsewhere ;  and  I  defy  the  Daily 
Newt,  or  any  other  paper,  or  any 
other  person  or  politician,  to 
charge  me  with  having  incited 
the  crowd  in  London  to  violent 
attacks  upon  the  police,  or  to  throw 
themselves  upon  the  bludgeons  of  the 
police  in  Trafalgar  Square.  I  took  part 
m  the  Conference  to  which  I  have  already 
referred;  but,  far  from  sharing  the 
views  which  some  were  prepared  to 
advocate  in  that  Convention,  I  gave 
advice  of  an  opposite  character,  and  it 
was  upon  my  suggestion  that  the  hon. 
Members  for  the  Metropolis  brought  the 
matter  forward  this  evening  in  the  way 
in  which  they  have  done.  \A  lauyh.'] 
Hon.  Members  may  sneer,  but  I  decline 
to  be  bound  by  a  merely  geographical  in- 
terpretation of  my  Parliamentary  duties. 
Now,  the  Home  Secretary  has  made  a 
series  of  comments  which  are  not  war- 
ranted by  the  facts  as  they  exist.  He 
has,  with  a  degree  of  assurance  which 
would  be  surprising  in  anyone  else, 
charged  us  with  being  afraid  to  try  the 
issue  involved  in  this  case.  It  is  a  little 
too  bad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
having  commenced  his  speech  with  a 
criticism  of  that  kind,  should  wind  up 
by  comparing  honest  artizans  and. 
mechanics  of  the  Metropolis  to  vultures 


and  birds  of  prsy,  and  that  he  should  uie 
other  insulting  language  with  respeet  to 
them.  With  regard  to  the  legal  aspect 
of  the  question,  the  right  hon.  G-entle- 
man  says  there  have  been  some  20 
opportunities  when  we  might  have  triedt 
the  question.  There  have  not  been  20, 
but  there  have  been  a  certain  number,  of 
every  one  of  which  we  have  availed  our- 
selves, and  that  in  spite  of  repeated* 
obstacles,  which  I  charge  the  Govern- 
ment with  having  deliberately  thrown  in 
our  way,  and  through  which  we  have  not 
yet  succeeded  in  getting  this  question  tried 
upon  its  merits.  We  have  been  thwarted, 
so  to  speak,  by  the  most  miserable  and* 
pettifogging  quibbles  which  could  pos- 
sibly be  suggested  by  a  third  or  fifth- 
rate  lawyer.  I  ventured  to  ask  the- 
Home  Secretary  his  authority  for  stills 
continuing  the  illegal  proclamation  of 
Sir  Charles  Warren,  an^  he  replied  it 
consisted  of  the  decisions  of  Justices- 
Charles,  Wills,  and  Grantham.  But 
those  judgments  were  directed,  not  to> 
the  legality  of  the  proclamation,  nor 
even  to  the  question  whether- 
there  is  any  right  of  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square ;  and  what  we  desire- 
is  that  the  case  should  be  tried 
upon  its  merits,  and  not  upon  any  bye- 
issue.  Let  us  see  what  those  cases- 
were.  In  the  first,  the  decision  of  Mr. 
Justice  Charles  was  g^ven  in  the  case  of 
the  Queen  against  Mr.  Cuninghamo 
Graham,  arising  out  of  the  fatal  meet- 
ing on  the  13th  November,  and  which 
wm  cause  the  day  to  be  known 
in  history  as  **  Bloody  Sunday."  I 
contend  that  if  the  police  had  not  been 
there,  and  there  had  been  no  illegal 
attempt  to  disperse  a  perfectly  orderly 
and  peaceable  meeting,  there  would 
have  been  no  disturbance.  And  the- 
disturbance  thus  illegally  occasioned  by 
the  Government  prejudiced  the  whole- 
issue,  for  the  charge  against  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Graham)  on  that  oooaaion 
was  that  he  had  participated  in  an  nn» 
lawful  assembly,  and  on  that  charge  he- 
was  sentenced,  bdng  acquitted  on  (the- 
charge  of  riot.  But  even  were  our 
right  to  meet  in  the  Square  admitted 
by  all,  that  same  charge  might  have- 
arisen  in  the  event  of  a  disturbance,, 
from  whatever  cause,  taking  place ;  and,, 
therefore,  supposing  Mr.  Justice  Charles, 
in  summing  up  on  the  question  whether^ 
owing  to  the  disturbance,  my  hon. 
Friend  had  taken  part  in  an  unlawful 
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ausmbly,  had  said  aaythlng  about  the 
question  of  the  right  of  public  meetiug 
in  Ti^algar  Square,  it  would  have  bssa 
a  mere  oiitir  diatwn,  and  would  not  bare 
had  the  Blightast  weight  aa  a  judicial 
decision,  and  the  Home  Secretary  ntuat 
know  that  quite  as  well  as  mjaelf. 
I  maintain  that  there  is  no  more  right 
to  interfere  with  a  meeting  of  working 
men  in  Trafalgar  Square  than  there  is 
to  interfere  with  a  meeting  at  any  club, 
unlesa  a  dangerous  disturbance  arises, 
and  then  in  both  cases  it  might  become 
the  duty  of  the  police  to  Interfere.  I 
dome  now  to  the  Judgment  of  Mr. 
Justice  Wills  and  Mr.  Justice  Grantham, 
In  that  case  my  friend  Mr.  Dillon 
Lewie  had  the  courage  to  come  for- 
ward in  defence  of  the  public  rights. 
And  I  think  every  citizen  owes  him  a 
-debt  of  gratitude  for  the  unselfish 
devotion  with  whiuh  he  haa  fought  this 
question.  The  Home  Secretary  has  told 
us  that  in  that  case  the  Judges  decided 
that  there  was  no  right  to  hold  a  meet- 
ing in  Trafalgar  Square.  That  is 
not  so.  That  question  wae  not  raised 
and  argued  on  its  merits— at  any 
rate,  no  binding  decision  was  given 
upon  it,  for  in  their  Judgment  the 
Judges  distinctly  etate,  "  We  abstain 
from  pronouncing  a  Judgment  on  the 
right  of  public  meeting,  which  we  think 
it  is  not  for  us  to  decide."  Therefore, 
whatever  opinion  they  may  have  ex- 
pressed in  that  case,  it  was,  as  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Ouninghame  Otaham,  a  mere 
oiiUr  dictum,  which  is  not  entitled  to  be 
considered  as  a  judicial  decision.  The 
-charge  preferred  by  Mr.  Lewis  was  & 
charge  of  conspiracy  against  the  police 
and  the  Home  Secretary  to  prevent 
the  people  from  exercising  their  just 
and  acknowledged  rights.  The  pre- 
cise charge  was  that  of  cone  piling 
by  unlawful  violence  and  unlawful 
means  to  prevent  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  from  exercising  their  lawful 
rights ;  to  injure  and  anno^  the  people, 
and  to  deprive  them  of  their  just  rights, 
thereby  endangering  the  public  peace. 
And  I  think  the  following  facts  upon 
which  Mr.  Dillon  Lewis  framed  his 
charge  will,  in  the  opinion  of  most 
people,  amply  justify  hia  action.  I  am 
reading  from  the  eworn  information  of 
Jamea  Parker,  of  51,  Southampton 
Street,  Gamberwell,  who  state*  that 


ward  and  placed  thamselvea  in  front  of  ni,  and 
several  others  msTched  by  the  aiile  o(  the  m- 
cetsinni,  and  attempted  to  puah  membST*  oitbt 
proceagiona  out  of  polition  and  to  g^t  into  tk 

proceaaion Tt    was    abont  fon 

o'clock,  and  the  eeveral  prooMnvna  whiA  I 
and  the  other  four  oBicarB  hereinbefore  moi- 
tioaed  were  leading,  were  at  tha  fuot  of  tlu 
Surrey  side  of  Weitminater  Bridge,  when  oat 
of  the  police  coDBlahlei  who  had  followed  at 
the  aide  of  the  proceuioniata  and  had  siad) 
himaelf  conipleuaai  by  pnahing  atf^aiost  liua 
and  trying  to  force  bimaelf  into  their  raski, 
Bud  to  the  Police  CooBtablea  near  him,  '  No* 

the  b 'b  will  be  lent  back  quicker  than 

what  they  came.'  When  we  arrived  at  the 
centre  of  ths  bridge  a  mounted  patrol  T«de  np 
from  the  Middlsaei  aide  and  gave  some  otdan 
to  a  policeman,  who  seemed  to  be  in  oommaai 
of  the  polios  who  were  accompanyinit  our  pre- 
casnona,  and  the  man  who  received  the  Milan 
said  to  him  in  raplj",  '  Good  Ood,  are  we  to 
do  that  F '  The  Patrol  replied,  '  Thsfi 
your  ordare.'  The  proooasiona  con- 
tinued on  unti!  we  arrived  at  tha 
reeU  in  Bridge  Street,  when  the 
proccBBioni  wheeled  round  between  the  twe 
rests,  and  the  head  of  the  proceaaion  so  faotl 
the  police,  mounted  and  foot,  that  were  drawn 
up,  to  the  number  of  some  300  to  400.BttlM 
corner  of,  and  stretching  across,  Parliameat 
Mtreet  from  one  side  to  the  other,  with  th* 
obvious  purpose  of  preventiug  any  of  ths 
public  passing  up  and  through  Parliament  Sbaat. 
I  put  my  hand  gently  on  the  bead  n[  one  of  tha 
horses  for  the  purpose  msrely  of  asserting  my 
legnl  right  not  to  have  the  paasage  over  a  pabbc 
highway  barred  to  me,  and  asked  to  bs  allowed 
to  pus  through  Parliament  Street,  whoroapon 
I  woJi  immediately  struck  with  their  flats  by 
two  police  conatableB,  and  tbereupon  immedi- 
ately the  whole  of  ths  police  constables  on  fool 
drew  their  itaveB  and  commenced  a  violent  anl 
indlHCriminate  attack  upon  the  membera  of  the 
proceasion,  beating  them  over  their  heada  and 
bodies  without  provocation  of  the  aligh teat  kind. 
In  particulur,  1  saw  one  polise  conatable  atiiks 
a  mannamadJohn  Simpson  over  the  sbooldsn 
with  his  truncheon,  and  kick  him  in  the  back  as 
he  waa  going  away  from  bim  after  being  atmek. 
Simpson  bad  done  nothing,  and  waa  walking 
quietly  immediately  in  tha  next  rank  to  me. 
tiimiiltansously  wi^  ths  assault  on  the  peo^s 
by  the  foot  police,  the  moonted  conataUss 
charged  the  prooessioQists,  knocking  down  and 
riding  orer  them,  aud  T  saw  one  mounted  polke- 
man  ride  a  woman  down  deliberately  and  lida 
,  over  her.  I  and  othera  aausted  to  pick  her  ap, 
and  she  stated  ihe  had  just  been  to  8t  Thomas' 
Uospttal  to  visit  her  husband,  who  was  an  in- 
patientthers.  Tbs  police  also  knocked  down 
an  old  man,  who  told  ma  he  had  been  asoldler 
and  had  fought  under  Bir  Charles  Warran.  I 
appealed  to  Superintendent  Dunlop,  who  waa 
in  command  there,  to  call  bis  men  off.  and  I 
would  take  the  procession  another  way,  and  the 
head  of  the  procession  by  my  instractionB 
moved  towards  Storey's  Qate." 
The  ci  re  urn  Stan  see  are  of  soeitraordinaij 
a  nature  that  one  would  aoarcely  imtj^ae 
they  could  occur  in  a  civilized  oonntrj. 
One   would  imagine  one  wa»  reading 
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a  description  of  the  Peterloo  massaore 
or  some  of  the  outrages  which 
have  disgraced  the  GoTemment  of  Ire- 
land at  the  present  day.  But  the  fact 
iBf  that  I  have  been  reading  the 
Bwora  testimony  of  one  of  those 
who  was  present  on  this  parti- 
cular occasion  in  Parliament  Street 
within  a  few  hundred  yards  of  this 
building.  And  I  would  ask  the  House 
particularly  to  notice  that  this  was  not  a 
meeting  that  was  being  held  in  a  dis- 
orderly fashion,  or  even  in  disobedience 
to  an  illegal  police  proclamation.  It 
was  a  peaceable  and  perfectly  legitimate 
procession,  as  to  the  reg^ation,  but  not 
the  suppression,  of  which  the  Police  Act 
contains  specific  provisions.  Mr.  Lewis 
applied  for  a  warrant  against  Sir  Charles 
Warren,  the  Home  Secretary,  and  the 
Ohief  Commissioner  of  Works.  The 
magistrate  refused  to  grant  the  summons, 
and  Mr.  Lewis  was  compelled  to  go  to  a 
Superior  Court  and  ask  for  a  mandamus 
to  compel  the  magistrate  to  grant  the 
summons.  The  decision  of  Justices 
Wills  and  Grantham  was  not  that  there 
was  no  right  of  public  meeting  in  Tra- 
falgar Square.  They  declared  that  that 
question  was  not  before  them,  and  the 
only  question  they  did  decide  was  that 
the  magistrate  having  exercised  his 
jurisdiction,  it  was  not  competent  for 
them  to  review  it,  however  wrongly  it 
might  have  been  exercised.  My  con- 
tention, however,  is  that  the  decision  of 
the  Superior  Court  was  wrong,  and  that 
the  Judges  had  the  right  to  interfere. 
For  in  refusing  to  grant  a  summons,  the 
magistrate  did  not  exercise  his  jurisdic- 
tion in  such  a  manner  as  to  oust 
the  right  of  appeal.  I  hope  that 
after  this  explanation  we  shall  hear  no 
more  from  the  Home  Secretary  or  from 
the  Front  Bench  that  the  question  at 
issue  in  that  case  was  the  question  of  the 
public  right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  and  that  it  was  decided  against 
us  by  the  Judges.  I  may  add  to  what  I 
have  said  in  this  connection  that  if  the 
magistrate — Mr.  Yaughan — had  granted 
the  summons  Mr.  Lewis  would  have  in- 
sisted, under  the  Vexatious  Indictments 
Act,  on  being  bound  over  to  prosecute. 
In  the  case  of  Mr.  Saunoers,  that 
gentleman  went  deliberately  to  Trafal- 
gar Square,  by  a  sort  of  arrangement 
with  the  police,  and  allowed  himself  to 
be  technically  assaulted  in  order  that  he 
might      bring     a      specific     case    to 


I  trial.     I   hold    in   my   hand    a   report 
of       the      proceedings      before      Sir 
James  Ingham,     the    magistrate,  who 
dismissed    it,    because,    forsooth,    Mr. 
Saunders,  who  used  to  be  a  Member  of 
this  House,  did  not  use  violence  enough. 
Mr.  Corrie  Grant,  the  able  advocate  of 
Mr.  Saunders,  asked  that  the  case  might 
be  dealt  with  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
allow  of  an  appeal,  but  Sir  J.  Ingham 
refused,  on  the  ground    that  he    had 
neither  assaulted  nor  resisted  the  police. 
And  this  leads  me  to  remark  upon  the 
ridiculous  position  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  brought    the  question,    in 
their  efforts  to  shirk  a  fair  decision. 
Mr.   Saunders  was  put  out  of   Court, 
because  he  would  not  resist  the  police. 
In  Borgia's  case,  we  are  ruled  out  of 
Court  because  he  did.  In  Mr.  Saunders' 
case  the  question  of  Sir  C.  Warren's 
authority  for  the  issue  of  a  Proclamation 
was  argued.  Now  the  Home  Secretary  in 
a  reply  which  he  gave  to  a  Question 
which  I  put  to  him  to-day,  stated  that 
the  Chief  Commissioner  acted  under  the 
Police  Act.     It  is  to  be  regretted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  doe^not  make 
his    official  answers  square    with    the 
views  of  the  legal  advisers  of  the  Go- 
vernment, for  I  find  that  in  the  case  of 
Mr.   Saunders,   Mr.    Poland   distinctly 
stated  that  these  Proclamations  do  not 
come  under  the  Police  Act,  but  that  they 
are  notices  under  the  Common  Law.     It 
is  very  strange  if  they  are  notices  under 
the  Common  Law  |;hat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  come  down  here  and 
say  that  they  are  authorized   by  the 
Police  Act.     I  would  recommend  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  himself 
better  acquainted  with  the  contents  of  the 
Police  Act.     I  am  not  surprised  that  he 
refused  to  read    the    section    of   the 
Statute  when  he  was  challenged  to  do  so 
by    the    hon.    Gentleman    the    Mem- 
ber    for     Hackney  (Sir    C.    Bussell). 
That  section  52  (of  2  and  3  Vic.  c  47), 
merely  provides  that  the  Police  may 
"  make  regulations  for  the  route  to  be 
observed  by  all  carts,  carriages,  horses, 
and  persons,    and  for  preventing  ob- 
struction of  the  streets  and  thorough- 
fares   in    all    times    of    public    pro- 
cessions," not    a    word    about   public 
meetings    in    open  spaces,   much  less 
about    proclaiming  daring   the   sweet 
will     and     pleasure    of     the    Police 
Commissioner   all  meetings  whatever. 
Now  I  come  to  the  Borgia  case,  where 
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tiie  unfortunate  young  man  Borgia  had 
his  coat  torn  off  his  back  and  was  nearly 
throttled  by  the  police  for  merely  stand- 
ing by  the  balustrade  in  the  Square  and 
remonstrating  against  the  brutal  violence 
with  which  one  of  these  moral  miracles 
in  blue  threw  down  a  poor  woman.  It 
is,  by  the  way,  a  fair  comment  upon  the 
equitable  administration  of  the  law, 
that  this  poor  fellow  was  treated  by  the 
police  with  ferocious  yiolence,  while  Mr. 
Saunders  and  myself,  though  we  were 
speaking  and  putting  resolutions,  were 
never  touched  by  them.  In  this  case, 
as  is  well  knowD,  the  Government  pro- 
mised that  a  case  should  be  stated  so  as 
fairly  to  raise  the  questions  at  issue.  On 
the  strength  of  their  pledge,  we  under- 
took to  hold  no  more  meetings.  We 
have  honourably  fulfilled  our  under- 
taking. The  Government  have,  as 
usual,  basely  and  dishonourably  gone 
back  upon  their  word  ;  and,  through  the 
Treasury  Solicitor  and  Mr.  Poland,  have 
got  a  case  stated,  which  simply  pre- 
judges the  whole  issue,  and,  as  the 
Home  Secretary  has  himself  ad- 
mitted, v  simply  useless  for  the 
purpose  we  have  in  view.  In 
all  these  cases  the  Government,  so  far 
from  assisting  in  bringing  the  question  to 
an  issue,  have  confronted  us  with  every 
difficulty  and  obstacle  that  could  be  put 
in  our  way.  We  have  done  everything 
in  our  power  to  get  the  question  tested 
by  a  competent  legal  tribunal,  and  we 
have  been  met  by  nothiug  but  quib- 
bling and  pettifogging  objections.  And 
now  the  Home  Secretary  has  the  audacity 
to  come  and  sneer  at  us  for  not  having 
tried  the  case  in  a  Court  of  law,  because 
we  knew  we  should  fail.  Such  is  the  can- 
dour of  the  present  Government.  The 
Government  may  protest  that  they  are 
in  favour  of  public  meetings  in  open 
spaces ;  but  at  the  bottom  of  their  hearts 
they  are  nothing  of  the  kind,  unless, 
indeed,  the  dames  of  the  Primrose 
League  choose  to  hold  a  meeting  in 
Trafalgar  Square  to  bolster  up  Coercion 
in  Ireland,  when,  no  doubt,  the  Govern- 
ment would  do  all  in  their  power  to  pro- 
tect them  from  contact  with  the  people. 
The  Home  Secretary  spun  a  long  yarn, 
and  went  into  elaborate  arguments  as 
to  the  right  of  meeting  in  a  public 
thoroughfare.  Now,  none  of  us  ever 
claimed  an  indisputable  right  of  meeting 
in  a  public  thoroughfare,  or  that  we 
should  block  ap  Parliament  Street  and 
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interfere  with  the   ordinaiy  eonrae  of 
business.      What     we    claim    it    th# 
right  of  meeting  in  open  spaeee,  and 
it    is    that  Constitutional  right  wluoh 
the    Government,    in   a   despotic  maa- 
ner,    are     trying    to    deprive     ub    ol 
We  contend  that  our   right  to  meet  in 
open  spaces  in  inalienable,  inherent,  and 
constitutional.     Let  me  point  out  how 
we  have  been  deprived  of  it.     It  is  not 
that  the  Government    have    refused  to 
allow  a  particular  meeting  to  be  held;  ▼» 
know  perfectly  well  that  the  law  permits 
magistrates   to    prevent     a     particular 
meeting,  when  it   is    believed    it  wiU 
cause  danger  to  and  alarm   peaoeiiUo 
citizens.     ''But  even  then  it  has  beeo 
expressly  laid  down  by  Ohief  Banm 
Pallis  in  O'Kelly  v.  Harvey,"  that 

**A  magfistrate  is  not  justified  in  fordUf 
dispersing  a  meeting  on  the  gfround  merdj 
that  he  believes  or  has  reasonable  and  prob- 
able grounds  for  believing  that  the  meeting 
was  held  with  an  unlawful  intent,  unlets  tii* 
meeting  be  in  itself  unlawful ;  and  a  plea  jos- 
tifying  an  assault  on  the  ground  that  it  wis 
committed  by  a  magistrate  in  the  dispersing  o! 
a  meeting  must  either  allege  as  a  fact  that  the 
meeting  was  unlawful,  or  must  state  facts  fraa 
which  its  unlawfulness  can  be  inferred." 

That  was  not  however  sufficient  for  the 
Government.  They  would  not  limit 
themselves  to  doing  that,  for  they  knew 
they  could  not  always  depend  on  a  jury 
justifying  their  lawless  attacks  upon 
unoffending  citizens.  So  they  isaaei 
a  general  proclamation  prohibiting  all 
meetings  that  had  been  called,  or  might 
be  called  in  the  future.  I  challenge  the 
Home  Secretary  and  the  Attorney  Gensnl 
to  point  out  anything  in  the  Common 
Law  which  justifies  the  issue  of  a  genettl 
proclamation  of  this  kind.  I  say  they 
have  no  right  to  deprive  us  of  the  right 
of  public  meeting,  as  such  a  proclama- 
tion enables  them  to  do,  from  one  end 
of  the  country  to  the  other,  for  if  it  be 
lawful  in  Trafalgar  Square,  then  l^ey 
have  equal  authority  to  issue  similar 
general  proclamations  in  respect  of 
any  other  open  space.  Then  if  the 
Oommon  Law  does  not  authorise  this  ao-^ 
tion,  we  are  entitled  to  know  it 
it  is  done  under  Statute  Law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary  has  not  cited  any  Statute  Law. 
He  quoted  2  and  3  Vic,  ohap.  47,  sec. 
52,  as  his  authority,  but  that  only  au- 
thorises the  Chief  Gommiasioner  ta 
prevent  the  obstruction  of  thoronghfarsi 
on  the  occasion  of  public  prooessioiiSy 
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?ublic  rejoicings  and  illuminations.  Now 
wish  to  point  out  we  are  not  contending 
that  there  is  a  legal  right  Which  you  can 
point  to  in  any  particular  Statute,  al- 
though I  believe  if  you  refer  to  the  Bill 
of  Eights  in  the  reign  of  William  III., 
you  will  find  the  right  of  public  meeting 
included.     We  however  do  not  assert  a 
mere  right  under  Statute  Law  ;  we  take 
our  stand  on  a  far  higher  principle,  we 
say  that  we  have  a{Con8titutional  right 
which  has  been  sanctioned  and  empha- 
sized not  only  by  outside  authority  but 
by   this    House   itself;  indeed  we   say 
that  the  right  is  anterior  to  the  existence 
of  this  House.     For  this  House  itself  is 
but  the   product  by  evolution   of    the 
ancient    Teutonic    custom    of    meeting 
together   in   the   open    to    discuss   the 
public  afifairs  of  the  Commune.     I  find 
the   Journals    of    the    House,    for 


m 

November  and  December,  1641,  a  refer- 
ence  to  this    particular  right,   and    it 
appears  that  the  House  itself  supported 
the    claim     of  the  people  to  assemble 
in   the  open  space  outside  the  House, 
and    discharged    the    constables    from 
the  duty    imposed    on    them     by    the 
Government    to    disperse    the    people. 
What  answer  will  the  Attorney  General 
be  able  to  give  on  this  point  ?  There  are 
many  other  authorities  I   could  quote 
in   support  of   my  contention — among 
them  the  eminent  jurist  Storey  and  Lord 
Erskine.     But  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble 
the   House   further.     I   submit  that  I 
have  laid  contentions  before  it  against 
which    the    Home    Secretary    has   not 
advanced  and  cannot  advance  a  single 
argument.     Now,   we     are    anxious  to 
have  this  matter    settled,   and  I  will, 
therefore,     make     this    fair    offer    to 
the    Government.     Will  you  authorize 
me    at    the    next     meeting     of     the 
Hadical  Clubs  to  state  that  if  we  raise 
this  question  in  a  peaceable  form  by 
means  of  a  technical  assault  you  will 
engage  that  we  shall  have  it  fairly  tried 
before  a  competent  authority,  and  not 
be  met  by  all  manner  of  technical  and 
pettifogging     quibbles?     I    can    only 
say  that  if  you  decline  this  offer  we  can 
only  believe  that  the  Government  wish 
to  shirk  a  fair  and  square  decision  by 
tho   Courts   of  the   country    upoik  the 
merits  of  the  case,  and  if  that  be  the 
case,  though  I  should  be  sorry  to  appear 
iu  any  way   to   use    a   threat,   I  know 
enough     of    the    public    feeling    out- 
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side  to  be  able  to  say  without  fear  of 
proving  a  false  prophet,  that  many  hon. 
Members  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  who  represent  Metropolitan  con- 
stituencies will  have  at  the  next  Election 
cause  to  regret  that  the  Government 
have  taken  up  this  attitude. 

*Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 

I  should  not  have  taken  part  in  the 

debate,  but  for  the  provocation  given  by 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Home 

Secretary,  who,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 

and  learned  Member  for  Hackney,  did 
not  condescend  to  state  on  what 
particular  Statute  he  relied  as  a  warrant 
for  the  proclamation  issued  by  the  Chief 
Commissioner.  Had  he  done  so  there 
would  have  been  no  necessity  for  con- 
tinuing the  debate.  All  we  have  heard 
from  him  is  that  the  proclamation  was 
issued  under  2  and  8  Vic,  cap.  47,  and 
when  he  was  challenged  as  to  the  par- 
ticular section,  he  made  no  answer 
whatever. 


Thr  attorney  GENERAL  :   He 
said  section  52. 

*Me.  BRADLAUGH:  I  am  obliged 
to  the  Attorney  General  for  giving  us 
this  information,  but  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  that  section  does  not  contain  one 
word  which  could  authorize  the  procla- 
mation which  has  been  issued.  I  am 
endeavouring  to  put  my  point  as  clearly 
and  as  distinctly  as  possible.  I  have 
not  the  advantage  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  of  being  a  lawyer  as 
well  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  but 
I  have  the  advantage  of  being  guided 
by  Statute  Law.  And  I  may  point  out 
that  the  proclamation  which  has  been 
issued  is  not  a  proclamation  forbidding 
some  particular  meeting,  because  it  was 
likely  to  be  attended  by  a  breach  of  the 
peace  ;  but  it  was  a  general  proclama- 
tion forbidding  all  persons  to  go  in  upon 
the  Square,  a  proclamation  applying  to 
all  meetings  for  all  time — meetings 
which  had  been  called,  as  well  as  meet- 
ings which  had  not  been  called.  The 
Section  does  not  authorize  the  prohibi- 
tion   of     any    meeting     under      any 
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oiroumstanoes  whatever.    These  are  the 
words — 

'*  The  Chief  Commissioner  may,  from  time  to 
time,  and  as  occasion  shall  require,  make  regula- 
tions for  the  route  to  he  ohserved  hy  all  carts, 
carriage-horses  and  persons,  and  for  the  pre- 
Tonting  of  obstruction  in  the  streets  and 
thoroughfares  within  the  Metropolis  in  all  times 
of  public  proccessionSy  public  rejoicing  and 
illumination  :  also  he  shall  give  directions  to 
the  constables  for  keeping  order  and  for  pre- 
venting any  obstruction  of  the  thoroughfares.*' 

Now,  this  really  means  preventiiig 
obstruction  of  the  thoroughfare  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  Her 
Majesty's  Palaces,  public  o£S.ces,  high 
courts,  parliament,  courts  of  law  and 
equity,  police-courts,  theatres,  and  other 
places  of  public  resort,  and  I  suggest 
that  the  only  meaning  is  to  give  the 
Chief  Commissioner  of  Police  such 
power  as  he  ought  to  have  for  reason- 
able purposes.  He  has  no  power  to 
prevent  public  meetings  at  all.  There 
is  only  a  power  to  regulate  traffic,  so  as 
to  prevent  obstruction  so  far  as  is  con- 
sistent with  permitting  a  thing  lawful 
to  happen.  Now,  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney,  the  Home  Secretary  said  the 
question  of  the  right  to  issue  this 
proclamation  had  been  already  decided. 
I  venture  to  reply  that  it  has  never  been 
decided ;  it  has  never  been  technically 
raised  for  decision ;  there  has  never 
been  an  opportunity  of  raising  it,  and 
the  decision  in  the  case  of  the  Queen  v. 
Graham  was  a  decision  solely  on  the 
question  of  unlawful  assembly.  There 
was  another  charge  presented  to  the 
jury,  but  the  jury  found  against  that 
charge :  which  was  one  of  riot,  and  I 
need  not  point  out  that  there  may  be  an 
unlawful  assembly  for  a  perfectly  lawful 
purpose.  The  purpose  of  going  into 
Trafalgar  Square  may  have  been,  and 
indeed  was,  perfectly  lawful,  but  the 
means  taken  to  obtain  the  end  desired 
amounted  in  the  opinion  of  the  jury  to 
an  unlawful  assembly.  Therefore,  the 
decision  that  there  had  been  an  unlawful 
assembly  in  no  way  alters  or  afifects  the 
right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
The  case  of  ex-parte  Dillon  Lewis  is  still 
farther  from  an^^  decision  as  to  the  right 
to  issue  any  such  proclamation.  It  is 
abundantly  clear  that  there  is  no 
power  to  prevent  theatres  being  opened, 
although  large  crowds  might  assemble. 
All  that  is  cast  upon  the  police  in  con- 
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nection  with  these  crowds  is  the  duty  to 
regulate  the  traffic  and  the  routes  of 
carriages,  and  the  direction  in   wbidi 
pedestrians  shall  walk;    and    it  nevn 
entered  into  human  imagination  until 
Chief  Commissioner  Warren  issued  hii 
proclamation  that  anyone  conld  do  any- 
thing of  this  kind  under  this  jMurticaUr 
section.       The    Home     Secretary,   in 
answer    to  the  challeng^e  whether  the 
Qovemment   had    not    permitted   thii 
question  of  right  being  tried  out,  said, 
it  was  perfectly  open  to  anyone  to  bring 
an  action  for  being  obstructed   in  hii 
rights — ^if  such  a  right  exist.     I  venture 
to  say  that  no  more  ridioulons  propoci- 
tion  was  ever  made.      It  is    perfectly 
clear  that  I  have  a  right  to  wcuk  along 
any  thoroughfare ;  but  if  it  happen  that 
I  come  into  collision — ^not  intentionally 
or  in  a  criminal  sense— with  some  other 
person  exercising  the  same  right,  I  have 
no  right  to  bring  an  action  against  him 
because  I  have  been  obstructed  in  my 
right  of  passing  along  the  thorongh&re. 
It  is  a  most  monstrous  doctrine  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested. 
It  is  true  that,  in  one  sense,  Trafalgar 
Square  is  a  thoroughfare,  because  there 
are  parts  of  it  by  which  persons  passiiig 
along  might,  somewhat  inconveniently 
perhaps,  go  from  one  street  to  another. 
But  it  is  not  entirely  a  thorough£uA. 
because  the  position  of  the  Nelson  monu- 
ment and  its  pedestal  is  such  as  to 
prevent  thoroughfare  and  to  form  a  spaoe 
exceedingly  convenientforlarg^  numDen 
of  persons  to  assemble  without  cauamg 
any  sort  of  obstruction.     Indeed,  uSs 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Ghmtlemaa 
the  Home  Secretary  goes  the  length  of 
saying  that  there  is  no  right  of  puUie 
meeting  in  this  country  at  all.     He  says 
you  have  a  right  of  public  meeting  m 
any  place  hired  for  ike  purpose;  bat 
let  me  point  out  that  the  general  puUio 
have  no  such  right,  even  u  they  pay  Cor 
admission  to  it.    The  right  hon.  Gcoitle- 
man's  proposition  goes  to  the  length  of 
preventing  public  meetings  entirely  in 
this  country.     When  we  wanted  peace- 
ably to  try  this  right  we  were  not  allowed 
to  do  it,  and  now  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man taunts  us  with  resorting  to  force. 
It  i»  unfortunately  true   that,  in  oon- 
noction  with  these  meetings,  some  men 
have  used  very  rash  language,  which 
has  been  utilized  by  the  Home  Secretaij 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  pnUio 
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xneetinffs  in  Trafalgar  Square  altogether. 
If  Trafalgar  Square  is  not  a  proper 
place  for  holding  meetings,  then  let  the 
Oovemment  say  so  properly  by  statu- 
tory enactment,  and  let  it  be  declared 
clearly.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
us  that  the  right  of  public  meeting  in 
the  parks — and  he  especially  mentioned 
Hyde  Park — had  been  given  us  by  Sta- 
tute. I  take  leave  to  say  I  can  find  no 
such  thing  in  any  Statute.  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  find — and  I 
had  an  opportunity  of  arguing  this 
point  before  Judges  sitting  on  theJBench 
—  and  I  had  occasion  to  consider  the 
point  carefully  when  Mr.  Odger  and 
others  were  prosecuted — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  I  say,  find  tiiat  the 
right  of  public  meeting  already  exercised 
was  admitted  by  Parliament  to  need 
some  restriction,  and  as  a  consequence 
the  right  of  public  meeting  was  limited 
to  certain  parts  of  the  parks;  the 
right  was  regulated  by  statute  law, 
but  it  was  not  created  by  it. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  (Government's 
contention  is  as  to  the  future  of  the 
right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square. 
The  inconvenience  to  trade  about  there, 
and  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  neighbour- 
hood, may  be  fair  ground  for  enacting 
something  about  the  right  of  meeting 
there ;  but  it  is  no  ground  for  arbitrary 
proclamation;  it  is  no  ground  for  so 
using  the  police  as  to  aggravate  the 
people.  The  people  of  this  Metropolis 
have  been  law-abiding.  The  meetings 
which  haf  ebeen  heldin  Trafalgar  Square 
have  been,  with  a  few  exceptions,  orderly 
meetings.  Huge  meetings  have  been  held 
there,  with  only  such  inconvenience  as 
will  always  arise  from  the  assembly  of 
large  bodies  of  people.  If  you  say 
Trafalgar  Square  is  a  place  where, 
under  no  circumstances,  large  bodies  of 
people  ought  to  assemble,  that  is  a  fair 
proposition  to  put  to  Parliament  for 
consideration ;  but  that  is  very  different 
to  claiming  the  right  of  the  Ohief 
Commissioner  to  prohibit  a  meeting 
altogether  at  his  mere  whim  and  fancy. 

*Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  Reference 
has  been  made  to  the  52nd  section  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Amendment  Act ; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  at  the  time 
that  Act  was  passed  no  one  concerned 
ever  dreamt  that  the  52nd  section  could 


be  put  to  the  purposes  to  which  it  has 
been  applied.  I  will  show  that,  while 
many  points  in  the  Bill  were  objected 
to,  no  one  ever  supposed  that  the  52nd 
section  could  be  applied  as  a  means  of 
interference  with  the  liberties  of  the 
people.  When  the  Bill  was  introduced, 
it  was  felt  to  be  a  very  liberal  measure. 
Oaptain  Wood,  we  read  in  BMiard, 

**  was  strongly  opixMed  to  the  Bill,  as  it  tended 
greatly  to  interfere  with  the  powers  of  the 
police,  and  was  in  some  respects  of  a  {tepublican 
tendency." 

Upon  the  Beport  stage,  Mr.  Hume, 
who  was  then  very  active  in  Parliamen- 
tary life,  objected  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  the  police  out  of  the  Oonsolidated 
Fund,  and  suggested  that  it  should  be 
an  annual  Vote  like  the  Army  and  Navy. 
In  that  case  Mr.  Hume  said  that  all  dis- 
cussions as  to  the  conduct  of  the  police 
could  take  place  at  the  same  time.  This 
I  mention  to  show  the  jealousy  that 
was  felt  at  the  time  as  to  the  possi- 
bility of  interference  with  popular 
liberty  by  the  police.  In  the  same 
month,  July,  1889,  while  the  Bill  was  in 
the  Report  stage,  a  terrible  riot  occurred 
in  Birmingham,  and  during  one  of  the 
discussions  on  the  Bill  Mr.  T.  Dun- 
combe  called  attention  to  the  riot,  and 
read  an  extract  from  the  morning  papers 
as  follows : — 

"Men,  women,  and  children  were  thrown 
down  and  trampled  on  while  the  police  be- 
laboured them  right  and  left.  Broken  heads 
and  arms,  with  other  severe  wounds,  were  the 
result.  One  man,  who  was  returning  from  his 
work,  had  his  teeth  knocked  out.  The  poor 
fellow  exclaimed,  *  Am  I  in  England  I '  Several 
special  constables  came  up  at  £e  time  and  ex- 
pressed their  horror  at  such  proceedings.*' 

On  account  of  what  took  place, 
several  hon.  Members  urged  strongly 
the  necessity  of  the  House  being 
on  its  guard  against  the  possi- 
bility of  an  abuse  of  the  law. 
Mr.  Hume  saw  in  this  occurrence  an 
additional  reason  for  an  annual  Vote, 
instead  of  a  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  and  said  wat  the  House  should 
have  a  Constitutional  check  over  the 
police.     Mr.  William  Williams  said — 

**  The  disturbance  in  Birmingham  was 
created  by  the  poUoe.  Now,  under  this  Bill  a 
person  raising  his  arm  merely  to  defend  himself 
from  a  blow  would  be  liable  to  imprisonment ; 
and  could  it  be  supposed  that  the  magistrates 
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at  Birmingham,  under  the  present  circumntances 
of  excitement,  would  not  non-suit  in  such  a 
case?*' 

It  will  thus  be  seen  that  Members  of 
the  House  of  that  time  were  on   the 
watch  against  an  abuse  of  police  power, 
and  yet,  though  a  very  large  number  of 
the  clauses  were   keenly  discussed,  no 
one  ever  referred  to  Clause    52.      Of 
course,  they  might  expect  that  it  would 
be  made  use  of  to  prevent  public  meet- 
ings in  time  of  excitement  and  danger. 
No  one  objected  to  that;   but  if  they 
had  thought  that  under   the  clause  a 
proclamation  could  be  put  out  indefi- 
nitely, or  possibly  for  ever,  preventing 
public  meetings  in  well-known   public 
places,  I  am  sure  someone  would  have 
criticized  the  clause.    I  heartily  ag^e 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  that  the  interpretation 
which  finds  such  power  in  the  clause  is 
exceedingly  forced,  and  is  such  a  one  as 
it  requires  a  legal  training  to  appreciate. 
I  quite  understand  the  desiraoility  of 
coming  to  a:. Division^. as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, but  at  the  same  time  the  matter 
under     discussion     is     one     of    such 
supreme  importance  to  the  peace  and 
order  of  London  in  the  future,  that  I 
must  press  on  the  Government  the  ne- 
cessity of  coming  to  some  more  reason- 
able conclusion  in  regard  to  it  than  they 
have  yet  done.     Never  in  recent  times, 
where  any  such  question  has  been  raised 
between  the  Government  and  the  people, 
have  the  people  come  worst  off  in  the 
end.     I  believe  that  the  Government  and 
the  public  owe   a  great  deal    to    the 
Liberal  Members  for  Metropolitan  con- 
stituencies for  the  persistent  and  patient 
efforts  which  they  have  made  at  some 
sacrifice  to  themselves  to  prevent  any 
conflict  between   the  people    and    the 
police  on  this  subject;    but  I   doubt 
whether  even  those  hon.  Members  have 
the  power  of  preventing  such  a  conflict, 
unless  the  people  who  believe  that  they 
have  a  right  to  meet  in  Trafalgar  Square 
see  some  way  of  having  it  peaceably 
established. 


♦The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
R.  Webster,  Isle  of  Wight):  Sir,  1 
should  not  have  attempted  to  infuse  a 
little  life  into  the  very  dry  bones  of 
this  debate,  if  I  had  not  been  directly 
appealed  to  by  hon.  Gentlemen  below 

Mi\  Pieton 


the  Gangway  opposite.     I  cannot  help 
feeling  that  that  debate  has  been,  to  a 
great  extent,  but  a  re-echo  of  the  much 
more  animated  debate  which  took  place 
on  the  same  subject  last  Session  ;  and  I 
confess  myself  unable  to  understand  on 
what    ground     the     question     should 
have  been  raised  in  its  present  shape,  or 
the  previous  discussion  revived.     I  con- 
ceive that  the  position  in  regard  to  the 
matter  has  not  changed,  and  that  there 
is  no  good  reason  why  we  should  re- 
open the  question  on  which  the  House 
has  expressed  a  decided  opinion.    I  have 
been  somewhat  challenged  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  C.  Russell).    I  must  say,  however, 
there  has  been  throughout  this  debate, 
and  even  in  the  able  speech  of  the  hon. 
and     learned    Member,    a    confusion 
between    the    right    of   public    meet- 
ing and  the  right  «.of   free    discussion. 
The   House    will  remember    the    ani- 
mated   debate     which     we     had    on 
a  previous  occasion,  as  to  whether  Tra- 
falgar Square  is  Crown  property  or  open 
to  the  public.     The  whole  discussion  to- 
night has  proceeded  on  the  basis  that, 
either  by  Act  of  Parliament,  by  custom, 
or  in  some  other  way,  Trafalgar  Square 
has  become  dedicated    to    the  public. 
Now,  I  assert  that  if  Trafalgar  Square 
has  become  dedicated  to  the  public  for 
the  purpose  of  the  general  public  pass- 
ing through  and  enjoying  it,  there  is  no 
legal  right  to  occupy  the  Square  for  the 
purpose  of  public  meetings.    I  stated  in 
March  last,  in  terms  about  which  there 
can  be   no    doubt,    that    there  is    no 
judgment  or  dictum  to  support  the  idea 
that  there    is  a   right  to  occupy  any 
public  thoroughfare  for  the  purpose  of 
a  public  meeting.  There  is  no  judgment 
which    directly  or    incidentally  recog- 
nizes any  such   right.     This  is  not  a 
question  of  the  right  of  public  meeting 
or  of  public  discussion ;  it  is  simply  a 
question  of  the  place  in  which  you  are 
entitled  to  have  discussion.     The  hon. 
and    learned     Member    for    Hackney 
has  been  obliged  to  admit  that  it  is  not 
a  legal  right  that  is  claimed,  but  some- 
thing that  rests  upon  custom.      Free 
right  of  access  for  passage  negativea  the 
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right  to  occupy  the  whole  space  for  a 
public  meeting.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Camborne  (Mr.  Conybeare) 
said  that  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Saunders,  Mr. 
Poland,  who  appeared  for  the  police  con- 
stables, did  notrely  upon  the  proclamation 
of  the  Commissioner,  but  relied  upon  the 
Common  Law.     But  the  hon.  Member 
forgot  that  the  notice  was  not  that  of 
the  18th  of  November,  under  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Act,  but  it  was  that  of 
the    8th    of    November,    issued    with 
the  sanction  of  the  First  Commissioner 
of    Works,    to    which     Mr.    Poland's 
observations     were     directed.      With 
all  respect    for  the  hon.   Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who,  I 
must  say,  always  argues  legal  points  as 
if  he  had  been  brought  up  to  the  law, 
in  my  opinion  the  power  given  to  the 
police  to  prevent  obstruction  will  apply 
when  the  cause  of  obstruction  is  a  pub- 
lic meeting.     I  expressed  this  opinion 
last  year,  and  I  believe  the  majority  of 
Members  who  heard  the  discussion  on 
that  occasion  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Commissioner  of   Police    did  not    ex- 
ceed his  authority  in  taking  precautions 
that  an  obstruction  was  prevented.     If 
the  claim  made  is  good  in  the  case  of 
Trafalgar  Square,   it   will    be   equally 
good  for  Waterloo  Place,  the  Thames 
Embankment,  the  front  of  Buckingham 
Palace,  Belgrave  Square,  Begent  Street, 
or  Co  vent    Garden  Market.     This  so- 
called  right  is  not  a  right  known  to  the 
law   at  all.      But,    as  the    right  hon. 
Gentleman    the    Home    Secretary    ex- 
pressed    it,     acquiescence    in    an  un- 
licensed user  by  a  certain  number  of 
the    public,    in    contravention    of    the 
public     rights,      may    be      permitted 
as  long  as  no  evil  consequences    are 
likely    to     follow  ;      but    when    the 
Executive  find  that  the  result  is  to  in- 
volve   any  section    of   the    public    in 
danger,  or  to  tend  to  the  public  incon- 
venience,    it     is     the    duty     of    the 
Executive  to  step  in  and  put  an  end  to 
that  which    has    been   previously    ac- 
quiesced in.     Now,  may  I  say  that  the 
only  thing  that  has  infused  life  into  the 
debate  has  been  the  want  of  harmony 
among  Members  of  the  Opposition  ?    I 
cannot  join  in  attributing  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  the 
unworthy  motive  of  desiring  to  reinstate 
himself  in  public  favour.     But  still  it 
is  a  Uttle  strange  that  the  debate  should 


have  occurred  just  after  some  unfor- 
tunate discussion.  Now,  I  think  all 
will  agree  that  we  ought  not  to  bring 
political  discussion  into  the  streets. 
As  a  practical  question,  regulation 
is  futile;  for  we  could  not  limit 
the  numbers  attending  a  meeting — 
indeed,  the  hon.  Member  for  Lanark 
has  spoken  of  the  population  of  London 
warranting  the  gathering  together  of 
200,000  or  260,000  persons.  There  must 
always  be  danger  of  a  large  mob  getting 
out  of  hand,  and  where  there  is  risk  of 
danger  prevention  is  ten  thousand  times 
better  than  cure.  If  there  is  any  founda- 
tion for  the  suggestion  that  the  riot  of 
1886  was  promoted  with  the  object  of 
damaging  the  then  Gt)vemment,  surely 
that  Government  might  have  instituted 
inquiry,  if  it  was  deemed  necessary. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  en- 
deavoured to  do  their  duty,  as  previous 
Governments  have  done ;  and  I  believe 
that  no  substantial  ground  has  been 
shown  for  raising  the  question  again  on 
this  Amendment. 

*Mr,  J.  STUART  (Shoreditch,  Hox- 
ton) :  The  Attorney  General  says  that 
Trafalgar  Square  stands  on  all-fours 
with  Covent  Garden  Market  and  the 
other  places  he  mentioned.  We  do  not 
think  so.  We  conceive  there  is  enough 
in  the  peculiarities  of  Trafalgar  Square 
to  mark  it  off  for  particular  treatment  in 
this  matter.  The  Attorney  General 
speaks  of  passing  and  re-passing,  but 
it  is  ridiculous  for  anyone  to  imagine 
that  meetings  cannot  be  held  in  certain 
portions  of  Trafalgar  Square  without  in 
any  way  materially  hindering  the 
passing  and  re-passing  of  the  public. 
The  Attorney  General  also  uses  the  old 
argument  of  how  many  grains  go  to  a 
heap,  and  says  it  is  impossible  to  rege- 
late the  crowds  who  might  assemble  in 
the  Square.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  read  the  Bill  which  I 
had  the  honour  of  bring^g  in  last  year, 
he  will  see  that  it  is  left  to  those  guard- 
ing the  public  peace  to  remove  persons 
who  are  endeavouring  to  attend  a  meet- 
ing beyond  a  certain  prescribed  space. 
Now,    the    Home    Secretary    mad«    a 
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very  unwifle  Btatement  considering  the 
present      state     of      public     feeling. 
If  the  Home  Secretary  means  that  he  is 
willing  we  or  any  person  shall  have  the 
opportonity,  by  some  means  of  coUosion, 
if  I  may  use  the  word,  with  the  police,  of 
raising  the  legal  aspects  of  the  question, 
well  and  good ;  we  are  ready  to  do  that. 
But  if  he  merely   means  that  people, 
without  any  such  arrangement  or  collu- 
sion, are  to  endeavour  to  hold  such  a 
meeting  in  the  Square,  then  that  means 
simply  an  invitation  to  create  a  riot.     In 
the  present  state  of  public  feeling,  for 
any  person  to  call  a  mass  of  people  to- 
gether to  endeavour  to  carry  out  such  a 
Buggostion,  to  take  up  what  seemed  to 
be    the    challenge   of   the   rieht  hon. 
Gentleman,  would  be  to  bring  the  people 
into  conflict  with  the  police,  and  this  is 
a    course    neither    I    or    any    other 
of  the   Liberal    Members    of  London 
can  advise.    On  the  contrary,  we  have 
stood  in  the  way  of  such  a  thing,  be- 
cause we  do   not  see  what  good  is  to 
be    gained   by    endeavouring  to  raise 
again  the  question  of  legality  in  such 
a  manner  in  the  present  state  of  feel- 
ing   among    the    people    and    at    the 
Home  Office  because  a  test  case,  free 
from  the  complications  of  an  unlawful 
meeting,  coula  not    be  obtained.    Our 
demand    is    a    very  simple    one.     In 
the  name  of  a  great  number  of  very 
respectable  men,  we  want,  first,  to  have, 
if    possible,    some   opportunity    of    a 
peaceable   kind  of  ootaining   a  legal 
decision  on  the  matter;  in  the  second 
place,  we  want  not  so   much  that  the 
right  of  meeting  in  Trafalgar  Square 
shall  be  declared  as  that  the  right  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Police  to  prevent 
such    meetings   by    perpetual    decree 
shall  be  declared   not  to   exist.    That 
is  the  real  question  in  the  matter,  but 
you     go     off     into     the     right     of 
public    meeting,    and     that    is     not 
the     real     point.      We      deny     that 
the  Commissioner  has  this  right,  and 
declare  he  has  acted  illegally.    I  chal- 
lenge the  GK)vemment  to  face  that  point. 
You  say,  **  Why  do  you  not  go  to  Trafal- 
gar Square?''  amd  some  of  the  more 
eDergetio  and  less  thoughtful  among  us 
would  do  so.    We  reply,  **  Simply  be- 
cause  we  do  not  desire  to  hurry  the 
people  of  the  Metropolis  into  violence 
and  possible  bloodshed.'*    The  Govern- 
ment and  the  Home  Office  have  much 
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to  answer  for  in  disturbing  the  peace, 
and  not  allowing  this  matter  to  be  con- 
cluded.   We  do  not  wish  to  have  our 
meetings  interfered  with  by  order  of  the 
police.    Let  them  be  prohibited  by  order 
of  the  House,  or  let  them  be  permitted 
under  proper  reg^ations — we  have  no- 
thing to  reproach  ourselves  in  making 
that  proposition.    The  Attorney  Ghinenl 
says  there  is  no  ground  for  re-openinff 
this    question ;    and    I    say  —  and   I 
speak,  I  believe,  for  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolitan  Members  on  this  aide— 
that  we  shall  re-open  it  on  every  poeaible 
occasion,  and  diail  continue  to  re-open 
it  until  we  get  the  decision  we  are  asking 
for.    I  am  rather  surprised — and  I  am 
sure  it  will  be  remarked — that  no  London 
Tory  Member  has  spoken  in  thia  debate. 
We  had  the  action  of  the  Gk>vemmmit 
supported  by    the    hon.    Member   ha 
Beading,  but  no  Metropolitan  Member 
has  g^ven  them  support.    But  I  did  not 
rise  to  prolong  this  discussion  farther, 
but  to  state  distinctly  what  our  poaition 
is.    I  can  speak  with  the  author!^  of  all 
the  London  Liberal  Members,  anddeeire 
to  point  out  that  our  action  is  taken  upon 
the  principle  that  has  animated  na  all 
through — the    desire  that   the  people 
should  not  lose  any  cherished  right  we 
and  they  believe  they  have ;  and  that  no 
false  rights — ^illegitimate  rights  if  I  may 
uae  the  en>reesion — shall    be  claimed 
or  exercised  by  the  Chief  Oommiaaioner 
of  Police  in  Uie  Metropolia ;    but  that 
this  matter  shall  be  put  by  the  Oovem- 
ment,  or,  if  they  like  it,  by  the  initiation 
of  a  private  Member  of  the  House  on 
some  footing,  so  that  the  prohibition  of 
these    meetings  by  the  Oommiaaioner, 
by  means  of  an  universally  applicable 
order,  shall  not  be  permitted  henceforth; 
but  that  the  right  of  meeting  shall  be 
recognized  under   proper    regulationa. 
We  shall  go  to  a  Division  on  tlua  matter, 
and  we  shall  raise  it  again  whenever  we 
shall  get  an  opportunity,  and  urge  with 
all  the  force  we  can  the  same  argument 
we  have  urged  to  night,  and  with,  I 
hope,  some  endeavour  on  the  part  of  the 
other  side  to  meet  those  arguments  a 
little  better  than  they  have  to-night. 
♦Me.   CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) : 
My  hon.  Friend  has  clearly  stated  my 
views,  but  I,   in  common    with   other 
Metropolitan  Members,  must  ezpreaa  my 
deep    regret    at    the     attitude      Her 
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Majesty's  Gbvemment  have  taken  up 
on  this  matter.  The  Oovemment  does 
not  seem  to  appreciate  the  fact  that  it  is 
a  most  serious  question  to  be  dealt  with 
immediately  in  a  serious,  practical  way. 
The  Home  Secretary  has  taunted  Liberal 
Members  for  London  with  haying  headed 
processions,  and  with  having  done  many 
things  that  they  really  have  not  done  ; 
the  fact  being  that  it  is  due  to  those 
Members  that  further  disaster  has  not 
arisen  with  regard  to  this  matter. 
The  Home  Secretary  refuses  every  pro- 
posal in  the  direction  of  peace,  and  all 
the  comfort  we  get  from  him  is  prac- 
tically a  challenge  to  hold  another  meet- 
ing in  order  to  obtain  a  legal  decision.  It 
is  clear  from  to-night's  discussion  that 
lawyers  disagree,  and  I,  as  a  layman, 
say,  considering  the  serious  nature  of  the 
question  to  be  dealt  with,  the  Govern- 
ment should  afford  facilitiee  for  ob- 
taining a  judicial  decision.  In 
times  past  a  former  Tory  GK>vem- 
ment  told  the  people  that  Trafalgar 
Square  was  the  proper  place  for  them  to 
hold  public  meetings,  and  I  believe  I 
am  correct  in  saying  that,  in  days 
gone  by,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  him- 
self addressed  a  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square.  To-night  we  find  legal  opinion 
in  conflict,  and  Her  Majesty^s  GK>vem- 
ment  refuse  to  advance  one  step  towards 
arriving  at  an  authoritative  decision.  I 
fear  what  may  result  from  this  indis- 
cretion ;  but  I  hope  the  Oovemment,  on 
reflection,  will  see  their  way  to  some 
action  which  will  allay  the  bad  feeling 
that  has  been  excited .  I  must  express  my 
regret  that  no  London  Tory  Member  has 
spoken.  Surely  they  are  as  much  in- 
terested as  the  Libeitd  Members  are  in 
the  peace  and  order  of  the  Metroj^lis. 
The  Home  Secretary  has  said  the  citizens 
of  London  are  a  law-abiding  people,  and 
so  we  wish  them  to  remain.  I  am  sorry 
our  Conservative  colleagues  do  not  see 
their  way  to  assist  us  by  joining  in  the 
debate. 

Question  put,    ''That  the  proposed 
words  be  inserted." 

The  House  divided  :~Ayes  109 ;  Noes 
188  :  Majority  79.— (Div.  list,  No.  4.) 
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Main  Question  ag^in  proposed. 

Mb.  OUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.) :  I  could  have  wished 
that  I  had  not  been  tied  to  time  on  the 
important  subject  with  which  I  am  about 
to  deal.  I  should  also  have  liked,  had 
it  been  possible,  to  have  moved  my 
Amendment  in  its  original  form.  As 
however,  it  was  not  allowed  to  stand,  I 
wish  to  express  my  gratitude  to  you, 
Sir,  for  allowing  me  to  raise,  however 
imperfectly,  a  subject  of  such  deep  im- 
portance to  many  of  our  fellow-country- 
men. I  feel  that  at  half-past  11 
o'clock  at  night,  with  only  half-an-hour 
before  me,  it  is  little  use  to  expect  to  be 
able  to  lay  my  case  before  the  House  in 
the  way  I  should  have  liked.  To  many,no 
doubt,  the  question  of  the  condition  of 
the  working  classes  will  appear  a  matter 
hardly  worthy  of  discussion  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  or  hardly  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  House  of  Commons  to  dis- 
cuss; but  I  am  bound  to  express  my 
strong  disagreement  with  any  such  view. 
No  one  will  deny  that  in  the  midst  of 
the  great  wealth  of  this  country  there 
exists  concurrently  the  deepest  and  most 
intense  misery.  It  does  not  need  any 
statement  from  me  to  prove  to  the 
House  the  existence  of  great  distress 
amongst  the  working  classes,  distress 
rendered  all  the  keener  by  the  spec- 
tacle of  the  riches  of  many  of  our  more 
favoured  countrymen.  The  measures 
promised  in  the  Queen's  Speech  have 
been  referred  to.  Well,  I  have  read  the 
Queen's  Speech,  but  I  fail  to  find  in  it 
any  promise  of  legislation  on  the  subject 
of  the  condition  of  the  working  classes. 
If  we  are  not  to  have  legislation  from 
the  Government  on  this  subject,  how  are 
we  to  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
these  matters  ?  Private  Members  have 
no  chance  in  obtaining  a  place  in  the 
ballot  for  it.  In  the  past  private  Mem- 
bers have  always  been  able  to  raise 
questionB  of  this  sort,  and  I  do  not  think 
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anyone  wishes  the  functions  of  private  I  cial  and  otherwise ;  but  to  those  whose 


Members  to  be  reduced  to  those  fulfilled 
by  an  automatic  cigarette  machine  at  a 
railway  station.  There  are  functions 
other  than  that  of  trotting  into  the 
Lobby  to  vote  at  the  command  of  a  Whip 
or  Party  Leader.  Under  the  circum- 
stances I  think  I  am  justified  in  en- 
deavouring, even  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
evening,  to  bring  the  question  of  the 
social  condition  of  the  working  classes 
before  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  has  said,  in  a  speech  which  has 
become  historic,  that  we  are  all  now 
Socialists,  but  as  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  I  do  not  wieh  that  all 
the  discussions  on  these  questions 
should  be  left  entirely  to  Socialist 
lecturers  at  street  comers.  It  seems 
to  me  that  the  House  has  a  duty  to 
perform  in  discussing  these  interior  af- 
fairs of  the  kingdom,  affairs  relating  to 
poor  men  by  whose  labour  we  are  all 
sustained.  In  this  matter  the  House 
has  a  function  to  perform  as  important 
as  the  discussion  of  the  recent  questions 
of  Imperial  policy,  and  of  those  questions 
which,  though  perhaps  more  glittering 
and  more  alluring,  are  not  so  near  to  the 
people's  heart  as  that  I  am  now  dealing 
with.  I  see  from  the  Queen's  Speech 
that  we  are  to  spend  this  year  a  large  sum 
of  money  upon  national  defences.  I 
will  merely  express  a  wish  with  regard 
to  that,  that  after  we  have  defended  the 
nation  in  an  adequate  manner,  and 
built  ironclads  in  order  to  pull  them  to 
pieces  again  and  build  others  in  the 
course  of  a  very  i^^^  years,  some  of 
these  huge  sums  of  money  to  be  expended 
may  wander  in  the  direction  of  the 
poor.  Xo  doubt  this  question  of  na- 
tional defences  is  one  of  sujireme  im- 
portance to  the  rich.  It  is  also  of  im- 
portance to  those  who  have  a  stake  in 
the  country — to  your  landed  estate 
holders  of  £50,000  or  £60.000  a  year, 
and  to  your  great  monopolists,  commer- 
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case  I  am  anxious  to  brio^  before  the 
House,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  see  wliat  inte- 
rest can  attach  to  any  nadonal   defence 
whatever.     I   wish  to  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men   who   disagree   with    me    in    this 
matter  whether  the  lot  of  the  chain- 
maker    of    Cradley    Heath  or   of    the 
sweated    toiler    in    the    east    of    Lon- 
don,    or    of     the     Scottish      Crofter, 
or     of    the   iron -worker    in    some    of 
our  iron    factories,  could    possiblj    be 
more  miserable  under   the  role  of  the 
Prussians,    or    under  the   rale    of   the 
French,    than    it   is    now  ?     I    do   not 
think    that  they  require  any  National 
defences.     It    is  because  there   are  so 
many  men  and  women  in  this   coontiy 
who  have  nothing  at  all  .o  defend  that 
I  think  we  should  have  a  discassion  on 
their  condition.     I  suppose  it  is  useless 
to  expect  that  anything    practical  will 
result   from   this  debate,    but   still   we 
might  have  an  expression  of  sympathy 
from  this  House,   to   which  these  un- 
fortunate people  look  in  their  deepair— 
because  it  is  a  condition  of  despair  that 
is  arising  amongst  them.     According  to 
Karl  Marx,  the  working  classes  are  in 
a  desperate  condition  all  over  Curope. 
Hailway  communication,  the  tel^raph, 
and  other  modem  developments  haTO  so 
drawn   together  the  working  classes  of 
every  country,  that  for  the  purposes  of 
argument,  they  may   be  considered  as 
one    va«t    miserable   suffering    family* 
Although  considerable    advances  have 
been  made  in  some  respects,  notably  on 
the  political  side  of  the   question,    life 
has  of  late  become  more  intolerable  to 
the   working  classes  than  it  has  been 
heretofore.       Mines     are     worked     at 
greater  depths,  furnaces  have   become 
hotter,  and  altogether  more  work  is  ex- 
acted or  extorted   from  the   labouring 
classes — they  have,  so  to  speak,  to  bear 
more  pressure  to  the  square  inch  than 
was  expected  of  them  fifty  years  ago.    I 
am  not  greatly  concerned  to  prove  tli^t 
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there  has  not  been  an  advance  in  the 
social  condition  of  the  working  classes 
during  the  past  fifty  years.     What  I  am 
more    immediately   concerned    with    is 
their  condition  to-day ;    and   the   first 
reason  that  I  shall  adduce  in  support  of 
my  case  is  this,  the  constant  presence  of 
large  bodies  of  unemployed  workmen  in 
every     industrial     centre     throughout 
Europe.      Not  only  in  Liverpool,  Bir- 
mingham, Leeds,  Glasgow,  Manchester, 
Dundee,  but  in  Home  and  in  Paris,  and 
even  in  such  towns  as  Tunbridge  Wells. 
I  hold  such  a  phenomenon,  arising  at 
the  same  time    in    so    many  different 
countries,  may  fairly  be  regarded  as  an  in- 
dication that  the  commercial  system  under 
which  we  now  live  is  seriously  threa- 
tened, and  shows  symptoms  of  collapse 
It  has  been  my  unfortunate  lot  many 
times  to  speak  of  the  unemployed  in  this 
House,  and  it  has  bebn  my  misfortime, 
moreover,  never  to  have  interested  the 
House  in  their  cause.     No   doubt  the 
fault  lay  with  myself ;  I  do  not  accuse 
the    House.      I   feel    like    one  of  the 
Governors  of  Mexico  who,  when  Oharles 
the  Fifth  asked  him  what  he  most  felt 
when  he  undertook  the  office  he  held 
replied,  '*  The  sense  of  my  own  un  worthi- 
ness."   It  is  no  light  task  for  any  young 
Member  of  this  House,  standing  almost 
alone  as  I  stand,  to  come  before  this 
House  and  ask  hon.  Members  to  con* 
sider  a  question  so  vast  in  its  impor- 
tance and  so  far-reaching  as  this  of  the 
social  condition  of  the  working  classes ; 
but  I  claim  to  be  as  good  a  patriot  as 
any  of  my  colleagues,  and  I  maintain 
that  Great  Britain  has  always  been  a 
pioneer  on  all  these  questions.     I  claim 
that  we  have  made  greater  strides  to- 
wards fairly  grappling  with  this  question 
than  any  other  country  in  the  world,  not 
even   excepting   the  United  States  of 
America.     I  am  not  so  blinded  by  party 
feeling,  or  so  embittered  by  opposition, 
as  in  any  way  to  wish  that  the  credit  of 
solving    or   of    grappling    with    these 
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matters    should    rest    with    any    one 
party.      I   want    everyone    who    feels 
the    distress    existing    around    us    to 
add   his   quota  to    this    discussion.     I 
fear  I   am  too  sanguine,   but  I  must 
express   the  hope  that  we   shall  have 
some  expression  of  opinion  from  those 
who  have  grown  grey  in  the  service  of 
the  House,   and  know    what  it  is    to 
watch  the  economic  development  of  the 
working-classes  and  our  social  system 
during  the  last  30  or  40  years.     I  trust 
hon.  Members  who  disagree  with  me  will 
approach  the  question  with  no  personal 
bias  against  myself,  and,  approaching  the 
question  in  a  fair  spirit  of  inquiry,  will 
lend  me  that  assistance  which  I  should 
be  willing  to  lend  them  if  our  positions 
were  reversed.    Neither  the  Liberal  nor 
the  Conservative  Party,  so  far  as  I  have 
been     able     to     see,    have     a     policy 
upon  this  question,  and,  so  far  as  I  have 
been  able  to  perceive,  the  future  clearly 
belongs  to   those  who   have  a  policy. 
Well,  it  must  be  evident  to  everyone 
that  we  cannot  look  for  trade  to  revive 
in  the  same  proportion  as  it  has  existed 
for  the  past  25  or  30  years,  and  it  is 
evident  that  in  the  near  future  we  shall 
be  confronted  with  this  question  of  the 
unemployed.      Though     we    are     now 
passing  through    a    slightly  improved 
period  of  trade,  that  improved  period 
has    been    unable  to    absorb    all    the 
workmen    in     our     industrial    centres 
who    are    out    of    work,   and,  reason- 
ing     from      analogy,     it     does     not 
seem    to     me    that    any   improvement 
in     trade     will     ever     be     able     to 
absorb  these  people.     It  is,  therefore, 
evident,  that  we  shall  be   perpetually 
confronted  with  this  question  of  the  un- 
employed.     This  is   not     a    factitious 
question  ;  it  is  not  the  result  of  a  con- 
spiracy to    represent  a  state  of   facts 
which  does  not  exist.     Any  hon.  Mem- 
ber can  satisfy  himself  on  this  point  by 
going  to  the  Dock  Gates  in  the  East  of 
London,  and  seeing  the  crowd  of  unem- 

2  S 


1059        Addrm  in  Answer  to         {COMMONS}  the  Quern' 9  Speech. 


1060 


ployed  struggling  to  get  work.    Take 
another  instance — the  answers  received 
to  the  most  paltry  advertisements.     We 
cannot  insert  an  advertisement  for  the 
most  menial  employment   for  man  or 
woman  in  a  daily  newspaper    without 
receiving  replies  from  hundreds  of  appli- 
cants, each  ready  to  undersell  the  others, 
each  ready  to  undertake  work  on  almost 
any  terms  so  that  they  might  get  work, 
and  might  know  that  for  one  night  at 
least  they  had  a  place  to  lay  their  heads. 
I   have  said   that  I  should  wish    this 
country  and  the  House  to  endeavour  to 
find  a  remedy  for  this  state  of  things ; 
but,  before  touching  upon  the  remedies, 
it  is  incumbent  upon  me  to  endeavour  to 
show  that  distress  does  exist  in  many 
trades.  Distress,  I  maintain,  exists,  first, 
from   the  severe    competition  amongst 
not    only  the  men,  but  the  masters  ; 
and,  secondly,  from  the  uncertainty  of 
employment.     Take  the  case  of    house 
painters  employed  in  London.  Their  work 
is  uncertain,  and  for  a  large  part  of  the 
year   they  are  bound    to  remain  idle. 
They  are  employed  by  fits  and  starts, 
and  frequently  have  to  work  so  hur- 
riedly as  to  break  down  their  consti- 
tutions.    The  Amalgamated  Society  of 
Engineers  have  the  same  complaint  to 
make  with  regard  to  their  members. 
There  are  seven  or   eight  millions  of 
adult  male  workers  in  this  country,  and 
of  these  there  are  out  of  work  more  or 
less   throughout   the  United  Kingdom 
some  five  hundred  thousand.     In  Lon- 
don alone  there  are  some  forty-five  or 
fifty  thousand  men  out  of  work;    and 
these  men,  it  must  be  remembered,  are  a 
constant  danger  to  those  who  are  in  em- 
ployment, as  they  may  at  any  time  come  to 
their  employers  and  endeavour  to  under- 
sell them,  and  t£ike  the  bread  out  of  their 
mouths.     It  has  been    estimated   that 
each  workman  in  the  country  produces 
five  times  as  much  wealth  for  the  nation 
as  he  receives,  and  if  that  is  the  case  it  is 
obvious  that  the  hours  of  labour  can  be 
shortened  so  as  to  give  employment  to 
larger  numbers  of  men,  without  depriving 
any  individual  of  the  full  amount  of  his 
present  earnings.  It  passes  the  ingenuity 
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of  man  to  produce  any  scheme  which  will 
make  the  poor  richer  without  at  the  same 
time  making  the  rich  poorer,  but  it 
is  quite  clear  that  if  a  workman  pro- 
duces five  times  as  much  as  he  receives, 
his  employer  receives  more  than  he  is 
justly  entitled  to.  I  think  we  may  daim, 
therefore,  that  the  source  to  which  we 
may  look  to  relieve  the  necessities  of  the 
working  classes  and  of  the  unemployed 
is  the  profit  of  the  capitalists.  It  has 
been  said,  and  many  hon.  Members  have 
accepted  the  proposition  on  both  sides 
of  the  House,  that  rent  is  that  which 
remains  after  the  cultivator  has  been 
paid,  and  if  that  proposition  is  accepted 
with  regard  to  rent,  I  think  it  might 
fairly  be  said  that  profit  is  that 
which  remains  to  the  employer  after 
the  workman  has  obtained  a  fair 
subsistence.  I  know  that  no  side 
can  claim  a  monopoly  on  these  questions; 
but  hitherto  they  have  not  been  fairly 
debated  at  all  from  either  side,  and  too 
many  people  have  rashly  assumed  that, 
by  attacking  them  with  a  wish  to  solve 
them,  we  may  not  only  solve  them,  but 
land  the  working  classes  in  a  far  worse 
position  than  they  ocoupj  to-day. 
Well,  I  would  wish  to  go  ■  into  the 
question  of  the  hours  of  labour.  Theie 
are  many  figures  which  I  propose  to 
refer  to  when  I  have  time,  by  which  I 
hope  to  be  enabled  to  prove  my  case. 
All  these  questions,  if  not  disoussed  in 
this  House,  transfer  themselves  to  the 
forum  of  the  streets,  where  I,  in  com- 
mon  with  the  Attorney  General  and 
Other  hon.  Gentlemen,  entertain  the 
strongest  wish  they  should  not  be 
decided.  It  may  personally  oocur  to 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  that,  if  my 
proposition  be  allowed,  you  cannot 
make  the  poor  richer  without  at  the 
same  time  making  the  rich  poorer,  you 
attack  vested  interests  and  aim  a  blow 
at  the  root  of  that  commercial  prosperity 
which  has  always  been  so  dear  to  this 
country. 

It  being  now  Twelve  of  the  dock,  the 
debate,  by  the  Eules  of  the  House,  stood 
adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minatei 
after  Twely«  o'dock. 
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The  HouBs  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
PAOTOBT  IN8PBCT0B8. 

Ub.  KNOWLES  (SaUori,  W.J  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  if  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  report  that  the  GoTerDmeat  propose 
to  appoint  forty-two  additional  Faetory 
Inspectors? 

The  under  secretary  of 
STATE  TOB  TH«  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuabt-Wobtley,  Sheffield,  I 
Hallamj :  On  behalf  of  my  right  hott. 
Friend  I  have  to  say  that  the  report  in 
^neetion  is  absolutely  without  founda- 
tion. Provision  has  been  made  in  thiD 
year's  Estimates  for  the  appointment  of 
two  additional  Inspectors,  who  will  not 
be  attached  to  any  particular  distriotr 
but  will  be  aTailabU  where  their  services 
are  required. 

BUSINESS  OP  THE  HOUSE  {QUEEN'S 
SPEECH,  MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRESS), 
Ordered,  That  theOrderforresuming; 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Queen's 
Speech,  Motion  for  an  Address,  have 
precedence  this  day  of  the  other  Orders 
of  the  Day.— { Jfr.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

ORDERS    OF   TKE    DAY. 


ADDRESS  IN  ANSWEB  TO  HER 

UAJESTT'S  HOST  GRACIOUS  SPEECH. 

ADJOmuHED    DKBATB. 

Order  read,  for  reanmintf  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Queetion  [31st  February].— 
[See  page  41.] 
VOL.  OCOXXXm.    [thibo  sbehu.] 


Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 
•Ma.  OUNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanarkshire,  N.W.) :  Sir,  I  submit 
most  respectfully  that  no  more  im- 
portant subject  can  ever  oome  before 
this  House  than  the  question  to  which 
I  drew  attention  laat  night — namely, 
the  social  condition  of  Uie  working 
classes.  I  was  endeavouring,  when 
debate  stood  adjourned,  to 
show  that  the  uncertainty  of  employ- 
ment and  the  long  hours  of  work 
are  the  causes  of  the  distress  which  now 
exists  among  all  seotions  of  the  working 
classes  of  this  country,  and  that  almost 
every  trade  in  England  woi^s  ezoessive 
hours.  I  was  abo  endeaTouring  to 
prove  that  it  is  owing  to  these  excessive 
hours  of  labour  that  the  degradatioD 
which  exists  among  all  parts  of  tho 
oommuoity  is  to  be  attributed.  No  self- 
improvement,  moral  or  otherwise,  is  to 
be  expected  from  a  man  who  goes  from 
bed  to  the  workshop  and  from  the 
workshop  to  bed  again,  and  who  passes 
his  life  in  an  unceasing  round  of  toil 
more  fitted  for  mill-horses  than  men.  I 
propose  to  enumerate  a  few  instances  in 
support  of  my  proposition  that  the  hoars 
of  labour  are  excessive.  In  the  first 
place,  let  me  take  the  case  of  railway 
servants.  The  Railway  Stvteie  of  March 
25,  188B,  states  that  upon  the  Midland 
Railway  Company,  apon  the  Somerset 
and  Dorset  Line,  there  were  in  July, 
1886,  100  engineers  and  firemen,  35  of 
whom  had  worked  for  14  hours  a  day ; 
69,  IS  hours;  27,  16  hours;  47,  17 
hours ;  and  9  in  which  they  had  worked 
for  18  hours  a  day.  In  January,  1887, 
the  same  Company  had  in  their  employ- 
ment 102  engineers  and  firemen,  119  of 
whom  had  worked  for  13  hours  a  day  ; 
184,  14  hours;  104,  15  hours;  64,    16 
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hours;  22,  17  hours;  and  2,  18  hours 
per  day.  They  had  also  in  their  employ- 
ment 93  signalmen,  and  during  the 
laonths  of  July,  1886,  and  January, 
1 887,  there  were  644  cases  in  which  a 
man  had  worked  for  17  hours  a  day. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  profits 
of  the  railwaycompanies  have  been  going 
up,  and  that  the  public,  in  a 
large  degree,  commit  their  safety  to  men 
who  are  employed  for  these  fabulous 
number  of  hours  ;  is  it  possible  to  say 
that  social  distress  and  pressure  do  not 
exist  among  men  who  are  obliged  to 
accept  employment  of  this  nature  ?  I 
think  it  is  quite  time  that  the  House 
of  Commons  should  endeavour  to  do 
something  to  place  these  men  on  a 
footing  in  which  they  may  be  able  to 
earn  a  subsistence  for  themselves,  and 
support  their  wives  and  families  without 
working  for  a  number  of  hours  which 
seems  almost  incredible  to  us  who  do  no 
manual  labour  at  all.  From  a  Ketum 
furnished  to  Parliament  on  the  motion 
of  Lord  DeLa  Warr  in  reference  to  the 
same  period  —  January  1886,  and 
January  1887 — I  find  that  there  were 
6,561  cases  of  passenger  guards  who 
were  employed  for  13  hours  a  day; 
4,646  for  14  hours ;  2,210  for  15  hours; 
840  for  16  hours ;  356  for  17  hours,  and 
348  for  18  hours.  I  do  not  know 
whether  any  hon.  Member  would  like  to 
commit  his  safety  to  a  railway  guard 
who  had  been  18  hours  on  duty.  Then, 
I  would  ask,  may  not  that  be  fairly 
called  a  case  of  social  distress  among 
the  working  classes?  I  may  say, 
generally,  that  the  hours  of  employment 
of  goods  guards,  drivers,  and  firemen 
are  in  the  same  ratio.  Signalmen,  how- 
ever, seem  greatly  to  exceed  any  other 
class  of  railway  servants  in  the  hours  in 
which  they  are  employed,  for  I  find  no 
less  than  716  instances  in  which  they 
were  employed  for  18  hours  a  day. 
When  eo  many  Members  of  this 
House  are  large  owners  of  rail- 
way shares  and  railway  directors, 
and  when  a  percentage  of  their  number 
directly  represent  the  working  classes. 
I  must  say  that  if  these  figures  are 
correct — and  I  presume  they  are,  seeing 
that  they  are  contained  in  a  Govern- 
ment Heturn. — there  is  a  strong  and 
most  indisputable  proof  that  the  social 
condition  of  the  working  classes  requires 
the  immediate  attention  of  this  House, 
constituting  as  it  does  at  this  moment  a 
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grave  social  scandal.  Upon  the Oheshirs 
Kailway  some  passenger  trains  are 
worked  for  17  hours  a  day,  some  of  the 
men  employed  upon  it  working  for  only 
8  hours  on  the  following  day,  bat  it  is  t 
glaring  fact  that  many  engine  driven 
and  firemen  on  the  line  are  employed 
for  17  hours  a  day,  goods  trains  for 
16  hours,  and  in  order  to  reduce  tiie 
hours  of  work  the  men  are  taken  eff  tat 
one  night  per  week.  This,  however, 
does  not  compensate  them,  nor  lessen  the 
danger  of  16  hours'  constant  employ- 
ment. These  figures  I  give  upon  tbs 
authority  of  Mr.  E.  Harford,  the  Seoe- 
tary  of  the  Hallway  Company's  servants, 
who,  although  he  may  be  prejudiced  in 
favour  of  the  men  he  represents,  is  t 
man  of  strict  honour  and  integrity,  and 
nobody  will  dispute  the  accuracy  of  his 
statement.  In  regard  to  some  good's 
trains  which  are  only  run  for  nine  nooxs 
and  50  minutes,  those  hours  are  notcon- 
sideredsufficientfor  a  day's  work,  and  the 
men  have  to  work  a  small  special  trip  in 
addition.  Upon  some  railways  in  the 
month  of  December  last,  one  week's 
work  was  as  follows :  1 4  hours  for  guards ; 
1 3^  hours  for  good's  guards ;  and  from 
14  to  16^  hours  for  signalmen  and 
foremen.  I  find  that  in  the  well-known 
salt  works  in  Cheshire  belong^ing  to 
Messrs.  Brunner  the  working  hours  are 
12,  and  during  the  greater  portion  of 
the  time  the  men  are  stewing  over  pots 
of  chemicals  in  which  the  salt  is  manu- 
factured. And  yet  the  public  prints 
inform  us  that  the  profits  of  this  Com- 
pany amount  to  no  less  than  50  per 
cent,  and  that  the  rate  of  wages  is  abont 
3fd.  per  hour  for  a  day  of  l2  hours. 
You  may  talk  about  slavery;  your 
philanthropic  Cardinals  may  move  the 
bowels  of  fashionable  congregations 
about  the  slavery  which  exists  in  Cen- 
tral Africa,  but  I  maintain  that  we  have 
as  great  white  British  slavery  in 
Cheshire  as  they  have  in  any  portion  of 
Africa  or  the  East.  Let  me  turn  ibr  a 
moment  to  the  profits  made  out  of 
women  not  six  miles  from  this  House, 
by  Messrs.  Bryant  and  May.  This  case, 
through  the  heroic  exertions  of  one 
woman,  and  a  poor  woman  too,  has 
been  prominently  brought  before  the 
country,  and  I  find  that  the  last  de- 
clared dividend  of  Messrs.  Bryant  and 
May  was  1 7  per  cent.  I  do  not  assert 
this  on  my  own  responsibility,  but  I 
take  it  from  the  published  share  list  of 
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the  company.  I  find  that  the  average 
working  day  of  the  women  employed  by 
this  company  is  11  hours,  and  that 
those  who  make  what  is  called  good 
wages  may  earn  from  7s.  to  8s.  6d.  per 
week.  I  want  to  know  how  it  is  that 
there  has  been  no  interest  aroused  in 
this  House  upon  these  Questions,  and 
that  when  we  have  had  deputations 
from  Messrs.  Bryant  and  May's  work- 
people and  others,  their  representa- 
tions have  attracted  so  little  attention  ? 
I  attribute  it  to  the  fact  that  hon. 
Members  in  this  House  hold  shares  in 
these  businesses,  and  that  naturally  they 
do  not  wish  to  exhibit  sympathy  with 
cases  of  this  kind,  because  they  make 
their  own  profits  out  of  them.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  is  all  a  case  of  profit- 
moDgeriog ;  but  I  assert,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  those  who  hold  shares 
in  the  two  businesses  I  have  mentioned 
do  so  with  their  eyes  fully  open,  and 
know  quite  well  the  conditions  under 
which  the  employes  work.  Let  me 
turn  now  to  the  omnibus  and  tramway 
servants  in  Liverpool  and  London  ;  12}, 
14},  and  even  16}  hours  are  not  an  un- 
common working  day  to  find  among  this 
class  of  men,  and  yet  we  are  told  that 
the  dividends  of  some  of  these  companies 
amount  to  14}  and  15  per  cent.  There, 
again,  J  say  that  the  hours  of  labour 
amount  to  a  social  scandal,  and  I  believe 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  horses  employed  are 
better  cared  for  in  this  Christian  country 
than  a  Christian  Englishman.  There 
are  hundreds  and  thousands  of  men  who 
are  willing  to  work  but  who  cannot  get 
work  at  any  price  whatever,  owing  to 
what  I  can  only  call  the  greed  for  profit 
exhibited  by  most  of  these  companies. 
It  would  be  invidious  to  g^  at  length  into 
the  evidence  now  being  given  before  a 
Committee  in  the  House  of  Lords,  but 
without  referring  to  ex  parte  statements 
by  Eadieals  or  Socialists,  or  even  phil-  | 
anthropists,  I  would  quote  the  cut  and  , 
dried  testimony  of  Mr.  Burnett,  one  | 
of  the  Government  Lispecton.  Mr.  j 
Burnett,  speaking  of  the  nail  and 
chain  makers  of  Cradley  Heath  in 
South  Staffordshire  and  "EsLBi  Wor- 
cestershire, says  that  for  150  years  it  has 
been  wretched  in  the  extreme.  Yet 
although  it  has  been  known  for  so  long 
a  period,  no  single  effort  has  been  made 
by  Parliament  to  ameliorate  it.  The 
industries  at  which  they  work  are  a  sort 
of  survival  of  an  older  industry,  and 


is  carried  on  in  domestic  workshops 
rather  than  in  a  faotory.  Mr.  Burnett 
reports  that  in  the  first  house  he  visited 
he  found  a  poor  woman  of  50  so  thin 
and  worn  that  she  looked  ten  years 
older.  She  was  making  small  rive^,  of 
which,  if  she  worked  hard,  she  could 
make  one  hundredweight  a  week,  for 
which  she  ffot  5s.  6d.,  but  out  of  that 
sum  she  had  to  find  coals  and  pay  shop 
rent.  She  was  burdened  with  a  para- 
lytic daughter,  for  whom  the  parish 
allowed  her  2s.  fid.  a  week.  At  Spring- 
hall,  in  the  centre  of  the  nail  trade,  Mr. 
Burnett  says  there  is  a  collection  of  rude 
shops,  called  by  courtesy  a  factory,  where 
men  and  women  are  closely  packed.  A 
man  and  his  wife  can  turn  out  15  owt. 
per  week,  for  which  they  get  Is.  per 
owt.  When  he  visited  this  place  Mr. 
Burnett  found  one  woman,  although  the 
weather  was  cold,  in  a  state  of  intense 
perspiration,  while  from  an  overcrowded 
pigsty  outside  the  window  came  odours 
so  foul  that  he  was  glad  to  make  his 
escape  from  the  shop.  The  man  worked 
from  six  in  the  morning  until  ten  at 
night ;  but  the  woman,  being  protected 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  left  off  at  seven. 
How  this  woman  must  bless  the  Parlia- 
ment which  has  prevented  her  from  con- 
tinuing at  the  anvU  until  nine  o'clock  at 
night. 

An  hon.  Mbmbsb  :   What  is  the  date 
of  that  Keport  ? 

♦Mb.  C.  GRAHAM:  November  9th, 
1888.  Mr.  Burnett  speaks  of  the  sani- 
tary accommodation  as  being  of  the 
rudest  description;  the  drinking  wate 
being  taken,  until  within  a  few  weeks 
ago,  from  a  pump  situated  in  the 
middle  of  a  yard,  into  the  well  of  which 
all  the  surface- sewage  was  supposed  to 
drain.  Yet  the  rents  in  this  favoured 
district  are  high,  ranging  from  3si  to 
4s.  a  week,  not  for  houses  in  the  or- 
dinary sense  of  the  word,  but  for  little 
pigsties,  the  largest  room  of  which  is 
hardly  as  large  as  the  Table  upon  the 
floor  of  this  House.  In  the  principal 
room  the  cooking,  washing,  and  every 
domestic  operation  has  to  be  carried 
out,  while  the  kitchen  communicates 
directly  with  the  workshop,  into  which 
all  the  fumes  generated  by  the  constant 
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U86  of  inferior  fuel  find  their  way. 
I  have  odier  instances  here  of  girls 
working  long  hoars  daily  for  wag^  of 
4s.  and  5s.  a  week,  and  I  do  submit  that 
the  oondition  of  the  working  people  in 
this  particular  part  of  the  country  is 
such  as  demands  the  immediate  atten- 
tion of  the  Gbvemment.  I  do  not  seek 
to  place  any  heroic  remedies  before  the 
House,  all  I  have  sought  to  do  has  been 
to  draw  the  attention  of  hon.  Members 
to  hard  facts  gathered  from  the  Beport 
of  a  Oovernment  Inspector,  and  I  may 
add  that  if  hon.  Members  desire  any 
confirmation  they  have  only  to  go  and 
listen  to  the  evidence  being  given  at  this 
moment  before  the  Lords  Committee  on 
Sweating.  I  think  no  hon.  Gentleman 
will  deny  my  proposition  that  the  best 
way  to  civilize  these  people,  to  bring 
them  into  touch  with  humanity,  to  make 
them  feel  that  they  are  units  of  our 
society,  and  to  make  them  realize  that 

somebody  cares  for  them  would  be  to 
endeavour  to  shorten  their  hours  of 
labour,  so  that  they  may  improvef  their 
minds,  raise  themselves  in  the  social 
scale,  and  obtain  the  necessary  spirit  to 
enable  them  to  combine  and  revolt  against 
the  present  state  of  affairs.  Nails,  as  you 
know.  Sir,  lend  themselves  to  be  knocked 
on  the  head,  and  these  unfortunate 
people  having  had  all  the  spirit  crushed 
out  of  them  as  effectually  as  all  gaseous 
matter  is  crashed  out  of  the  piece  of  iron 
by  the  process  through  which  it  passes 
when  being  converted  into  nails,  have 
no  thought  of  rebellioa  whatever ;  they 
even  fail  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  now  afforded  them  of  laying 
their  case  before  the  public,  and  they 
continue  to  bring  new  generations  into 
the  world  to  pass  through  a  lot  as 
miserable  as  their  own.  Now,  I  think 
that  the  first  reform  we  can  introduce 
is  to  shorten  their  hours  of  labour.  The 
question  will  be  asked — Can  this  be 
done  without  reducing  their  wages?  I 
say  it  can  be  done.  Much  has 
been  accomplished  in  the  past  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  working 
classes  ?  Why  did  we  pass  the  Fastory 
Acts  ?  Was  it  because  the  people  for 
whom  we  were  legislating  were  women 
and  children,  or   was  it  because  they 
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were  weak  and  unable  to  protect  them- 
selves?   Have  any   benefits  been  de- 
rived from  the  passing  of  theee  Faetoiy 
Acts?    Let   hon.  Members    remember 
what  before  they  were  passed  happened 
in  the  mines  of  Scotland — in   Luiaxk* 
shire  for  instance.    Do  they  forget  how^ 
boys  of   tender  years  were  hamoeooJ 
like  ponies  to  coal  trucks,  and  all  day 
long  were  running  upon  their  hands  anif 
knees  drawing  these  trucks  for  a  paltij 
wage  ?    Surely   it    is    a    matter    for 
congratulation    that    such  a    state   of 
affairs  has  passed  away?    Is  it  not  a> 
good  thing  that  long  hours  have  been 
done  away  with  in  many  factories  and 
workshops  ?    Then  ought  we  not — ^hav- 
ing  seen  the  benefit  of  this  legislation — 
to  extend  those  benefits  to  other  claaooe 
of  workpeople  whose  oondition  can  only 
be  described  as  lamentable  and  as  a. 
social  menace  ?    It  is  a  social  menaoe, 
for  when  men  have  no  property  of  their 
own  to  defend  they  are  ever  ready  to- 
attack  that  of  other  people.  The  present 
condition  of  these  people  cannot  oon* 
tinue    for    ever,    and    I   wish  to    see- 
wise  legislation   on  the   part  of  tide 
House.    I  wish  to  see  an  extension  of 
the  most  precious  boon  men  can  give  one 
another — namely,  sympathy.   It  may  be- 
said  that  there  is  no  demand  on  the  part 
of  the  working  classes  for  intervention 
with  regard  to  the  hours  of  labour.  >  My^ 
reply  is  that  it  is  our  duty  to  stir  up  and 
form  public  opinion.    I  believe  that  not 
ten  per  cent  of  the  working  classes  of 
this  country  are  organized  or  belong  to 
Trades  Unions.    I  am  not  depreciating' 
the  value  of  the  work  accomplished  bjr 
these  Unions;   I  fully  value  the  self- 
sacrifice  of  the  promoters,  but  np  to  the- 
present  they  have  been  unable  to  secure 
the    shortening    of     the      hours      of 
labour,  without  which,  in  my  opinion. 
Government  cannot  hope  to  deal  with 
causes  of  social  distress  and  with  the^ 
presence  of    unemployed  working  men 
in  our  cities.    It  is  said  that  there  is  no- 
demand  for  a  shorter  working  day.    My 
reply  is  to  point  to  the  Bill,  having  that 
object  which  I  have  brought  in  at   the  • 
instance  of  some  thousands  of  Scotch 
miners.     Hemember  that  the  working 
classes,  owing  to  the  expense  of  elec- 
tions, are  not  able  to  send  such  repre- 
sentatives to  the  House  as  they  desire, 
but  I  believe  that  when  they  do  get  that 
opportunity  there  will  be  an  overwheloi* 
ing    expression  of    opinion   in    favour- 
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■hoiteniog  tha  working  day. 
I  Admit  that  tfa«  question  of 
/onign  Domp«titioit  migtit  prora  a 
moet  eerioui  difficult;  m  the  way  of 
shorter  hours  of  labour ;  but  it  would 
not  be  an  insuperable  obstacle.  Where 
-are  the  wages  highest  F  In  Oermany, 
where  the  hooia  are  long,  or  in  England, 
where,  as  oompared  with  Qermanjr,  they 
«re  short?  It  will  be  found  that  tbe 
wages  are  oonsiderablj  higher  in 
England.  The  better  paid  man  who 
"wo^B  the  shorter  number  of  hours  is 
.able  to  turn  out  a  better  article  than 
the  ill-paid  man  working  long  hours  at 
etarration  wages  for  a  very  small  sub- 
sistence. I  have  an  eztraot  here  from 
^e  Bureau  of  labour  Statistics  for  the 
State  of  Connecticut.  Professor  Hadley 
in  it  says  that  a  good  workman  de- 
nres  aod  seeds  short  hours  far  more 
than  a  bad  workman,  for  he  will  do 
better  work  in  a  shorter  time.  In 
Kusda  the  working  day  is  12  hours,  in 


"  The  poor  carpAuten,  nailsn,  snutha,  and 
driven,  who,  for  our  behoof  snd  for  oar  pro&t, 
eodure  the  rage  of  veftther  tmd  Buffer  the  eon- 
finsnLent  of  the  workahop  and  the  mme." 

When  these  questions  cease  to  interest 
the  House,  then  the  Houae  itself  should 
oease  to  exist.  I  am  opposed  to  all 
monopoly;  hitherto,  in  this  House,  I 
have  practically  had  a  monopoly  of  the 
question  of  the  unemployed.  Now,  I 
wish  to  destroy  that  monopoly,  and  I 
feel  oonfideut  that  in  the  future  it  will 
secure  increased  atttention  at  the  bands 
of  tbe  House.  I  ask  hon.  Members, 
therefore,  if  it  would  not  be  easier  to 
try  and  deal  with  the  problem  now,  when 
all  is  peace  and  quiet,  than  to  be  forced 
later  on  to  deal  with  it,  at  a  time,  per- 
haps, when  a  cycle  of  years  of  bad  trade 
wiU  have  filled  our  pariah  yards  with 
crowds  of  hunger-stricken  men,  demand- 
ipg  bread  and  work  f    Let  me  tell  hon. 


Germany  and  Frfmoell^d  in  England  I  Members  that  should  such  a  day  un- 
9,  yet  the  Enghsh  workman  does  more  |  fortunately  come,  and  should  one  of 
'~  9  hours  than  the  Bussian  in  12.    I   }.),„„   trv  i 


have  yet  to  learn  that  there  is  not  suf- 
ficient ingenuity  in  this  House  to  secure 
a  simultaneous  reduction  of  the  hours 
of  labour  in  all  the  industrial  oentres 
of  Europe.  Let  us  take  another  point 
showing  that  shorter  hours  bring  in- 
creased wages  in  their  wake.  During 
the  years  from  1B50  to  1885,  in 
-Germany,  where  the  hours  of  labour 
were  75  a  week,  the  weekly  increase 
of  wages  waa  6s.  3d.  ;  in  France 
with  73  hours,  tbe  increase  waa  Os.  9d., 
and  in  England,  with  60  hours,  the  in- 
crease was  Ss.  9d.  These  figures  tend 
to  prove  indisputahly  that  a  reduction 
in  tne  hours  of  labour  does  not  inevitably 
carry  with  it  as  a  neoeesary  corollary  a 
leduotion  of  the  rate  of  wages.   Wa^ee  in 


them  try  to  disperse  the  orowds  of 
hungry  men  by  force,  it  would  be  better 
that  a  millstone  be  bunground  his  neck, 
and  that  he  be  cait  into  the  sea.  As 
long  as  I  have  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
this  House  I  shall  oontinue  to  press 
this  question,  and  if  I  succeed  in 
awakening  the  public  oonscienoe  on 
this  matter  I  ehall  feel  that  I  have  my 
reward.  I  do  want  to  see  an  end  put 
to  this  pestilent  lack  of  sympauiy. 
Perhaps  I  personally  attach  too  mndi 
importance  to  this  matter;  bat  let 
hon.  Hembere  remember  that  I  came 
into  this  House,  not  from  the  merchant's 
office  or  the  lawyer's  court,  but  strught 
&om  the  prairies  of  America,  where 
want  is  n^nown,  so  that  the  sight  of 
such  misery  as  exists  in  London  was 


theAmeriMn  Union  are  invariabljhighor  brought  home  to  my  mind  with  excep- 
in  those  States  in  which  shorter  hours  tionJforoe.  I  ask  the  House,  if  it  wfll 
olworkprwail.    In  the  State  of  Maine,    do  nothing  else,  to  at  least  extend  its 


with  an  average  rf  62J  hours  per  week,  .  «nip.thy  to  these  people.      They  can 
the  average  working  wage  u  28s.  2d. ;    <Av«  it  ch^r^U.  nn^  it  n>«v  a«rvn  b> 
.ampahire  the  hoars  numbev 


the  averue  working  wage  is  '. 
in  New  Hampahire  theiumrs 
46(,  and  the  wage  averages  29a.  lOd. . 
in  Connecticut,  with  65  hours,  Uie  wages 
are  31s.  lid.,  and  in  HaMaohusetts, 
with  60  houza,  the  avera^  wage  is 
S3s.  4d.  I  know  that  this  is  not  an 
mlluring  subjeot ;  I  regret  it  is  not 
looked  upon  aa  one  of  general  interest, 
but  I  submit,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  the 
•duty  of  the  Hoom  to  attend  to  the 


supposed  to  deliberate  that  their  alEurs 
sometimes  oocnpy  our  attention. 

Ma.O.A.V.  OONTBEABE  (Corn- 
wall, Camborne) :  I  can  only  say,  in 
supporting  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  that  whatever  may  be  the  result 
of  the  Division  which  will  probably 
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conclude  this  debate,  the  few  hours  which 
have  been  spent  in  discussing  this 
important  subject  will  not  have  been 
thrown  away ;  because,  even  if  the 
Government  do  not  see  their  way  to 
expressing  much  sympathy  with  us,  and 
fail  even  to  suggest  a  remedy  for  the 
distress  to  which  we  are  giving  expres- 
sion, yet  by  the  ventilation  of  the  sub- 
ject in  the  face  of  public  opinion  we  may 
hope  to  have  done  some  little  good  for  the 
cause  which  we  have  at  heart,  for  we  may 
thereby  hope  to  have  aroused  the  public 
conscience.  I  may  remark  that  this  sub- 
ject has  for  the  last  few  years  been  con- 
stantly debated  at  Congresses  and  at 
meetings  of  scientific  societies ;  but  this 
is,  I  believe,  the  first  time  we  have  had 
a  set  debate  upon  it  in  this  House. 
Now  on  this  question  the  eminent  statis- 
tician, Mr.  Bobert  Oiffen,  speaks  in  the 
strongest  terms,  and  his  language 
should  be  taken  seriously  to  heart.  He 
says  that  no  one  can  contemplate  the 
present  condition  of  the  masses  without 
desiring  something  like  a  revolution  for 
the  better.  We  are  anxious  to  see  a  re- 
volution for  the  better,  and  we  are 
anxious  to  see  it  take  the  form  of  a 
peaceable  and  Constitutional  revolution^ 
We  only  ask  those  who  scoff  at  us  for 
insisting  on  the  importance  of  this  ques- 
tion to  turn  to  the  pages  of  history,  and 
consider  how  the  negligence  of  Bulers  in 
past  times  has  prevented  such  peaceable 
revolutions  for  the  better,  and  has 
caused  revolutions  of  a  graver  kind  to 
be  substituted  for  them.  We  fortu- 
nately, in  this  country,  have  never  seen 
revolutions  of  the  worst  type,  nor  do  we 
wish  to ;  but  human  nature  is  human 
nature  all  the  world  over.    We  shall 

soon  be  celebrating  the  centenary  of  the 
French  Eevolution  of  1789;  is  it  not, 
then,  a  season  when  our  minds 
may  be  usefully  turned  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  causes  of  the  distress 
of  the  people  ?  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
proposition  which  I  desire  to  empha- 
size and  to  give  some  facts  in  proof  of  is, 
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not  that  the  people  of  this  countiy  ar 
worse  off  than  they  have  been  in  the  past* 
for  we  may  congratulate  ourselves  that 
partly  owing  to  the  Hepeal  of  the  Com 
Laws  and  the  enormous  expansion  of 
our  national  commerce  since  the  year 
1846,  and  especially  in  consequence  of 
the  passing  of  the  Factory  Acts  and 
other  measures,  the  condition  of  the- 
people,  so  far  as  their  wage-earning 
capacity  is  concerned,  is  probably  better 
than  in  past  times.  But  the  fact  which 
I  wish  to  emphasize  is,  that  while  the 
wealth  and  luxuries  of  the  higher  classes 
in  the  country  have  increased,  the  wealth 
and  comfort  and  the  general  physical  and 
moral  condition  of  those  classes  who  are 
beneath  them  in  the  social  scale,  and 
upon  whose  labour  the  wealth  of  the 
upperdassesdepends,  have  not  increased 
in  anything  like  a  proper  ratio.  We 
want  to  see  established  throughout  the 
country  the  principle  of  a  fair  dlay's  wage 
for  a  fair  day's  work.  We  want  those  by 
whose  labour  all  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity are  enormously  benefited  to  be 
themselves  benefited  in  a  fair  ratio; 
and  I  contend  that  at  the  present  time 
the  workers  of  the  country  do  not 
enjoy  a  fair  share  of  the  wealth  which 
they' are  mainly  instrumental  in  creat- 
ing. In  my  own  constituency  the* 
miners  of  Cornwall  labour  eight  hours- 
a  day  for  what  I  call  the  paltry  wage  of 
less  than  £1  a  week.  The  average 
pay  in  the  Cornish  tin  mines  is  but 
18s.  a  week,  and  you  can  positively 
find  many  instances  in  Soutk  Africa 
where  even  imeducated  black  men  cas 
earn  with  the  greatest  ease  10s.,  15e.^ 
and  even  20s.  per  week.  There  must 
be  something  wrong  in  our  social  con- 
dition in  this  country  to  keep  our  people 
slaving  at  these  rates,  when  naked  natives 
in  South  Africa  can  earn  so  much  mote 
relatively.  We  often  hear  references 
to  the  increase  of  imports  and  exports, 
but  these  figures  should  not  be  taken  a» 
a  conclusive  test  of  the  improvement  in 
the  condition  of  the  people.  Hie  in* 
crease  is  due  mainly  to  the  development 
of  labour-saving  machinery,  by  meana 
of  which  the  profits  of  the  employer  and 
the  capitalist  are  enormously  increased  ^ 
and  while  large  numbers  of  people 
are  thrown  out  of  employment  by  the 
change  the  wages  of  tne  workmen  are 
lessened.  As  I^ofessor  Thorold  Bogeia 
says — 
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'*In  the  great  majority  of  oatet.the  whole 
adrantage  of  a  new  diecoyerj,  a  new  prooeM, 
and  a  new  machine  reeti  with  the  capitalist 
tmplojer." 

Until  we  sucoeed  in  disoovering  some 
way  by  which  the  profits  of  labour 
can  be  more  equally  divided  between 
labourers  and  capitalists,  we  shall  con- 
tinue to  press  the  urgency  of  this  ques- 
tion. Again,  the  discoyeryof  new  fuel- 
saving  appliances  has  brought  about  a 
great  decrease  in  the  cost  of  production, 
and  a  consequent  increase  in  the 
profits.  We  contend  that  in  almost  all 
cases  the  enormous  increase  in  the  profits 
arising  from  this  condition  of  things 
goes  into  the  pockets  of  the  capitalist, 
a  very  small  proportion  only  going  to 
improve  the  condition  of  the  labourer* 
We  must  also  recollect  that  there  has 
been  an  enormous  increase  in  the  ex- 
ports of  various  kinds  of  machinery* 
which  tends  to  enable  foreign  countries 
to  make  goods  which  we  hitherto  manu- 
factured. I  do  not  complain  of  foreign 
competition,  but  I  complain  that  these 
facts  should  be  adduced  as  reasons 
why  we  should  not  lay  such  stress  upon 
the  necessity  of  improving  the  social 
condition  of  the  people  generally.  I 
lay  stress  upon  them  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  there  is  not  a  fair  and 
equitable  distribution  of  profits  between 
employers  and  labourers,  the  latter  of 
whom  are  the  mainsprings  of  the  wealth 
produced.  I  admit  that  the  condition 
of  the  people  in  some  respects  at  the 
present  time  may  be  said,  when  com- 
pared with  that  in  olden  times,  to  be 
considerably  better ;  but  if  you  will  con- 
sider the  facts  you  will  see  bow  far  we 
are  behind  the  ideal  state  of  things  we 
ought  to  set  before  ourselves  as  the  only 
goal  which,  in  a  great  and  so-called 
civilized  country,  we  ought  to  en- 
deavour to  reach.  First  of  all, 
let  me  show  the  miserable  charac- 
ter of  the  wages  of  our  people. 
Mr.  Mulhall,  in  his  "Dictionary  of 
Statistics,"  gives  the  yearly  income  of  the 
different  classes  of  the  people  in  the 
country.  In  the  year  1883  he  estimates 
that  there  were  belonging  to  the  gentry 


class  222,000  families,  with  an  income  o 
£388,000,000,  or  an  average  of  £1,500 
per  family;  of  the  middle  class  there 
were  604,000  families,. with  an  income 
of  £241,000,000,  or  an  average  of  nearly 
£400  per  family ;  of  the  tradesmen 
class  there  were  1,220,000  families,  with 
earnings  amounting  to  £244,000,000^ 
or  an  average  of  about  £200  per  family; 
and  of  the  working  class  there  were 
4,629,000  families,  with  earnings 
amounting  to  £447,000,000,  or  an 
average  of  £96  per  family.  Now  £96 
is  not  a  very  large  sum,  even  if  it  repre- 
sented what  every  workman  might 
hope  to  get  in  the  year.  It  is,  however, 
far  from  representing  anything  like 
what  the  vast  number  of  our  people 
get.  What  were  the  facts  arrived  at  by 
a  careful  examination  by  the  Mansion 
House  Committee,  which  was  appointed 
in  March,  1885,  to  inquire  into  the 
causes  of  permanent  distress  in  London? 
The  Committee,  referring  to  the  North- 
side  Docks — not  to  the  wharves  on  either 
side — say  in  their  Beport — 

''The  number  of  casual  labourers  apply- 
ing for  work  at  these  docks  alone  usually 
averages  2,500  to  3,000  daily.  The  total 
number  of  daily  applicants  for  casual  labour 
at  all  the  docks  may  be  roughly  put  at  20,000. 
According  to  the  proportion  of  the  abovo 
figures,  there  would  be,  therefore,  from  7,000  to 
8,000  men  who,  having  no  regular  employment 
other  than  dock  labour,  daily  apply,  and  apply 
in  vain,  for  such  work.  A  slight  reduction  (say 
10  per  cent)  would  have  to  be  made  on  these 
figures,  to  allow  for  the  possibility  of  some  of 
the  men  applying  at  more  than  one  dock  on  the 
same  day.  Kegarding  the  smallnesa  of  wages, 
it  is  in  evidence  that  the  wages  of  the  casual 
dock  labourer  do  not  exceed  twelve  shillings 
per  week  on  the  average  of  the  year,  and  that 
the  earnings  of  the  unemployed,  picked  up  by 
doing  odd  jobs,  average  four  shillings  and  ten- 
pence  per  week  per  man,  this  sum  being  eked 
out  by  wife  and  children's  earnings,  charitable 
relief,  &o.  Female  labour  is  wretchedly  paid. 
In  shirt  making  (for  export)  and  similar  em- 
ployment, a  woman  gets  about  ninepence  to  a 
shilling  for  a  day's  work  of  sixteen  hours. 
There  are  hundreds  of  women  who  work  for 
three  farthings  an  hour,  and  find  their  own 
needles  and  cotton.  The  prices  include — 
shirts,  three- farthings  each;  flannel  drawers 
for  Ohelsea  Pensioners,  one  shilling  and  three- 
pence a  dozen  ;  soldiers*  leggings,  two  shillings 
a  dozen ;  and  lawn  tennis  aprons,  elaborately 
frilled,  fivepence  halfpenny  a  dozen  to  the 
**  sweater,"  the  actual  worker  getting  much 
less.  In  such  kind  of  women's  work,  however, 
the  whole  profit  does  not,  as  is  supposed,  go  to 
the  '*  sweater,"  but  finds  its  way  in  great 
measure  into  thepockets  of  the  middlemen  and 
retail  dealers.  The  public,  too,  have  often,  in 
some  degree,  the  benefit  of  these  starvation 
wages." 
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{COMMONS} 

NoWy  it  will  be  said  that  these  are  un- 
skilled labourers,  and  that  we  must  take 
skilled  labourers  if  we  wish  to  make 
out  our  case.     As  a  member  of  the 
School  Board,  I  have  to  inquire  into  the 
cases  in  which  fees  are  remitted.      I 
have  here  a  list  of  cases  in  which  the 
fees  have  been  remitted    because  the 
parents  are  out  of  work  or  have  a  very 
small  amount  of  work  to   do.     Now, 
these    parents    are  not    all    unskilled 
labourers.        There    are     bricklayersf 
printers,    polishers,     carriage-painters, 
silver-platers,       harness-makers,      and 
others.   In  making  out  our  case,  there- 
fore, we  have  not  to  rely  solely  upon  the 
position  of  unskilled   labourers.     But 
I  suppose  it  is  in  the  Black  Country  that 
we  find  the  hardest  work  and  the  lowest 
wages.      I  have  here  a  collection  of 
chains,  which  show  exactly  what  is  to 
be    made    by    the    poor     chainmaker. 
Here  is  an  ordinary  dog- chain  [chain 
produced].     The  man  who  made   this 
chain  was  paid  for  his  work  Id.    I  ask 
bon.  Members,  who,  perhaps,  are  not 
familiar  with  the  facts,  and  who,  per- 
haps, have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
visiting  the  chainmaking  district,  how 
they  would  like  to  make  this  chain  for 
the  money  f  Some  of  these  chains  I  have 
seen  made  by  women.    I  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen whether  they  think  the  wage  I 
have  mentioned  is  one  upon  which  men 
can  live  in  decency,  not  to  say  comfort  ? 
Here  is  a  chain  familiar  to  many  hon. 
Gentlemen,  being  connected  as  it  is  with 
harness ;  it  is  called  a  back  chain,  and 
for  making  it  a  man  receives  IJd.     If 
engaged  for  a   week  of  60  hours  in 
making  these  chains,  a  man  can  earn 

the  munificent  sum  of  9s.  This  is  a 
very  weighty  chain,  and  appears  to  be 
complex   piece  of  workmanship.     I 
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again,  yqu  see,  this  is  no  mere  ordinary 
chain,  bat  one  in  which  the  links  are 
twisted,  and  therefore  not  one  easy  to 
make.  I  am  sure  all  reasonable  men 
will  agree  that  something  ought  to  be 
done  to  improve  the  terrible  condition  of 
the  chainmakers.  The  next  feature  of 
the  work  of  the  industrial  masses  which 
I  desire  to  bring  before  the  House  is  the 
precarious  nature  of  their  employment, 
and  I  think  the  facts  I  will  now  mention 
throw  some  light  upon  the  statistics 
which  are  constantly  placed  before  us 
when  (Government  reporters  and  others 
go  round  and  find  that  men  are  earn- 
ing so  much  per  week,  and  put  it  down 
as  if  it  is  the  wage  they  receive  every 
week  in  tiie  year.  I  quote  the  follow- 
ing from  a  very  competent  authori^, 
Mr.  H.  S.  Foxwell,  Professor  of  Eco- 
nomics at  Cambridge,  who,  writing  upon 
irregularity  of  employment  and  fiuctoa- 
tion  of  prices,  says — 

«*  The  Rector  of  Gateshead,  in  a  termon  re- 
cently preached  before  the  University  ol  Cam- 
bridge,  speaks  of    steady,    indostrionB    men, 
nominally  earning  208.  to  228.  per  week*  acte- 
ally  receiving,  on  the ayerage,  only  8a.  ords. 
The  London  dock  laboarers,  when  in  work,  oftn 
earn  £2    a  week  ;    but    they  are  sometimfls 
six  weeks,  or  more,  without  work.    They  aw 
described  as  living  filthily,  and  as  stating^^ 
they  *  would  gladly  exchange  for  £1  a  week 
regular.'    Again,  in  an  analysis  of  273  oases 
made  by  my  brother.  Dr.  Arthur  Foxwdl,  in 
Manchester,  he  found  that  where  the  nomiiul 
wages  varied  from   lis.  to    36s.  a  week  in 
different    occupations,    the    highest   avetage 
earnings  were  those  of  the  regfularly  employed 
Corporation  labourers,  whose  nominal  wiNpies 
were  208.    Twelve  joiners,  nominally  reoeiving 
268.  9d.  a  week,  only  averaged  13s.  adLiud  earn* 
ings ;  and  four  niasons,  nominally  receiving  368., 
only  averaged  ]  Os." 


assert  that  the  man  who  can  make  such 
a  chain  is  no  unskilled  labourer. 
Another  chain  I  have  here  is  one  for  the 
making  of  which  the  workmen  get  Id. 
It  is  called  a  halter  chain.  If  a  man 
works  60  hours  upon  the  manufacture  of 
these    chains  he  can  earn  6s.     Here, 

Jfr.  C,  A.  V,  Conyhewre 


And  here  is  what  the  Hector  of  Gates- 
head said,  preaching  at  Cambridge  in 
May,  1886— 

*'  The  wages  of  artisans,  as  paraded  in  Statis- 
tical Reports  and  Uie  columns  of  the  PfOM, 
sound  fairlv  adequate.       We  hear  with  com- 
placency of  IBs.  or  20s.  per  week  as  the  remu- 
neration of  unskilled  labour  in  towns  ;  but  few, 
except  those  in  constant  contact  with  the  pooVf 
know  how  very  precarious  such  wages  often 
are— how  for  weeks  and  weeks  a  man,  steady, 
industrious,     willing    to     work,    will    often 
not    average    more    than    Ss.    or    9a.,    and 
sometimes    for    long    periods    even    nothing; 
at  alL    Life    is   a    sad    and    hopeless  busi- 
ness when  a  man  sits  staring  into  an  em^y 
grate,  weak  and  faint,  after  a  weary,  dispirit- 
ing search  for  work.    No  food  for^  himself^ 
and,  worse,  none  for  his  hungry  children ;  no 
means  of  buying  any,  for  the  homa  oomfofts 
gathered  round  him  in  time  of  regular  employ- 
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ment  have  been  pawned  one  by  one.  It  it  any 
wonder  that,  flying  from  hit  wretched  home, 
he  should  hover  round  the  one  bright,  cheerful 
»pot  in  the  neighbourhood,  the  pubUc-houte  at 
the  comer,  andgladly  accept  the  invitation  of 
the  first  companion  who  offers  to  treat  him, 
and  so  allow  himself  to  be  dragged  down 
deeper  still  f" 

I  would  also  commend  to  hon.  Members 
a  few  of  the  concluding  remarks  of  Mr. 
Pox  well— such  as : 

''  The  precarious  nature  of  employment  is  a 
social  evil  of  the  first  magnitude,  which  we  can 
and  must  in  some  degree  remove.*' 

The  statements  I  have  made  now  pre* 
sented  to  the  House  on  the  above 
authority  are  fully  corroborated  by  the 
following,  which  will  be  found  in  the 
Keport  of  the  Industrial  Conference 
which  sat  in  1885  under  the  presidency 

•  ot  Sir  C.  Dilke.  Mr.  Lloyd  Jones  then 
said — 

*'  We  have  no  stated  allowance  for  lost  time, 
lliis  is  so  important  a  matter  in  connection 
with  wages,  that  the  sum  deducted  ought  to  be 
distinctly  stated.  Mr.  Hey,  one  of  the  Secre- 
taries of  the  Moulders*  Union,  has  prepared  an 
elaborate  account  from  the  books  of  his  Society, 
and  finds  the  time  lost  by  their  members  to  be 
20  per  cent,  or  one-fifth  of  the  whole.  This 
calculation,  if  carried  out  over  the  non-union 
workers,  would  be  much  increased,  and  this  has 

•  to  be  added  to  depressions  of  trade,  like  that 
existing  at  present;  and  though  generous 
efforts  have  usually  been  made  to  relieve  the 
sufferings  of  those  out  of  work,  it  is  not  going 
too  far  to  say  that  not  only  savings,  but  wages 
yet  unearned,  have  to  be  largely  used  to  get  rid 
of  the  indebtedness  incurred  at  such  times. 
Professor  Leone  Levi,  in  a  recent  article  in  the 
litntt,  brings  the  wages  of  the  workers  up  to 
523  millions  sterling;  but  the  calculation  of 
Mr.  Hey  rubs  out  over  100  millions  of  this 
amount." 

And  the  following  statement  by  Mr. 
John  Wilson  (late  a  Member  of  this 
House)  is  remarkable,  as  well,  for  the 
eyidence  it  gives  of  the  spoliation  of  the 
miners  by  the  royalty  and  rent- exacting 
landowners — 

<'  It  was  said  that  in  1883,  in  the  Cleveland 
District,  £400,d00  were  paid  in  royalty  rents  to 
landlords.  Workmen  and  capitalists  were  con- 
tending with  each  other — one  for  greater 
profits,  the  other  for  higher  wages — but  they 
might  join  to  bring  about  a  reduction  or  the 
abolition  of  royalty  rents.  If  the  £400,000 
drawn  last  year  were  divided  between  capitalists 
and  workmen,  it  would  have  gone  far  to 
prevent  the  distress  now  prevailing  in  Durham. 
He  was  Treasurer  of  the  Durham  Miners' 
Union,  which  week  after  week  had  been  giving 
8s.  or  9s.  to  600  or  700  men  out  of  employment, 
who  were  thus,  by  the  ben^volenoe  ctf  men — 
iellow- workmen — kept  off  the  rates.    If  this 


£400,000  had  been  divided  between  employers 
and  workmen,  inplace  of  destitution  there  might 
be  prosperity.  What  right  had  the  landlord  to 
the  mineral  ?  " 

I  am  not  now  upon  the  question  as  to 
what  we  shall  do  to  remove  this  con- 
dition of  things,  but  it  is  the  duty  of  us, 
as  legislators,  to  take  these  facts  into  con- 
sideration. I,  for  one,  will  not  believe 
that  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  Parlia- 
ment to  devise  some  means  to  correct 
these  great  evils.  In  the  next  placei 
I  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  what 
is  the  effect  of  the  present  state  of 
things  upon  the  poorer  classes^ 
physically  and  socially?  And  in  this 
connection  it  is  important  to  notice  that, 
out  of  their  pitiably  small  and  precarious 
earnings,  the  poor  have  to  pay  an 
altogether  disproportionate  amount  in 
rent  of  homes,  which,  both  from  a 
sanitary  and  also  a  moral  point  of  view, 
are  too  often  wholly  unfit  for  human 
beings  to  dwell  in;  and,  further,  that 
for  all  the  necessaries  of  life  they  have 
to  pay  higher  prices  for  inferior  goods 
than  people  more  fortunately  circum- 
stanced. Thus,  as  to  their  dwellings,  in 
the  Beport  of  the  Koyal  Commission 
on  the  Housing  of  the  Working  Classes 
we  find  it  stated  that — 

"  A  larg^  class  whose  earnings  are  the  lowes 
are  the  costermongers  and  hawkers,  whose 
average  appears  to  be  not  more  than  IDs.  or  12a. 
a  week.  This  represents  continuous  toil,  and 
although  the  income  is  a  most  precsurious  one, 
^et  it  is  not  rendered  so  by  days  and  seasons  of 
idleness,  as  is  the  case  in  occupations  about  to 
be  mentioned,  but  depends  on  the  state  of  the 
market.  Dock  labourers  follow  such  an  uncer- 
tain employment  that  their  average  wage  is 
said  to  M  not  more  than  8s.  or  9s.  a  week,  and 
at  the  highest  from  12s.  to  ISs.  a  week.  Five- 
pence  an  hour  is  about  the  rate,  but  the  supply 
of  this  unskilled  labour  is  so  much  in  excess  of 
the  demand,  that  they  are  not  employed,  upon 
the  average,  more  than  two  days  a  week.  The 
average  of  labourers*  wages  in  Clerkenwell  is 
about  16s.  a  week,  and  this  means  that  there  are 
many  who  earn  less.  Mr.Biardiant  WilUams  says 
— '  From  investigation  of  parts  of  Clerkenwell, 
St.  Luke's,  St.  Giles's,  Marylebone,  and  other 
quarters,  I  find  that  88  per  cent  of  the  poor  pay 
more  than  one-fifth  of  their  income  in  rent: 
46  per  cent,  from  one-fourth  to  one-half ;  42  per 
cent  from  one-fourth  to  one-fifth ;  and  only 
12  per  cent  less  than  one-fifth  of  their  wages  in 
rent.  These  figiires  are  gathered  from  nearly 
1,000  dwellings.  Among  them  3s.  lOJd.  is  the 
average  rent  of  one  room  let  as  a  separate  tene- 
ment, 6s.  of  two-roomed  tenements,  and 
7b.  6^  of  three-roomed  tenements.  Bents 
in   the    congested  districts   of    London   are 
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getting  higher,  and  wages  are  not  rising,  and 
uiere  is  a  prospect,  therefore,  of  the  dispropor- 
tion between  rent  and  wages  growing  still 
greater.  Evidence  shows  that  the  witness  jast 
quoted  has  erred,  if  at  all,  on  the  side  of  mode- 
ration. In  South  St.  Pancras,  4s.  a  week  was 
paid  for  one  room  10  feet  by  7,  at  10  Prospect 
Terrace  ;  the  same  at  3,  Derry  Street ;  at  22, 
Wood  Street,  5s.  was  paid  for  a  single  room,  and 
if  cheaper  quarters  were  needed,  an  under- 
g^und  Kitchen  must  be  sought  at  a  rent  of 
2s.  6d.  a  week.  At  8,  Stephen  Street,  Totten- 
ham Ck)urt  Road,  6s.  a  week  was  paid  for  a 
■ingle  room  in  great  decay.  In  Chapel  Row,  and 
Wilmington  Place,  Clerkenwell,  Ss.  9d.,  4s.  6d., 
tmd  6s.  were  rents  for  single  roooms.  In  Spital- 
fields,  the  average  rental  for  one  room  was  from 
48.  6d.  to  6s.  a  week.  Most  of  these  quotations 
are  for  unfurnished  rooms.  In  Netting  Hill, 
4s.  or  OS.  a  week  per  room  was  the  rent  of 
furnished  rooms,  and  in  the  Mint  4s.  6d.  for 
the  same  accommodation  ;  the  character  of  the 
furniture  as  a  rule,  in  its  wretchedness  is  beyond 
description.  Instances  might  be  multiplied 
from  the  Metropolitan  evidence.  Many  of  the 
tenements  just  cited  are  dwellings  referred  to 
as  instances  of  extreme  over-crowding.'  '* 

These  are  not  singular  figures,  nor 
figures  relating  solely  to  the  Metropolis- 
I  have  here  a  report  of  a  lecture  upon 
"  Life  in  One  Room,"  by  Dr.  Hussell, 
the  Medical  Officer  of  Health  for  the 
Oity  of  Glasgow.  Some  of  Dr.  Bussell's 
remarks  are  deserving  of  the  serious 
attention  of  hon.  Members,  because  the 
conclusion  they  point  to  is  that  the  con- 
gestion of  our  working  population  in 
gpreat  cities  is  tending  greatly  to  the 
moral  as  well  as  physical  deterioration 
of  our  race.  In  Glasgow  much  has  been 
done  to  improve  the  dwellings  of  the 
poor  and  the  general  condition  of  the 
people ;   but  Dr.  Hussell  says — 

<<  Of  the  inhabitants  of  Glasgow  26  (24*7)  per 
cent  live  in  houses  of  one  apartment ;  45  (44*7) 
per  cent  in  houses  of  two  apartments ;  16  per 
cent  (6*1)  in  houses  of  four  apartments;  and 
only  8  per  cent  in  houses  of  6  apartments  and 
upwards." 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  say — 

''  I  am  anxious  to  emphasize  this  diffeience 
by  the  accumulation  of  facts  which  can  be  ex- 
pressed in  cold  figures.  Figures  are  beyond  the 
reach  of  sentiment,  and  if  they  are  sensational 
it  is  only  because  of  their  terribly  undisguised 
truthfulness.  You  must  not  think  of  the  inmates 
of  those  small  houses  as  families  in  the  ordinary 
sense  of  the  term.  No  less  than  14  per  cent  of 
the  one-roomed  houses  and  -27  per  cent 
of  the  two-roomed  contain  lodgers — strange  men 
and  women  mixed  up  with  husbands  and  wives 
and  children  within  the  four  walls  of  small 
rooms.  Nor  must  I  permit  you,  in  noting  down 
the  tame  average  of  fully  three  inmates  in  ea£Ch 
of  these  one -apartment  houses,  to  remain  igno- 
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rant  of  the  fact  that  there  are  thousands  of  these- 
houses  which  contain  fi ve,six,  and  seven  inmates, 
and  hundreds  which  are  inhabited  by  fron^ 
8  up  even  to  1 3  per  centag^,  though  an  accurate,, 
are  but  a  feeble  mode  of  expression  for  such 
facts  regarding  men  and  women  like  ourselves. 
I  have  told  you  that  in  1881  the  population  of 
Glasgow  was  611,620  persons,  and  that  of  those 
26  per  cent  lived  in  one  room,  and  45  per  cent 
in  two-roomed  houses;  but  what  does  tiiat 
mean?  It  means  that  126,000  persons  live  in 
those  one-roomed  and  228,000  in  tho«e  two- 
roomed  houses." 

Then  Dr.  Russell  goes  on  to  say — 

*'  There  you  will  find,  year  after  year,  a  death 
rate  of  38  per  1,000,  while  in  the  (Ustricts  with 
larger  houses  it  is  only  16  or  17.*' 

These  are  figures  and  facts  which  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  contradict,  and 
which  it  is  dangerous  and  almost  criminal 
of  us  to  neglect.  Now,  the  questions  of 
the  earnings  and  the  inadequacy  of  the 
homes  of  the  poor  are  not  by  any  means' 
the  only  questions  we  have  to  take  intO" 
consideration  in  dealing  with  the  social 
condition  of  the  people.  The  cost  of 
living  is  another  element  in  the  problem, 
which  it  would  be  idle  for  us  to  underrate* 
Mr.  George  H.  Sims,  one  of  the  noblest 
of  the  many  philanthropic  men  who 
have  devoted  their  lives  to  doing  some- 
thing to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
people,  points  out  that  the  poor  are 
obliged  to  purchase  in  small  quantities, 
and  therefore  get  the  lowest  value  for 
the  highest  price.  For  coal,  for  instance , 
the  poor  pay  Id.  for  7 lbs.,  or  1  Jd.  for 
14lbs. — that  is,  at  the  rate  of  £1  Ts.  6d 
for  a  ton,  which  is  only  worth  16s.  or 
176. ;  and  butterine  is  sold  to  the  poor 
at  Is.  6d.  per  lb.,  while  it  is  not  worth 
more  than  9d.  or  lOd.  Tea  is  bought 
by  the  humbler  classes  at  1  j^d.  or  2d. 
per  oz.,  which  means  2s.  8d.  for  a  pound, 
which  is  only  worth  Is.  4d.  Now,  I 
do  not  propose  to  trouble  the  House  with 
figures  relating  to  the  pauperism  in  our 
midst ;  but  I  desire  to  point  out  how 
every  pound  of  the  income  of  this  country 
is  spent — what  proportion  goes  to  the 
Army  and  to  the  Navy,  and  what 
proportion  is  spent  in  the  actual 
government  of  the  country.  Of  every 
£  of  income  we  find  that  the  Oustoma- 
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and  Excise  Dutiea  oontribnte  12s.  7}d. 
BDil  that  proportion  of  the  taxation  of 
the  oouDtr;  is  the  one  which  falls  most 
heavily  upon  the  lower  classae.  Of 
every  £  of  Expenditure  of  the  oountrj 
wa  find  that  16b.  l^d.  goes  for 
leaving  only  3b.  10(d.  in  the  £  for  all 
other  purpoeee.  If  ve  take  the  year 
1861,  we  find  that  35*08  per  cent  went 
in  Interest  on  Debt  resulting  from  past 
ware,  31-95  per  cent  in  expenditure 
for  war,  and  32-97  per  cent  towards 
other  purposes  connected  with  the  Go- 
Temment  of  the  oouatry.  Or  put  it  in 
another  form.  We  can  show  that  dur- 
ing the  present  century  the  total  income 
of  the  country  was  5,61 3  millionB,  of  which 
3,550  millions,  or  more  than  three-fifthai 
came  from  Oustoms  and  Excise  Duties, 
including  Post  Offioe,  Crown  Lands,  £o., 
and  that  four-fifths  of  the  whole  Ex- 
penditure, or  4,660  millions,  went  in 
expenses  of  war,  war  debts,  and  pre- 
parations for  war.  When  we  Gad  facts 
such  as  these,  and  seeing  that  so  great 
a  proportion  of  the  burden  falls  on  the 
working  classes,  we  hare  a  right  to  con- 
tend that  they  should  reap  far  greater 
benefit  from  the  expenditure  than 
they  possibly  can  do  now,  and  that 
it  would  be  infinitely  better  to 
diminish  and  not  to  increase,  as  you  are 
now  proposing  to  do,  the  enormous 
sums  expended  on  war  and  watlike  pre- 
parations. If  yon  must  rote  larger  sums, 
let  it  be  for  the  amelioration  of  the  con- 
dition of  our  people.  There  is,  in  par- 
ticular, one  class  of  expenditure  too 
little  thought  of  in  this  oouutry,  and  to 
which,  if  it  were  .  less  grudgingly 
granted,  we  might  look  as  pro- 
viding one  of  the  best  remedies 
tor  many  of'  the  evils  of  which 
we  complain.  I  refer  to  education.  In 
England  we  spend  only  £6,665,000  on 
education,  as  compared  with  £28, 900, 000 
on  the  Army  and  Navy,  while  in  the 
United  States  they  spend  £18,600,000 
on  education,  and  only  £9,400,000 
on  warlike  preparations.    Our  conten- 
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tion  is,  that  we  should  reverse  our  pro- 
portion of  expenditure  ;  that  we  should 
spend  a  great  deal  more  on  what 
tends  really  to  the  benefit  of  the 
people,  the  prosperity  of  the  oouutry, 
and  cut  down  —  very  much  more 
than  I  am  afraid  many  of  ns  are  at 
present  inclined  to  do— the  terrible 
amount  oontinaally  lavished,  thrown; 
away,  and  wasted  in  alt  manner  of  war- 
like expenditure.  Before  I  resume 
my  seat  I  should  like  to  touch  on 
another  subject  and  in  only  a  few  words, 
I  do  not  wish  at  all  to  elaborate  the 
question  of  remedies  to  be  devised. 
That  is  the  duty  of  the  Qovemment.  I 
am  not  here  to  maintain  that  there  is 
any  one  special  cause  of  the  evil,  and 
much  less  that  there  is  any  special 
panacea  to  be  advocated  for  the 
present  state  of  things.  I  know  it  is 
an  exceedingly  oom^icated  social  pro- 
blem, and  all  I  now  ask  is  that  the 
Gh>vemme9t  of  the  country  should  de- 
vote some  attention  to,  should  show 
some  sympathy — if  only  by  a  casual 
r«ference  in  the  Queen's  Speech — 
with  the  sufferings  of  our  people. 
Still,  in  one  direction  we  may  look  for  a 
remedy  for  one  principal  cause  of  the 
difficulties  that  surround  us,  the  oongee- 
tion  of  population  in  our  great  towns. 
Here  we  may  for  a  remedy  look  to  mi- 
gration— not  to  emigration — of  the  nn- 
employed  labourers  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  up  and  occupying  land  at  present 
unoccupied  or  not  tilled  in  different 
parts  of  the  DOuntry.  I  know  it  will 
be  said  that  it  is  uaelees  to  settle  on  our 
farm  lands  the  unemployed,  who  are,  for 
the  most  part,  ignorant  and  unskilled 
labourers.  But  the  persons  who  advance 
that  objection  are  tne  very  advocates  of 
the  deportation  of  these  same  ignorant 
and  unskilled  labourers  to  our  Ooloniee, 
which,  however,  refused  to  be  bur- 
dened with  them.  In  the  United 
Kingdom,  including  the  Channel  Is- 
lands, there  are  80  millions  of  acres  of 
land,  and  in  1880  there  were  only 
48,335,000  and  odd  acres  under  culti- 
vation, notwithstanding  that  at  the 
sametimethepopulatiou  was  34,862,000, 
or  less  than  half  tiie  total  number  of  acres. 
Now,  in  a  rich  country  like  this,  where, 
without  exaggeration,  the  population  is 
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in  the  proportiou  of  one  to  every  two 
Bcree,  surely  it  is  idle  for  anyone  to  get 
up  aud  aa;  the  countrj  is  over-crowded, 
and  that  we  must  drive  out  and  expa- 
triate men  from  our  midst  and  lend 
them  to  other  countries  to  assist  with 
their  skilled  labour  in  developing  the 
industries  of  those  counb-iea  in  com- 
petition with  ourselves.  We  find,  at  the 
same  time,  that  one-half  of  our  food 
supplies  comes  from  abroad.  I  do  not 
dwell  on  the  danger  this  presents  if 
we  should  be  esgaged  in  a  war  with  any 
great  Continental  nation — it  is  suffi- 
ciently obvious.     But,  if  40  millions  of 

■  acres  can  produce  food  for  half  oar 
people,  we  may  fairly  reason  that  if 
the  whole  of  the  SO  million  aorea,  or 
the  greater  part,  were  under  cultd- 
Tation,  you  would  not  only  be  able 
to  keep  all  your  people  in  the  country, 
without  continually  drafting  numbers 
of  them  out  of  the  country,  but  you 
would  be  able  to  be  very  much    more 

.  independent,  and  produce,  at  any  rate, 
a  much  larger  supply  of  food  to 
maintain  them.  But  some  people  say, 
"This  is  impossible;  the  land  remain- 

.  ing  untilled  is  barren  land,  and  will  not 

-.  repay  cultivation."  That  is  simply  not 
true,  and  will  never  be  true  so  long  as 
there  are  nuUions  of  acres  withdrawn 
from  cultivation,  merely  to  satisfy  the 
aporting  and  predatory  instincts  of  our 
land  monopolist  aristocracy.  But  taking 
only  Uiose  lands  which  are,  or  are  sup- 
posed to  be,  at  present  und»  cultiva- 
tion, I  may  point  out  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  produce  of  the  land 

.  is  not  nearly  what  it  might  be.  I  can 
show  that  if  a  system  of  small  holdings 
were   introduced,  which    would   mean 

,  placing  on  the  landthat  is  cultivable  some 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  starving 
people  who  now  go  to  make  up  the 
congestion  of  population  in  our  lar^e 
.  cities,  you  at  once  supply  homes  for  the 
people  and  necessarily  increase  the  out- 

,  put  from  the  soil.  For  instance,  if,  as 
is  estimated,  the  annual  value  of  the 
agricultural  produce  of  the  three 
kingdoms  is  from  £2£0,000,000  to 
£300,000,000,  as  it  was  when  this 
pamphlet,  from  which  I  now  quote, 
was  published  a  year  or  two  ago, 
and  llie  number  of  acres  under  cul- 
tivation 47,000,000,  then  we  find  the 
annual  yield  to  tjie  acre  is  scarcely 
£6  los.  That  being  so,  let  us  see  what 
evidence  there  is  that  this  can  be  in- 
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creased.  I  take  a  few  words  from  s 
gpeech  delivered  in  1885  by  Lord  Oir- 
rington,  well  known  as  a  eoand  agn- 
cultural  authority.     He  said — 

Aroand  High  Wycombe  he  had  BOO  illat- 
meat  teiuuit*,  who  occupied  a  tenth  of  ma  mm 
nch,  utd  who  paid  him  the  ftgrioaltanl  nlu 
of  ths  land,  pltu  the  rataa.  The  net  produced 
eochnUotmeatwufi— thatia,£40anM».  Thi 
most  a.  farmer  could  mftke  out  of  the  nme  laid 
under  ploag;h  cnllivatlon  would  be  £T  an  sen. 
So  in  Uieae  80  acrea  DDder  allotmestH  £1,M 
worth  of  extra  food  is  prodnoed,  and  altogalbr 
'~t,200   worth   of  wholeaome  garden   r^' *" 


STown,  the  reanlt  of  the  spare  time  and  labont 
of  utizanB  which  would  otberwiaa  probahlf 
have  been  waabtd." 

Commenting  upon  this  the  writer  of 
this  pamphlet  says — 

"  Then  surely  it  may  be  aaked,  if  land  can  It 
made  to  produce  food  atuffk  to  the  value  of  £40 
an  acre,  under  niade  labour,  and  daring  tlu 
laianre  hours  of  Ute  mechanic,  why  oonot  tb 
farmer  at  leaat  produce  half  of  that  amount 
that  is,  £20  an  acre— in  lien  of  the  ni^aidly  £T 
pel  acre  under  ploogh  cultivation  t " 

Why  indeed  ?  And  with  these  fiteta 
before  ns  it  is  almost  acrime  not,  at  ai^ 
rate,  to  try  the  experiment  of  relienag 
the  congestion  and  misery  of  oar  dtiti 
by  migration,  by  estabUshinjf  rilligs 
communities  in  those  rural  diatotti 
which  are  now  almost  bare  c^  a  ruitk 
population.  If  such  an  expeciiMBt 
were  only  partially  sucoaufnl,  it  wmUlf 
we  are  satisfied,  do  muidt  to  nlint 
the  miseries  and  social  erili  m  hn* 
lud  BO  much  etreaa  upon ;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  it  would  tend  to  the 
social  elevation  of  the  people,  and  re- 
move a  great  danger  which  exists  io 
the  possibility  of  our  food  supplies 
being  out  off,  if  we  were  at  war  with  a 
Oontinental  nation.  It  would  be  ft 
more  sensible  way  of  meeting  ^ 
than  by  inoreesing  our 
It  is  an  utterly  futUe  and  I 
idea  to  Buppoee  we  can  alwt 
paoe  with  foreign  armaments  l 
ing  more  and  more  on  wai' 
parations  and  home  def  ~ 
me  say,  too,  on  behalf  of  i 
champion,  that  we  do  i 
ohari^;  mido  ""*  '^'m' 
wa  do  not 
poor  to       n 
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tress  and  misery ;  we  ask  for  more  jus- 
tioe  and  less  charity.  We  ask  that  the 
absurd  laws  which  now  restrict  the 
industries  of  the  country  and  prevent 
the  transfer  of  land  should  be 
done  away  with.  These  things  can  be 
done  by  leeislatiye  means.  We  ask  you 
to  lighten  die  burden  of  labour,  and  one 
and  the  most  important  means  of  doing 
this  is  to  break  down  that  monopoly  in 
land  which  is  at  present  the  curse  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  wish  to  say  a  harsh 
or  an  offensive  word,  but  I  would 
remind  hon.  Members  that  we  who  have 
arrived  at  a  position  of  sodal  comfort 
and  independence,  some  by  our  exertions, 
while  otners  have  never  known  a  day's 
toil,  may  be  regarded  by  men  and 
women  who  toil  for  long  hours  day 
after  day,  month  after  month,  for  a 
paltry  pittance  insufficient  for  the  neces- 
saries, much  less  the  comforts  of  life, 
not  unnaturally  with  bitter  feelings  as 
an  idle  class  whom  their  labour  supports ; 
and  I  would  urge  the  House  on  the 
score  of  humanity,  if  on  no  other  grounds, 
to  devote  some  serious  attention  to  these 
matters,  and  to  make  one  united  effort 
to  deal  in  a  practical  and  not  merely 
a  speculative  spirit  with  this  great  socidl 
problem,  and  endeavour  to  solve  it  in  a 
way  that  shall  conduce  to  the  future 
greatness  and  prosperity  of  our  common 
country. 

♦Thb  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritohie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  There 
was  one  remark  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  West  Laaark  (Mr.  Guning- 
hame  Graham)  in  his  speech  last  night 
with  which  I  entirely  agree,  as,  I  am 
sure,  will  every  man  in  the  House,  that 
the  question  he  has  brought  forward  is 
one  of  great  and  pressing  importance. 
But  whether  or  not  the  opportunity  the 
hon.  Member  has  taken  of  bringing 
this  subject  before  the  House  is  a  con- 
venient opportunity,  at  the  end  of  a 
long  debate  upon  the  Address  to  the 
Crown,  for  raising  a  question  of  such 
vast  importance-— interesting,  as  it  is, 
to  so  many  Members — is  another  matter. 
But,  however,  I  do  not  desire  to  make 
any  complaint  at  his  having  brought 
forward  a  subject  in  which,  I  know,  he ' 


has  long  taken  a  very  deep  interest.    I 
make  no  complaint  even  of  the  length  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  carried  his 
observations,  although  his  speech,  tak- 
ing the  part  delivered  last  night  and  the 
conclusion  to-day,  was  not  a  short  one.  I 
make  no  complaint  of  that ;  but  I  think 
I  am  justified  in  drawing  the  attention  of 
the   House  to  the  course    which  has 
been   pursued,   to    the  large   demand' 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  which  the 
last  speaker  has  made,   both  on   this 
particular    occasion,     and    also    on    a 
previous  occasion  upon  the  Amendment 
last  night,  when  he  favoured  the  House 
with  a  speech  extending  over  an  hour 
and  a  quarter.    To-day  he  has  again 
favoured  the  House  with  a  speech  over- 
loaded with  a  mass  of  detail,  and  extend- 
ing to  an  hour  and  ten  minutes,  while 
the  hon.    Gentleman  knows    perfectljr 
well,   and  the  House  knows  perfectly 
well,  from  the  statement  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
and  concurred  in,  I  think,  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman    opposite   (Mr.    Glad- 
stone), that  the  exigencies  of  Supply  and  « 
other  public  business  demanded  that  the 
Address  should  have  been  disposed  of 
last  night  or  to«day.  Yet,  knowing  there 
were  a  large  number  of  Members  who 
rightly  take   an    interest  in    such   an 
important  question,  and  knowing  there 
are  important  subjects  on  the  paper, 
upon    which    some    Members    of    the  - 
House  are  anxious  to  say  a  few  words, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it  ri^ht  and  ' 
consistent  with  his  duty  and  the  interest 
of  the  subject  under  discussion  to  take 
up  more  than  an  hour  of  a  short  day, 
and  when  the  time  remaining  for  other 
business  can  be   counted  by  minutes 
rather  than  hours. 

♦Mb.  CONYBEARE:  May  I  be 
allowed  to  explain 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE:  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  has  already  occupied  sufficient 
of  the  time  of  the  House. 

♦Mb.  CONYBEARE:  Not  more  than 
was  wanteds 

♦Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  am  not  disposed  t 
to  give  way  to  the  hon.  Member. 
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*Ha.  OONYBEABE:    Then   do   not 
nuke  cluu^ee. 
lis.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order' 

•Mr.  OONTBEABE  :  Ur.  SpeiOcer,  tlie 
ru^t  hon.  Oeatleman  u  ohArg^ng  me 
with  obBtmotion.    It  is  moiiBtroua. 
Ub.  SFEAKEB:  Order,  order! 

*Ub.  BITCHIE  :  Although  I  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Weat 
I^nark  that  the  matter  is  one  of  great 
public  importance,  yet  I  wM  unable  to 
-agree  with  him  when  he  epeoifioaUf 
stated  there  was  a  want  of  sympathy  on 
the  part  of  the  well-to-do  olsweB  with 
the  cUu  whose  clsims  he  was  bring* 
iag  before  the  House,  and  that  in 
reference  to  questions  of  this  kind  there 
wasadesperatelookofsympathy.  Well, 
I  donotwish  to  uaestrong  language  in  re- 
ference to  those  remarks  ;  but  I  entirely 
deny  the  suggestion,  and  absolatelj 
repudiate  the  statement  that  there  is  anj 
lack  of  sympathy  on  the  part  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  or  the  well-to-do 
uUsses  generally,  with  the  suETerings  of 
the  poor,  or  the  condition  of  tbe  work- 
ing classes.  I  do  not  believe  that  at  any 
time  or  in  any  ooantry  in  the 
world  was  there  ever  so  large  an 
expression  of  sympathy  with  the 
working  classes  and  tbe  poor  than  exists 
in  this  country  at  the  present  time.  I 
-do  not  believe  that,  going  baok  for  many 
years,  it  is  possible  to  point  to  any  coun- 
try where  more  has  been  done,  both  by 
means  of  money  and  by  means  of  per- 
sonal help,  than  has  been  done,  by  the 
well-to-do  classes  in  this  country,  to 
raise  and  improve  the  position  and  do 
the  best  they  can  for  those  not  in  so 
fortunate  position  in  the  world. 

Mb.  QBAHAM  :  I  said  nothing  of 
charity. 

•Mb.  HITCHIE:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  the  rich  did  not  consider  the  con- 
dition of  the  poor  with  consideration, 
and  then  went  on  to  say  that  more  of 
the  working  classes  were  unemployed, 
that  their  lives  were  made  more  unen- 
-durable  at  the  present  time,  and  that 
more  work  was  extracted  from  them 
than  had  ever  been  the  case  before. 
Me.  GRAHAM :  Undoubtedly. 
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•Mb.  RITOHn; :  Both  propositions  I 
emphatically  deny. 
Mb.  graham  :  Well,  prove  it. 

•Mb.  RITCHIE :  I  say  life  has  been 
made  much  more  tolerable  to  the  work- 
ing classes  of  to-day  than  ever  it  has 
been  before.  I  would  ptnnt  to  such 
institutions  as  that  which  happily  now 
exists  in  the  East  End  of  London — the 
FeopIe'sFalace — which  has  been  erected, 
to  a  large  extent,  by  oontribations  &om 
all  classes,  principally  from  the  wealthy 
classes,  when,  day  by  day  and  night  by 
night,  men  and  women  toil  in  every 
conceivable  way  in  order  to  sSbrd 
amusement,  relaxation,  and  iostraotion 
to  the  working  classes  of  the  East  End. 
That  movement  is  spreading  east,  west, 
north,  and  south,  and  in  a  short  time 
similar  institudons  will  be  established 
in  every  part  of  London  erected  for  the 
sole  purpose  of  raising  the  condi- 
tion of  the  poor,  and  adding  to 
their  amusement,  happiness,  and  oom- 
fort.  I  say  it  ill  becomes 
anyone  under  such  circumstances  to  en- 
deavour to  draw  olass  distinctions  be- 
tween rich  and  poor,  to  endeavour  to 
say  to  the  people — because  these  state- 
ments go  outside  and  reach  those  who, 
perhaps,  are  not  so  well  informed  as  they 
might  be — that  there  is  an  indisposition 
on  the  part  of  the  class  who  are  well-to- 
do  to  do  anything  to  raise  the  condition 
of  the  poorer  olsBses  in  the  Hetnspolis 
or  elsewhere.  80  much  for  the  life  of 
the  poor  being  made  intolerable.  But 
it  is  not  only  in  suuh  wayn  that  life 
is  made  more  tolerable.  Legislation 
administered  by  local  authorities  have 
been  attended  with  most  beneficial  re- 
aults,  providing  all  kinds  of  comforts 
and  conveniences  for  the  people — park^ 
free  libraries,  museums,  hospitals,  baths, 
and  wBBh-housea  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  the  poorer  classes.  I  was 
looking  at  a  Return  only  to-day,  which 
showed  that  in  the  year  1885-6  local 
authoritiee  in  England  and  Wales  had, 
without  counting  borrowed  maaey,  out 
of  the  income  of  the  year  expended  no 
less  than  £702,000  on  those  matters  to 
vbich  I  have  referred.  Tear  by  year 
the  diapoBition  is  growing  to  do  eveiy* 
[faing  that  can  be  done  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  the  poorer  classes.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  course  of  his  speech 


1089  MtjettyU  Mett 

•aid  "  working  oluoat  "  and  "  naem- ; 
ployed"  ware  conrertible  temiB— 

*Mb.  QBAHAM  :  Very  nearly  so. 

*Hk.BITOHIE:  The  hon.  Gentleman 
says  very  nearly  so.  Wail,  I  am  qmte 
«nre  they  would  very  largely  become  eo 
if  the  remedies  he  proposea  or  lapporta 
-vere  adopted.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
the  roBulte  of  luoh  propoeala  as  he  haa 
-shadowed  forth  without  absolutely  ad- 
Tandng  them,  if  suoh  vere  put  into 
operation,  the  result  would  not  be  more 
work  or  higher  wages,  bat  less  work 
-and  lower  wages  for  the  working  olasses. 
While  we  all  sympathize  with  the  con- 
dition of  many  of  the  poorer  population, 
while  all  desire  to  see  more  employed 
and  at  bettor  wages,  when  we  come  to 
consider  bow  this  desire  is  to  be  aocom- 
plished,  then  we  are  met  with  sug- 
gestions of  all  kinds,  many  of  which 
will  not  stand  the  test  of  examination, 
many  of  which,  instoad  of  bettering, 
would  make  worse  the  oondition  of  the 
people.  In  his  remarks  last  night  the 
non.  Gentleman  said  there  must  be  some 
kind  of  Stato  regulation  of  labour. 

*Mk.  GEAHAM  :  TJndoubtodly. 

*Mk.  HITCHIB  :  That  is  the  doctrine 
-of  pure  Socialism  ? 

•Mb.  GRAHAM:  Undoubtedly. 

*Mb.  EITCHIE  :  Then  we  understand 
that  the  doctrine  the  hon.  Member 
preaches  is  Socialism  ?  He  asks  the 
House  to  adopt,  as  a  means  of  raising 
the  condition  of  the  working  classes,  the 
tenets  of  pure  unmitigated  Socialism  ? 

*Mb.  GEAHAM  ;  Undoubtedly. 
An  hoa.  Mkhber:  Why  not? 

*Mk.EITOHI£:  Because  undoubtedly 
and  rapidly  the  effect  of  this  Stato  aid 
would  be  to  deprive  individuals  of  that 
stimulus  which  now  influences  them  to 
improve  their  oondition.  It  would  bring 
the  good  workman  down  to  the  level  of 
the  bad  workman.  The  hon.  Member 
shakes  his  head,  but  that  is  what 
SooiaUsm  would  do. 

*Mr.  GEAHAM ;  No. 

•Ue.  EITCHIE  :  It  would  bring  the 
thrifty,  induatrious,  tomperate  workman 
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down  to  the  level  of  the  thiiftleaa,  idla, 
drunken  workman— that  is  what  Social- 
ism  would  do  by  removing  individual 
effort.  I  presume  the  hon.  Gentleman 
also  adopto  the  other  planks  of  the 
Socialistic  platform?  He  would  like  to 
see  all  property  equally  distribnted. 
Well,  let  me  tell  him,  if  he  desires  to  do 
that,  he  will  not  have  only  to  reckon 
^ith  the  richer  olasses,  but  the  working 
classes  too — the  worUng  classes  who, 
in  their  millions,  possess  property  in 
land,  houses,  savings  banks,  bnilding 
societies,  and  friendly  societies.  These 
are  the  best  of  our  working  olasses,  and 
I  venture  to  say  they  would  be  the  first 
to  repudiate  the  Socialistic  doctrine  the 
hon.  Member  desires  to  propound.  I 
venture  to  think  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  preaching  that  doctrine,  will 
have  an  extremely  small  following  in 
this  country,  however  it  may  be  else- 
where. He  speaks  of  the  difficulty  of 
tbe  working  classes  returning  Eepre- 
sentatives  here.  I  am  happy  to  recog- 
nize many  Gentlemen  in  this  House, 
some  of  them  among  the  most  respected 
Members  of  the  House,  who  are  essen- 
tially the  Bepresentatives  of  the  working 

"Ms.  GEAHAM :  I  sud  so. 
Ae  hon.  Membbk  :  Nine. 

'Ma.  EITCHIE:  There  is  not  one  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  would  get 
up  here  and  advocate  the  doctrines  of 
Socialism  on  behalf  of  his  constituents. 
I  say,  instead  of  such  doctrines  being  of 
any  benefit  to  the  working  classes,  they 
would  reduce  the  whole  class  to  one  dead 
lavei  of  uniformity,  and  do  more  harm 
than  good.  The  hon.  Member  says  the 
Ldurs  of  labour  should  be  ehoriened. 
He  or  his  hon.  Friend  talked  of  the 
Factory  Acts,  and  asked  bad  they  been 
of  benefit?  Unquestionably  they  have 
been  of  benefit,  but  we  have  never  yet 
attempted  in  this  country  to  deal  in  such 
a  way  with  adult  labour. 

*Ma.  CONYBEAEE  :  No  reason  why 
you  never  should. 

*1Ib. EITCHIE:  True;  buttheanswer 
is  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  working 
classes  would  object  to  such  treatment 

"Mb.  CONYBEAEE  :  How  about  the 
Trades  Union  Conference  ? 
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«Hb.  RTIOHIE  :  Beoaasfl  the;  know 
perfeody  well  they  are  able  to  tue  oare 
of  themselreB.  They  have  their  own 
organizatione,  their  own  trades  unions, 
and  prefer  to  manage  their  own  affairs 
and  regulate  their  own  honrs  of  labour, 
and  would  decline  to  acoept  an;  regola- 
tion  of  their  honra  of  labour  b;  any  Aot 
or  any  Gorerament.  In  saying  this 
I  am  snre  I  shall  be  supported  by  the 
great  bulk  of  the  working  olass.  The 
Son.  Uember  quoted  a  few  instances 
here  and  there  of  long  hours  of  labour, 
and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  men 
are  not  overworked ;  but  I  say  that  is 
no  reason  whatever  why  you  should 
bring  in  a  Bill  applicable  not  only  to 
those  cases  mentioned,  but  to  all 
industries  throughout  the  country, 
and  which  would  in  its  operation 
be  ruinous  to  half  of  them.  One  of  the 
great  evils  of  our  own  trade  is  foreign 
competition,  said  the  hon.  Uember,  and 
there  I  agree  with  him.  But  what  does 
he  propose  to  do  F  He  proposes  to  still 
further  tie  our  hands  in  competition 
with  foreign  oountriee.  He  said  hours 
are  longer  in  Qermany,  and  that  wages 
are  higher  here  than  in  Qermany. 
Well,  I  do  not  know  what  he  desires  to 
infer  from  that.  The  lesson  I  draw  is 
this:— that  if  it  be  the  fact  that  in 
Qermany  and  France  the  people  work 
longer  hours  for  lees  wages,  and  if  we 
find  oonnderable  ^fBculty  in  competing 
with  them  in  trade,  then,  if  you  still 
further  reduce  our  hours  of  labour  and 
keep  np  the  wages,  our  difficulties  will 
belargely  increased.  Another  probable 
result  would  be  to  drive  capital  ont  of 
the  country  altc^ether.  The  hon.  If  em- 
ber, as  others  often  do,  speaks  of  Eng- 
land as  if  we  were  the  only  countiy  in 
the  world.  Does  the  hon.  Gentlmian 
doubt  for  a  moment  that  it  restrictions 
such  as  these  he  speaks  of  were  placed 
upon  our  manufacturers  in  this  countiy — 
does  he  doubt  that  these  manufactarets 
would  take  their  capital  to  another 
country  where  such  restriotionB  are  not 
in  force  P 

*Ub.  GRAHAM:  They  would  not 
take  the  workmen. 

*Mb.  RITCHIE :  No ;  bnt  they  would 
take  machinery  and  capital.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  pertectly  well  that 
this  has  already  been  done  in  several 
cases.  To  proceed  in  the  oourae  he  pro- 
pones would  still  further  tie  the  hands 
of  capitalists,  and  there  would  be  an  in-  ' 


creased  emigration  of  oafntal  from  this 
country.  Then  what  woi^d  be  the  con- 
dition of  our  working  classes  F  Now,  I 
do  not  doubt  that  in  some  oases  there  is 
much  to  be  done.  The  hon.  Hember- 
cited  one  case  which  has  been  more  than 
once  brought  before  the  House — that- 
of  the  Cradley  nail  and  chainmakers — 
and  the  hon.  Uember  for  Oamborne  hai 
put  before  us  visible  evidence  of  the 
work  done  by  those  employed  in  the 
Cradley  Heath  district.  He  has  drawn 
a  very  painful  picture  from  re- 
liable sources,  of  the  conditimi  of 
things  unhappily  existing  there.  Bnt 
he  knows  perfectly  well  that,  so  far  is 
this  particular  question  is  oonoemed,  it 
is  at  the  present  moment  under  inTesti> 
gation  by  the  Lords'  Committee 
appointed  to  examine  the  *'aweatiog"' 
system.  He  knows  that  the  Gorem- 
ment  are  anxious  to  give  that  Oom- 
mittee  every  assistance  in  their  poww- 
not  only  with  the  view  of  getting 
at  the  actual  facts,  bnt  also  to  give  it 
every  assistance  with  the  view  m  pro- 
viding remedies.  If  the  hon.  Member- 
does  not  know,  I  can  tell  him  that  the^ 


of  that  Committee  an  I 
Home  Offioe,  who  has  been  don  to  th» 
district  and  investigated  all  ttie  dranm- 
etanoes  of  the  trade  there,  who  has  re* 
ported  upon  them,  and  is  preparcd  t»- 
give  every  assistance  in  his  power. 
*Ma  GRAHAM  :  Allow  me  a  word  to- 
justify  myself.  I  do  not  chaigv  aegjeot 
against  the  Government  in  referenee  to- 
Cradley  Heath.  I  know  the  Home 
Office  sent  an  Inspector  to  report.  I 
only  alleged  the  case  as  evidence  of  the 
distress  existing  among  the  wf^Ung' 
classes. 

*Ub.  RITCHIE:  I  never  Bud  the  hon. 
Uember  made  any  charge,  bnt  ha  de- 
scribed Cradley  Heath  as  one  of  the 
plague  spots  of  the  country,  and  iriiat  T 
wish  to  say  is,  we  have  done  all  we  oas 
to  investigate  the  matter.  We  mnst 
now  wait  for  the  Report  of  the  Com* 
mittee  before  we  can  see  lo  what  oxtaBt. 
evils  exist,  and  what  would  be  the 
proper  means  of  providing  a  i«medy. 
I  admit  that  evils  do  exist'  and  it  is  not 
our  fault  if  nothing  has  been  d<»e.  80- 
I  say  in  reference  to  the  sanitary  oondi- 
ti<ms  that,  as  I  have  told  him,  the  Local 
GoTUnment  Board  were  only  anxiona  to 
move,  bnt  contd  not  until  we  had  win 
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representationB  which  as  jet  I  haye  not 
had. 

«Mb.  OONYBEABE  :  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  pard6n.  I  made  a 
strong  representation  on  the  snbjeoty 
accompanied  by  a  memorial  signed  by 
residents  in  Oradley,  and  pressed  it  on 
the  attention  of  the  House  last  Session, 
thongh  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was 
not  in  his  place. 

«Mb.  BITOHIE  :  Yes,  but'  we  want  a 
representation  under  the  Public  Health 
Act.  It  is  not  sufficient  to  make  a 
statement  in  this  House.  We  can  only 
move  within  the  lines  of  the  Act. 

Mb.   GONYBEAEE:    By  a  memo- 
rial? 

^Mr.  EITOHIE  :  I  stated  distinctly 
last  year  if  the  Local  Government  Board 
received  representations*  under  the  Pub- 
lic Health  Act,  we  would  at  once  take 
action.  So  far  as  I  know  no  such  repre- 
sentation has  been  made.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lanark  stated  last  night 
that  our  commercial  system  was  in  a 
state  of  collapse.  But  I  do  not  agree 
with  him.  Undoubtedly  there  has  been 
a  period  of  stagnation  existing  for 
years  past,  but  I  am  happy  to  think  it 
is  rapioly  passing  away,  lliere  is  every 
indication  that  an  improved  condition  of 
things  exists  now.  If  we  look  at  the 
question  of  wages  it  will  be  seen  that  in 
all  districts  they  are  advancing,  rapidly 
advancing,  and  have  now  reached  the 
highest  limit  during  the  past  ten  years. 
Eetums  published  in  the  Board  of  Trade 
Journal  for  February  show  on  the  re- 
ports of  Trade  Societies  that  of  a  total  of 
237,208  workmen  only  7,390  are  out  of 
work  a  proportion  of  3*1  per  cent.  In 
1886  the  proportion  of  unemployed  was 
11  percent.;  in  IS 87,  10*3  per  cent.; 
in  1888,  7*8  percent. 

*Mr.  GBAHAM  :  These  are  members 
of  Trade  Societies? 

^Mb.  BITOHIE:  Yes.  I  am  aware 
that  those  who  make  these  returns 
refer  to  what  is  called  skilled 
labour,  but,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
knows,  skilled  labour  almost  invariably 
requires  to  be  supjdemented  by  un- 
skilled labour,  ana  it  is  impossible  to 
suppose  that  the  demand  for  skilled 
labour  should  thus  have  enormously  in- 
creased within  the  past  few  years,  with- 
out a  corresponding  increase  in  tilie  de- 
mand for  unskilled  labour.  Bat  the 
prosperity  of  the  workin^j^  oIbbbos  at  the 
present   time  is  shown  in  more  ways 
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than  one.  The  capital  in  the  Post 
Office  and  Trustees  Savings'  Banks 
has  increased  from  £29,000,000  in  1873 
to  £104,000,000;  the  capital  of  the 
buildins;  societies,  in  which  the  working 
classes  iBTgely  invest  their  savings,  has 
increased  from  £20,000,000  in  1876  to 
£53,000,000  in  1886 ;  and  the  capital 
of  the  provident  societies  from 
£6,000,000,  with  508,000  members,  to 
£11,000,000  with  841,000  members. 
These  figpires  show  the  great  increase 
that  had  been  made  in  the  prosperity  of 
the  working  classes.  No  doubt  there 
are  a  considerable  number  of  unem- 
ployed, but  these  figures,  I  think,  will 
show  the  Hoase  that  the  unem- 
ployed are  not  as  numerous  as 
they  were,  and  that  the  savings 
of  the  people  have  been  enor- 
mously increased.  Of  course,  I  am 
aware,  not  only  that  there  exists,  but 
that  there  always  will  exist,  a  consider- 
able number  of  unemployed,  many  of 
whom  are  reduced  very  often  to  great 
straits.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr, 
Ouninghame  Graham)  spoke  of  the 
dock  labourers.  Well,  Sir,  this  is  about 
one  of  the  hardest  chapters  in  the  whole 
histoiy  of  unemployea  labour,  and  no 
one  who  has  seen  these  unhappy  people 
at  the  dock  gates  in  the  morning  waiting 
in  the  hojpe  of  obtaining  some  casual 
work  can  fail  to  have  been  overwhelmed 
with  sympathy  for  the  sufferings  they 
undergo;  but  it  ought  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  refuse  and  dregs  of  the 
unemployed  are  collected  at  the  docks. 
That  IS  their  last  resort.  TTnfortimately, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  large  numbers 
of  these  unemployed  are  unemployed 
because,  owing  to  weakness  brought  on 
by  ill-health  or  intemperance,  they  are 
incapable  of  doing  any  kind  of  hard 
work.  The  fact  must  be  faced  that,  even 
in  the  most  prosperous  times,  there  must 
be  large  numbers  of  persons  unem- 
ployed, and  reduced  to  the  lowest  depths 
of  penury.  Ghreat  efforts  are,  however, 
now  being  made  on  the  part  of  philan- 
thropic individuals  to  meet  this  distress, 
and  there  never  has  been  a  time  when 
more  people  have  been  associated  to- 
gether in  the  poorer  districts  of  London, 
and  in  different  parts  of  the  country,  to  do 
their  best  to  alleviate  this  state  of  things. 
But  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  say  that, 
so  far  as  the  pauper  returns  are  con- 
cerned, there  also  we  have  considerable 
cause  for  congratulation.  The  pauperism 
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of  En^^d  and  Wales  in  188S 
728,000,  or    264    per    1.000,    but    in 
Norember,     1887,     the    number   was 
740,000,  or  26-2 ;  so  that  within  a  year 
pauperism    has     decreased    one    per 
thousand.    And  it  must  be  remembered 
that  though  these  numbers  seem  large, 
about  600,000  are  women  and  children* 
The  condition  of  pauperism  throughout 
England  and  Wales  is  now  this,  that  at 
no  time  during  the  period  over  which 
the  Betums  extend — at  no  time  during 
the  past  30  years — ^has  there  been  so 
little  pauperism  throughout  the  country 
as  at  present.    A  similar  decrease  of  one 
per  1,000  has  taken  place  in  the  Metro- 
polis during  the  past  year,  and  so  far  as 
that  goes  it  shows  tiiat  the  porerty  of 
the  country  is  less  now  than  a  year  ago, 
and  that  many  people  who  otherwise 
would  haTe  come  on  the  Poor  Law  are 
now  obtaining  employment  where  they 
did  not  obtain  it  before.    Upon  that 
point,  I  may  say  that  I  know  that   at 
one   time    there    was    a    considerable 
amount  of  doubt  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  resources  of  the  Metropolitan  Boards 
of  Guardians  were  sufficient  to  cope  with 
the  distress  that  existed,  but  that  matter 
has  been  inquired  into  by  a  Coounittee 
whose  Beport  sets  the  doubt  at  rest,  and 
that  Beport  also  bears  out  the  conclu- 
sions I  have  drawn  from  the  pauper 
returns.    I  say,  it  may  be    condnded 
that  so  great  a  fall  in  the  number  of 
paupers  is  chiefly  due  to  the  improTed 
condition  of  the  working  classes  gene- 
rally.   The  time  at  our  disposal  is  so 
short  that  it  has  not  been  possible  for 
me  to  ask  the  House  to  permit  me  to  go 
into  all  the  details  adTanced  by  hon. 
(xentlemen  who  preceded  me.    All    I 
desire  to  say  is  that,  so  far  as  our  infor- 
mation goes,  the  position  of  the  working 
classes  is  considerably  better  now  than 
for  many  years  past ;  there  is  more  em- 
ployment and  less  distress,  and  we  hope 
that  state  of  things  will  continue.    But  I 
do  not  say  that  there  is  not  great  dis- 
,   and   I  do    not    say   that    there 
not    many    matters  which  ought 
pr.  perly  to    receire   the  consideration 
of   the   CroTemment    on    so   important 
a  question  as  this.     But  I  must  point 
out  to  the  House  and  to  hon.  Gontle- 
men  that  at  the  present  time  there  are 
no  less  than  three  Committees  inresti- 
gating  various  phases  of  this  question — 
namely,  the  Sweating  Gbmmittee,   the 
Importation  of  Foreign  Paupers  Com- 
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mittee,  and  the  Poor  Law  Oooimittee.  AH 
these  are  iuTesrigating  diffsront  poinli 
connected  with  thecondiCioa  of  tiie  woik- 
ing  classes  and  the  unemplayed  in  this 
country.    It  will  be  the  duty  of  As  6o- 
Temment  to  weigh  w^  any  repotts  aad 
recommendations  these  CommittBes  maj 
make.     But  while  that  is  ao,  and  whils 
there  is  still  much  that  mny  be  doae  ii 
the  way  of    remedial  legialatioa,  tiis 
proposals  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has 
moTod  the  Amendment*  so  far  from  im- 
pv^i^iiigy   would   rather  make   mattan 
worse.    I  give  the  hon.  Member  credit 
for  the  motive  which  has  induced  him 
to  bring  forward  the  Motion.     We  aE 
sympathize  with  the  object  he  has  im 
view,  but  I  ask  the  House  to  ilissmf 
from  the    Amendment.      I   tniat    ^ 
House  will  assist  the  GorenuoaBt  im 
bringing  the  debate  to  a  eondnaioii,  so 
that  our  time  may  be  given  to  the  iou 
portant  business  whidi  is  beCove  vs. 
*Mn.  FENWICK   (Northnmberiand, 
Wansbeek):     Considering     that      the 
House  has  now  been  discnasbig  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  Speech  &»r  neaiiy  a 
fortni^t,   it  is  with  great  rdncCaaes 
that  I  intervene  in  this  debate  for  a 
few  momeuts.    I  wish  to  aay,  howvter, 
that  I  do  not  consider  that  thia  is  tiw 
most  opportune  moment  for  raising  a 
question  of  such  importanee,  and  so  £d- 
reaching  in  all  its  issues  as  that  we  are 
now  discussing.     Speaking  for  myaeli^ 
at  the  opening  of  Parliament  I  ahoold 
be  prepared  to  challenge,  if  neoeaaazy, 
the  policy   of   the    Government  by  a 
single  Amendment,  and  if  defeated  oa 
that  Amendment  I    should  allow  the 
Address  to  pass.     I  think  it  is   a  very 
uDsatisfartoiy  state   of  things    to    be 
debating  the  Address  in  re|^  to  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne  ha  nearly  a 
fortnight  without    making   any  aatis- 
fsctory  progress  with  the  business  of 
the  country.    No  doubt  it  ia  extreme^ 
difficult    for   persons   in    the  position 
which  I  have  Uie  honour  to  hold,  repre- 
senting as  I  do  a  wooding  daas  eoastita- 
ency,  to  remain  silent  when  qnestions 
such  as  that  now  under  discuanm  are 
sprung  upon  the  House.    If  we  remain 
silent  it  may  be  assumed  in  eertain 
quarters  that  we  are  ont  of  syn^padiy 
with  those   whom  we    are    sent  here 
directly    to   represent.      WeD,  Sir;  I 
win  yield  to  no  man  in  the  depth  of  the 
sympathy  which  I  entertain  towards  ttM 
w(»king  classes,  and  the  d<  ~ 
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I     feel     to     alleviate    their    position 
at  every  possible  point.     For  more  than 
20    years    now,    the    small    influenoe 
that    I    have    been    able     to    wield 
has   been    given   to  improve   the   con- 
dition of  my  fellows,  and  I  should  be 
unfaithful  to  the  trust  that  is  reposed 
in  me  if  I  were  not  to  express  sympathy 
on  every  possible  occasion  with  the  class 
to  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  belong. 
But,  Sir,  what  we  want  is  not  a  mere 
expression  of  sympathy  from  the  Govern- 
ment.    That,  I  am  very  glad  to  say,  we 
have  already  received  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  I   should  not 
for    one  moment   think   that    he    was 
insincere  in  his  expression  of  sympathy, 
either  on  his  own  part  or  the  part  of 
the  Government.     But  we  want  some- 
thing more  than  mere   expressions  of 
opinion.  We  want  something  tangible  and 
definite  which  will  tend  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  working  classes.  I  am  not 
going  to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
with  any  attempt  to  prove  a  self-evident 
proposition.     It  will  be  admitted — even 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board    has 
admitted  in  his  speech  this  afternoon — 
that  there  is  distress  existing  in  various 
quarters  of    the  kingdom — very  great 
distress,  especially  in  such  a  district  as 
that  to  which  he  has  referred — namely, 
Cradley  Heath.     I  think  it  would  be 
well  for  the    Government  to  consider 
some      scheme      for      improving     the 
social  condition  of  the  people  at  Crad- 
ley Heath.     The  right  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.    Smith),    speaking   in    the    debate 
raised  on  the  Orofters'  Question,  said 
the  difficulty    the  Gt>vemment  had  to 
face  in  proposing  any  remedial  measures 
for  the  Scotch  crofters  lay  in  the  fact 
that  you  have  not  to  contend  against, 
or  fight  with,  economic  difficulties,  but 
are    contending    against   the  forces  of 
nature — that  you  havea ''  leas  productive 
soil,  a  less  genial  climate  than  those  other 
countries  which  compete  with  the  Scottish 
crofter  in  disposing  of  the  product  of 
their  labour."  ButSiat  state  of  things,  I 
would  point  out,  does  not  obtain  in  the 
Cradley    Heath    district.      There   you 
have  not  to  fight  agonal  any  forces  of 
nature.    The  trade  of  Cradley  Heath  is 
practicaUy  a  monopoly  in  that  branch 
of  induBtry.    With  me  permission  of 
the  House  1  ahould  like  to  read  a 


sentence  from  the  Report  which  has  been 
referred  to  this  afternoon,  in  which  it  is 
said — 

**  That  in  reference  to  the  chainmaking  trade 
of  Cradley  Heath,  instead  of  its  being  a  declining 
industry,  it  continues  to  develop,  and  nothing 
has  yet  been  done  to  materially  supplant  hand 
labour  by  machinery." 

So  that  in  that  case  you  have  not  to 
contend  against  the  forces    of  nature. 
But  I  will  not  enlarge  upon  this,  seeing 
that  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
raising    the    subject    again    when  the 
Eeport  of  the  Lords  Committee  dealing 
with  sweating  is  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment.    Beference  has  been  made  to  the 
shortening    of    the    hours    of    labour 
by      some      legislative      interference. 
This    is    an    extremely    difficult  ques- 
tion —  a     matter     which     will     have 
to  be  very  carefully  handled  when  it  is 
brought  forward  for  discussion  in  this 
House.    Keference  has  also  been  made 
to  the  action  of  trades  unions.    Well,  I 
am  frank  enough  to  admit  that  I  am  a 
trades  unionist  and  have  been  so  for  a 
number  of  years,  but  I  think  that  the 
record  of  trades  unionists  in  relation  to 
the  shortening  of  hours  is  a  very  credit- 
able record.     For  many  years  I  have 
endeavoured,  in  my  humble  way,  to  se- 
cure the  reduction  of  the  hours  of  labour, 
but  I  have  sought  to  bring  it  about 
apart   from   any  Parliamentary  inter- 
ference.   My  own  conviction  is — I  ex- 
press it  as  an  opinion  of  my  own,  and 
pledge  nobody    else   to   it — that    with 
proper  organization  amongst  the  working 
classes  it  is  possible  to  bring  about  a 
proper  reduction  of  the  hours  of  labour. 
But  I  also  admit  the  great  difficulty  you 
have  to  face  in  branches  of  industry 
where  it  is  not  p  ossible  for  workmen  to 
combine.    Take,  for  example,  the  case 
of  the  London  car  drivers  and  conductors. 
These  men  go  on  duty  at  eight  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  and  they  do  not  leave 
duty  until  half-past  twelve  at   night. 
Their  work  is  from  morning  till  night 
for  seven  days  in  the  week.    They  are 
never  an  hour  off  duty  during  the  whole 
of  that  time  except  fi^m  sickness.  They 
have    no    means   whatever    of    estab- 
lishing an  organization ;  and  I  can  see 
that  in  such  a  case  as  this  and  even 
in  the  case  of   railway    servants  the 
question  is  a  very  difficult  one,  and  that 
it  is  a  fair  question  for  the  State  to  con* 
aider  how  far  it  can  interfere  to  aeoiure 
I  the  men  a  half  or  a  whole  holiday  in^ 
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that  what  has  occurred  in  connection 
with  the  Address  on  the  present  occasion 
is  an  evidence,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
himself  referred  to  in  strong  lan- 
guage, of  the  extreme  inconvenience  of 
attempting  to  deal  with  questions  of 
great  importance  simply  on  Amend- 
ments to  the  Address.  It  is  obvious 
that  a  sufficient  and  proper  opportunity 
is  not  afforded  by  an  attempt  to  graft 
on  the  Address  Amendments  dealing 
with  these  Questions —  opportunities 
which  they  could  have  by  discussing 
Amendments  on  substantive  Motions  or 
on  Bills,  and  which  they  are  now  entire- 
ly deprived  of.  I  trust  opportunity  will 
be  found,  so  far  as  the  Government  is 
concerned,  and  there  will  be  no  hesita- 
tion whatever  in  giving  full  considera- 
tion to  the  very  important  question  in- 
volved in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  BBADLAXTGH  :  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  now 
that  the  Debate  on  the  Address  is  com- 
pleted, can  name  a  day  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  of  Perpetual 
Pensions  for  which  I  have  been 
promised  a  day  ? 

♦Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  under  an 
obligation  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
name  a  day  for  that  purpose,  but  he  is 
aware  that  we  are  under  statutory  com- 
pulsion to  proceed  with  Supply  so  as  to 
obtain  the  supplies  necessary  for  the 
purposes  of  the  coming  year,  and  voting 
the  Supplementary  Estimates  before, a 
given  day  in  March,  the  10th  or  19th. 
We  must  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
financial  provisions  for  the  services  of 
the  country,  and  so  soon  as  that  is  ac- 
complished, I  will  endeavour  to  meet 
my  obligation  to  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Ma.  B.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries) :  Are  we 
to  understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  give  facilities  for  the  discus- 
sion of  these  matters,  which  have  been 
excluded  by  the  Closure,  or  are  his 
remarks  merely  the  expression  of  a 
benevolent  wish  ? 

♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  must  be 
obvious  that  I  cannot  undertake  to  give 
facilities  to  hon.  Gentlemen.  If  I  were 
to  begin  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Session  to  undertake  to  give  facilities 
for  the  discussion  of  questions  of  the 
greatest  importance,  I  should  find  myself 
in  the  position  either  of  inability  to 
tarry   on    the    work   and  dtttiQS  pt 
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the  Gbvemment,  or  meeting  th^ 
obligations  which  I  had  undertaken- 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  aware 
that  there  are  certain  days  at  the  dis- 
posal of  private  Members  of  this  House, 
and  there  are  certain  Bills  on  the  Paper 
which  will  give  an  opportunity  for  the 
discussion  of  Questions  of  this  char- 
acter, and  certain  Votes  of  the  Estimates 
which  will  also  afford  an  opportunity  of 
which  I  have  no  doubt  hon.  Members 
will  avail  themselves. 

Db.  OLARK  :  It  is  a  fact  that  there 
are  670  Members  of  this  House,  of 
whom  70  are  Scotch  Members,  and  what 
chance  have  70  against  600,  in  a  baUot,  of 
raising  the  question  of  Home  Hule  for 
Scotland  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  an  exceedingly  intelligent,  in- 
genious, and  active  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  if  he  will  refer  to  the  number 
of  times  he  spoke  last  autumn  Session, 
he  will  find  that  had  the  other  69  Scotch 
Members  occupied  the  same  amount  of 
time,  we  must  have  been  exclusively  oc- 
cupied with  Scotch  questions  during  the 
whole  of  the  Autumn  Session.  I  cannot, 
therefore,  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  any  great  grievance;  but  I  can 
assure  him  that  the  interests  of  Scotland 
will  have  the  fullest  consideration  so  fea 
as  the  Government  are  concsmed. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
comments  have  been  made  of  the  most 
invidious  character  by  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  as  to  the 
length  of  time  which,  in  the  exercise  of 
our  duty,  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ghraham) 
and  I  occupied  in  this  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  the  assur- 
ance and  audacity  to  bring  a  charge 
of  obstruction  against  us,  and  it 
is  only  fair  that  I  should  say  one  or 
two  words  of  defence  fkgainst  these 
charges.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
insinuated,  at  any  rate,  that  we  had 
been  given  to  understand  that  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address  would  come  to  a 
conclusion  this  afternoon.  No  such  in- 
formation came  to  my  ears,  and  even  if 
it  had,  it  would  not  have  affected  mj 
mind  in  the  least.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  just  been  talking  about 
days  occupied  by  private  Membora. 
Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  had  two  days 
the  week  before  last  on  general  subjeots* 

It  beinff  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr.  Speaker 

joumea  the  House  without  Question 
put. 


1109 


Naval 


{March  7,  1889} 


D  fence. 


1110 


Oork  Improvement  Act,  1852,  any  person  inte- 
rested in  the  accounts,  either  as  a  creditor  or  a 
ratepayer,  may  object  to  any  part  of  the  ac- 
counts, and  the  auditors  may  make  such  abate- 
ments as  to  them  shall  seem  just,  subject  to  an 
appeal  to  the  Recorder  by  a  certain  number  of 
the  Council.  It  appears,  therefore,  that  any 
ratepayer  aggrieved  by  the  expenditure  referred 
to  in  the  question  may  object  thereto  at  the 
audit;' 

That  18  all  the  information  which  I 
have  at  present ;  but  I  have  no  doubt 
the  matter  will  be  further  inquired 
into. 

FIREARMS. 

Information  as  to  what  laws  are  in 
force  in  the  various  States  of  Europe 
with  regard  to  the  carrying  of  firearms 
by  private  persons  in  populous  places — 
Address  for.— (2^^  ^arl  of  Jlilltown,) 

NAVAL  DEFENCE.— QUESTION. 

*Thb  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN,  in  rising 
to  ask  what  opportunity  will  be  g^ven 
to  this  House  for  considering  the  pro- 
posals which,  in  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  are  necessary 
for  '*  an  increase  in  the  precautions 
which  have  hitherto  been  taken  for  the 
safety  of  our  shores  and  our  commerce," 
said :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  that 
the  Question  which  I  rise  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  Government  may  not  be 
somewhat  unusual ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  certainly  is  not  singular,  and, 
even  if  it  be  unusual,  I  venture  to  tbink 
that  the  circumstances  that  lead  to  it 
are  also  unusual.  Your  Lordships  will 
well  remember  that  there  is  a  para- 
graph in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  of 
very  great — I  might  almost  say  supreme 
— importance;  I  mean  that  paragraph 
which  alluded  to  the  defensive  condition 
of  the  Empire.  In  that  paragraph  Par- 
liament was  informed  that,  in  view  of 
the  potential  strength  for  offence  of 
other  European  countries,  the  defensive 
strength  of  the  Empire  was  insuffi- 
cient. My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  possible  to  conceive  an  announcement 
H  much  greater  importance  than  that. 

"^  lome  ways  it  is  more  important  than 
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the  safety  ^f  our  commerce,  which  is  the 
blood  and  the  life  of  the  Empire,  are* 
not  secure  against  the  ordinary  vicissi- 
tudes of  war.  And  more  than  that  even 
— that  the  defensive  condition  of  the> 
Empire  is  not  such  as  can  be  considered 
satisfactory  in  view  of  our  position  and 
our  circumstances  even  in  a  time  of  pro- 
found peace.  My  Lords,  I  apprehend 
that  whatever  the  proposals  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are,  they  will  be 
proposals  of  a  permanent  character ;  that 
is  to  say«  I  presume  that  the  paragraph 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  announces  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  arrived 
at  a  new  estimate  of  the  defensive 
requirements  of  the  Empire  ;  and  that, 
therefore,  whatever  the  proposals  may 
be,  whether  they  affect  the  Army  or 
Navy,  or  both,  or  whether  they  include 
the  armament  of  the  Coaling  Stations, 
and  so  on,  they  will  be  of  a  permanent 
character.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that 
in  a  case  of  that  kind  it  will  be  a  great 
misfortune  if  your  Lordships'  House 
have  not  ample  opportunity  of  express- 
ing its  opinion.  I  do  not  know,  of 
course,  in  what  shape  the  proposals  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be 
made  in  another  place ;  but  I  should 
imagine  that  they  will  come  before  this 
House  in  one  of  two  ways — either  in  the 
Appropriation  Bill  on  the  last  day  of  the 
Session,  which  I  need  hardly  say  would 
give  this  House  no  opportunity  what- 
ever for  discussing  this  matter,  or 
they  will  come  before  the  House 
in  the  shape  of  a  Money  BilK 
Of  course,  the  right  of  this  House 
to  deal  with  a  Money  Bill  is  not  disputed « 
but  your  Lordships  I  am  sure  will  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  the  universal  practice 
of  this  House  not  to  reject  or  amend 
Money  Bills  unless  in  matters  of  the 
most  supreme  and  vital  importance; 
and,  therefore,  I  should  be  right  in 
saying  that  this  question  of  the  defence 
of  the  Empire  and  of  the  adequacy  or 
inadequacy  of  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  be  discussed  by  this 
House  in  a  proper  manner  on  a  Money 
Bill.  I  cannot  of  my  own  reooUeotioa 
go  very  far  back,  but  I  remember  two 
oases  somewhat  similar  to  this.  I  re- 
member when  a  Vote  for  six  millions 
was  asked  for  ;  and  on  that  occasion  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  asked  a'  Question  somewhit 
lilar  to  mine ;  that  is  to  say,  he  asked 
a  statement   would  be  made 
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should  give  us  any  information,  how- 
ever slight,  on  this  serious  and  important 
question. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY:  I 
understand  the  desire  of  my  noble 
Friend,  and  1  should  be  very  glad  to 
give  him  any  information  if  I  had  any. 
But  the  only  knowledge  I  have  is  that 
which  is  possessed  by  all  your  Lordships. 
It  is  not  a  subject  upon  which,  in  the 
absence  of  facts,  I  could  allow  myself  to 
satisfy  my  noble  Friend  by  speculation, 
and  I  can  give  him  very  little  explana- 
tion of  what  has  occurred.  I  can  only 
say  that,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  it  belongs 
rather  to  the  domain  of  domestic  charac- 
ter than  to  that  of  political  change. 

IRELAND— PROCEEDINGS    OF   THE 
CORK  TOWN  COUNCIL. 

The  Duke  of  St.  ALBANS,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  payment  of  car 
hire,  printing,  and  posting  bills  calling 
a  meeting  to  protest  against  Mr. 
O'Brien's  prison  treatment,  out  of  public 
rates,  by  the  Cork  Town  Council  on  the 
8th  February,  and  to  inquire  whether 
such  a  proceeding  was  legal,  and,  if 
not.  whether  any  means  exist  to  pre- 
vent such  an  illegal  expenditure  of 
public  money,  and  whether  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  are  prepared  to 
put  the  remedy  in  force,  said:  My 
Lords,  I  hope  I  may  not  be  considered 
unduly  pressing  in  drawing  your  Lord- 
ships' attention  to  this  matter.  I  would 
have  brought  it  forward  at  an  earlier 
period  of  our  proceedings,  but  that  I  fell 
into  an  error  which  may  be  excusable — 
namely,  that  I  thought  the  matter  to 
which  the  question  refers  would  be  recti- 
fied on  the  Government  audit.  It  seems 
however,  that  the  cities  of  Cork  and 
Waterford  and  the  town  of  Kilkenny 
are  for  some  reason  exempt  from  any 
legal  or  Government  audit  of  their 
municipal  accounts.  True,  au  appeal  is 
allowed  to  the  Irish  Court  of  Queen*s 
Bench,  but  in  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land it  is  obvious  that  no  private  in- 
dividual would  incur  the  odium  and 
expense  of  such  an  appeal.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  in  justice  to  the  rate- 
payers and  in  the  interests  of  those  who 
wish  that  public  bodies  in  Ireland  should 
properly  perform  their  duties,  the 
Government  may  fairly  be  asked  to  ex- 
press their  opinion  on  this  case,  and  to 
say  whether  there  are  any  means  in  their 
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power  by  which  this  illegal  application 
of  public  rates  can  be  rectified . 

Lord  FITZ  GERALD :  My  Lords, 
The  subject  which  has  been  brought  to 
our  attention  by  the  noble  Lord  is  very 
wide  and  very  important,  and  deserves 
serious  consideration.  This  act  of  the 
Cork  Town  Council,  in  applying  the 
.funds  of  the  ratepayers  to  purposes 
for  which  they  were  not  applicable, 
is  an  act  done  in  open  defiance  and 
contempt  of  the  law.  The  order  made 
by  the  corporation  was  illegal,  and  the 
parties  who  made  the  order  would  be 
personally  responsible  for  the  money 
illegally  applied.  It  is  necessary  that 
such  practices  should  not  be  allowed  to 
continue  with  impunity.  Any  rate- 
payer injured  by  the  Act  can  go  to  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  and  ask  for  an 
order  quashing  the  order  of  the  Town 
Council  by  summary  process,  under  the 
Municipal  Corporation  Act.  But  there 
are  great  difficulties  in  the  way.  The 
process  is  slow  and  expensive,  and  it  is 
impossible  to  conceal  the  fact  that  the 
ratepayer  who  entered  upon  it  would  be 
subject  to  all  the  terrors  of  exclusive 
dealing.  The  Government  has  in  every 
county  in  Ireland  a  Crown  Prosecutor^ 
and  surely  the  Crown  Prosecutor  oould^ 
at  the  suit  of  any  ratepayer,  bring  up 
the  illegal  order  and  have  it  quashed. 
If  that  is  not  done,  the  only  alternative 
is  for  the  Government  to  repeal  the 
statutory  powers  by  which  the  City  of 
Cork,  among  others,  is  exempted  from 
the  Government  audit.  Then  the 
Government  Auditor  can  determine 
whether  the  expenditure  is  legal  or  not, 
and  if  it  is  held  to  be  illegal,  and  he 
refuses  to  pass  the  accounts,  the  money 
would  have  to  be  refunded  by  those  whe 
had  illegally  expended  it. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  or  thr 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  :  I 
have  just  been  put  in  possession  of 
the  answer  sent  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Ireland  to  a  request  for 
the  information  necessary  to  give  a 
reply  to  the  Question  of  my  noble  Friend^ 
and  I  think  I  cannot  do  better  than 
read  it — 

**  The  Local  Government  Board  have  no  in- 
formation on  the  matter  referred  to.  The  Board 
have  no  power  over  the  expenditure  of  the 
Cork  Town  Council,  and  the  Corporation 
accounts  are  not  audited  by  auditors  of  the 
Board,  but  by  auditors  appointed  by  the  bur- 
gesses under  Section  70  of  the  Municipal  Cor- 
porations Act,  1840.     Under  Section  23  of  the 
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Cork  Improvement  Act,  1862,  any  person  inte- 
rested in  the  accounts,  either  as  a  creditor  or  a 
ratepayer,  may  object  to  any  part  of  the  ac- 
counts, and  the  auditors  may  make  such  abate- 
ments as  to  them  shall  seem  just,  subject  to  an 
appeal  to  the  Recorder  by  a  certain  number  of 
the  Council.  It  appears,  therefore,  that  any 
ratepayer  aggrieved  by  the  expenditure  referred 
to  in  the  question  may  object  thereto  at  the 
audit." 

That  18  all  the  information  which  I 
have  at  present ;  but  I  have  no  doubt 
the  matter  will  be  further  inquired 
into. 

FIREARMS. 

Information  as  to  what  laws  are  in 
force  in  the  various  States  of  Europe 
with  regard  to  the  carrying  of  firearms 
by  private  persons  in  populous  places — 
Address  for.— (2^^  IHarl  of  Jlilltowti.) 

NAVAL  DEFENCE.— QUESTION. 

*Thb  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN,  in  rising 
to  ask  what  opportunity  will  be  given 
to  this  House  for  considering  the  pro- 
posals which,  in  the  opinion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  are  necessary 
for  "  an  increase  in  the  precautions 
which  have  hitherto  been  taken  for  the 
safety  of  our  shores  and  our  commerce," 
said  :  My  Lords,  I  do  not  know  that 
the  Question  which  I  rise  to  ask  Her 
Majesty's  €K)vernment  may  not  be 
somewhat  unusual ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  certainly  is  not  singular,  and, 
even  if  it  be  unusual,  I  venture  to  tbink 
that  the  circumstances  that  lead  to  it 
are  also  unusual.  Your  Lordships  will 
well  remember  that  there  is  a  para- 
graph in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  of 
very  great — I  might  almost  say  supreme 
— importance;  I  mean  that  paragraph 
which  alluded  to  the  defensive  condition 
of  the  Empire.  In  that  paragraph  Par- 
liament was  informed  that,  in  view  of 
the  potential  strength  for  offence  of 
other  European  countries,  the  defensive 
strength  of  the  Empire  was  insuffi- 
cient. My  Lords,  I  do  not  think  it 
is  possible  to  conceive  an  annoancement 
of  much  greater  importance  than  that. 
In  some  ways  it  is  more  important  than 
if  Parliament  had  been  told  that  an 
increase  in  Her  Majesty's  foroea  was 
required  either  because  war  was  immi- 
nent or  to  protect  British  interests  in 
some  distant  porticms  of  the  globe; 
because  what  we  are  told  is  that  our 
own  shores,  the  integri^  of  these 
islands — the  heart  of  tike  ^anpire-*and 


the  safety  pf  our  commerce,  which  is  the 
blood  and  the  life  of  the  Empire,  are* 
not  secure  agaiost  the  ordinary  vicissi- 
tudes of  war.  And  more  than  that  even 
— that  the  defensive  condition  of  the> 
Empire  is  not  such  as  can  be  considered 
satisfactory  in  view  of  our  position  and 
our  circumstances  even  in  a  time  of  pro- 
found peace.  My  Lords,  I  apprehend 
that  whatever  the  proposals  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are,  they  will  be 
proposals  of  a  permanent  character ;  that 
is  to  say,  I  presume  that  the  paragraph 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  announces  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  arrived 
at  a  new  estimate  of  the  defensive 
requirements  of  the  Empire  ;  and  that, 
therefore,  whatever  the  proposals  may 
be,  whether  they  affect  the  Army  or 
Navy,  or  both,  or  whether  they  include 
the  armament  of  the  Coaling  Stations, 
and  so  on,  they  will  be  of  a  permanent 
character.  Now,  it  appears  to  me  that 
in  a  case  of  that  kind  it  will  be  a  great 
misfortune  if  your  Lordships'  House 
have  not  ample  opportunity  of  express- 
ing its  opinion.  I  do  not  know,  of 
course,  in  what  shape  the  proposals  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be 
made  in  another  place ;  but  I  should 
imagine  that  they  will  come  before  this 
House  in  one  of  two  ways — either  in  the 
Appropriation  Bill  on  the  last  day  of  the 
Session,  which  I  need  hardly  say  would 
give  this  House  no  opportunity  what- 
ever for  discussing  this  matter,  or 
they  will  come  before  the  House 
in  the  shape  of  a  Money  BilK 
Of  course,  the  right  of  this  House 
to  deal  with  a  Money  Bill  is  not  disputed* 
but  your  Lordships  I  am  sure  will  agree 
with  me  that  it  is  the  universal  practice 
of  this  House  not  to  reject  or  amend 
Money  Bills  unless  in  matters  of  the 
most  supreme  and  vital  importance; 
and,  therefore,  I  should  be  right  in 
saying  that  this  question  of  the  defence 
of  the  Empire  and  of  the  adequacy  or 
inadequacy  of  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  be  discussed  by  this 
House  in  a  proper  manner  on  a  Money 
Bill.  I  cannot  of  my  own  recollectioA 
go  very  far  back,  but  I  remember  two 
oases  somewhat  similar  to  this.  I  re- 
member when  a  Vote  for  six  millions 
was  asked  for  ;  and  on  that  occasion  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  asked  a*  Question  somewhibt 
similar  to  mine ;  that  is  to  say,  he  asked 
whether   a  statement   would  he  made 
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by  the  Government  in  this  Hoasey 
or  something  to  that  effect.  The 
then  Prime  Minister  (Lord  Beacons- 
field)  said  that  the  ordinary  and  proper 
course  was  to  wait  until  the  statement 
had  been  made  in  the  other  House ;  and 
the  result  was,  that  when  the  Bill 
came  up  to  this  House  there  was 
no  discussion  upon  it  at  all.  I 
think  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Granville)  said  at  the  time  that  after  the 
Yote  of  the  House  of  Oommons  he  would 
advise  this  House  not  to  discuss  the 
Bill.  But,  my  Lords,  the  case  is  not 
entirely  on  all  fours  with  the  present, 
because  at  that  time  the  causes  which 
made  the  Vote  of  six  millions  necessary 
were  perfectly  well  known  to  Parliament 
and  to  the  country.  The  situation 
which  involved  that  Vote  had  been 
debated  over  and  over  again  in  this 
House,  and  there  had  been  Ministerial 
statements  made  about  it ;  and  in  conse- 
quence the  Vote  was  merely  the  carrying 
into  effect  of  deoisionswhichhad been  come 
toby  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Then, 
my  Lords,  I  remember  also  the  occasion 
when  a  much  larger  Vote  was  asked  for 
by  Mr.  Gladstone,  the  Vote  for 
1 1  millions.  On  that  occasion  the  noble 
Earl  (Lord  Carnarvon)  asked  whether  a 
statement  would  be  made  in  this  House 
before  any  statement  was  made  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Lord  Granville)  replied 
that  he  would  make  a  simultaneous 
statement,  and  that  was  the  course  which 
was  adopted.  But  in  that  case  also,  my 
Lords,  this  House  knew  perfectly  well 
the  reasons  why  the  Vote  for  11  millions 
was  asked  for.  We  had  had  it  debated ; 
we  knew  all  about  the  Penjdeh  incident, 
and  had  had  frequent  debates  about  the 
operations  in  the  Soudan ;  so  that  the 
House  had  practically  expressed  its 
opinion,  and  there  was  no  very  urgent 
necessity  for  any  further  debate  or  any 
further  expression  of  opinion  upon  the 
Vote  of  Credit  itself.  But  in  the 
present  case  we  are  in  almost  complete 
ignorance  as  to  the  necessity  for  these 
additional  precautions  which  are  to  be 
placed  before  Parliament,  and  we  are 
in  absolute  ignorance  as  to  what  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  are  to  con- 
sist of.  We  have  had  no  discussions — 
HO  full  discussions  at  any  rate — in  this 
House  as  to  the  defensive  condition  of 
the  Empire.  I  do  not  think  that  Par- 
liament has  any  full  information  as  to 
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the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission 
that  was  appointed  to  inquire  intothesub- 
ject.  I  do  not  think  we  have  any  know- 
ledge in  this  House  of  what  has  been 
done  with  the  £2,900,000  that  were 
voted  for  the  defence  of  the  Empire. 
Therefore,  my  Lords,  it  appears  to  me 
that  on  the  present  occasion  there  is  g^at 
necessity  for  a  full  debate  and  under- 
standing of  this  matter.  I  venture  to 
say  that  this  question  of  the  defence  of 
the  Empire  is  one  with  which  your  Lord- 
ships' House  is  pre-eminently  capable 
of  dealing.  It  is  often  said  that  one  of 
the  great  functions  of  this  House  is  to 
deal  with  large  Imperial  questions.  An 
immense  number  of  Members  of  this 
House  have  served  in  Her  Majesty's 
forces— a  considerable  number  in  die 
Army  and  a  considerable  number  in  the 
Navy.  There  is  the  noble  Earl  to  whom 
I  have  already  alluded  (Lord  Carnarvon) 
and  other  noble  Lords  who  sat  on  the 
Commission,  and  a  great  many  of  your 
Lordships  have  on  various  occasions 
occupied  places  of  g^eat  importance, 
that  would  render  their  opinion  on  a 
subject  of  this  kind  of  the  greatest 
value  CO  the  country.  It  would  be 
matter  of  regret  for  this  House  itself  if 
it  had  not  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
its  opinion  on  such  a  subject.  That, 
perhaps,  is  comparatively  a  small 
matter,  but  it  would  be  a  matter  for  the 
very  deepest  regret  if  the  country  should 
be  deprived  of  the  advice  and  opinion  of 
this  House  on  a  question  about  which  it 
is  so  well  qualified  to  judge.  If  I  am 
mistaken  in  the  notion  that  there  will 
be  no  ample  opportunity  for  this  House 
to  express  an  opinion,  J  can  only  apolo- 
gize for  taking  up  your  Lordships'  time, 
but  I  do  not  myself  see  how  it  can 
be  done.  I  sincerely  hope  that  some 
opportunity  will  be  given  us  to  dis- 
cuss this  question  of  the  defence  of  the 
Empire,  and  the  adequacy  or  inadequacy 
of  the  proposals  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend  to  make,  and 
that  that  opportunity  will  be  given 
at  such  time  and  in  such  a  manner  that 
the  opinion  and  decision  of  this  House, 
whatever  it  may  be,  may  have  some 
practical  effect  upon  the  issue  in  hand. 
My  Lords,  I  wish  to  guard  myself  by 
suggesting  that  I  not  only  do  not  dis- 
approve in  the  smallest  degree  of  what 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  said  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  ;  on  the  contrary,  I 
approve  of  it,    I  think  it  is  a  matter  on 
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which  the  country  may  congratulate  it- 
self that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
understand  the  situation,  and  that  they 
have  the  courage  to  grapple  with  it,  and 
have  not  hesitated  to  come  forward  and 
tell  the  people  of  this  country  that  the 
defence  of  the  Empire  is  inadequate, 
and  to  ask  for  money  for  the  purpose  of 
making  it  adequate,  and  I  have  not  the 
faintest  doubt  in  the  world  that  the 
people  of  this  country  will  back  up  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  anything  that 
they  do  in  that  way,  provided  always 
that  they  feel  sure  that  the  proposals  are 
sufficient,  that  the  work  is  to  be 
thoroughly  done,  and  that  the  money 
voted  is  to  be  laid  out  to  the  best  and 
greatest  advantage.  My  Lords,  as  I  said 
before,  if  I  have  troubled  your  Lord- 
ships unnecessarily  in  this  matter,  I  am 
sorry  for  it,  but  at  the  same  time,  as  I 
think  it  is  only  right  that  this  House 
should  have  a  proper  opportunity  of  dis- 
charging and  expressing  its  opinion  on 
this  point,  I  put  the  Question  on  the 
paper  which  1  now  beg  to  ask  the  noble 
uord  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 

Tm  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
I  think  my  noble  Friend,  in  reading  the 
debates  of  the  other  House,  has  allowed 
himself  to  be  affected  by  the  language 
which  naturally  prevails  there.  We 
know  that  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament Members  are  anxious  to  obtain 
opportunities  for  discussing  yarious 
public  questions,  and  the  reason  of  that 
anxiety  is  that  the  time  of  the  other 
House  is  all  taken  beforehand,  either  by 
the  Government  or  by  private  Members. 
But  I  do  not  think  that  a  noble  Lord, 
even  of  the  most  despairing  frame  of 
mind,  need  be  at  all  fearful  that  there 
will  be  want  of  opportunity  for  discus- 
sion owing  to  the  scarcity  of  time  here. 
There  ih  abundance  of  leisure,  and  my 
noble  Friend  is  certainly  not  a  man  of 
that  timorous  order  that  he  would  shrink 
from  bringing  forward  any  question  in 
which  he  might  feel  an  interest.  My 
first  answer,  then,  is  that  the  time  of  the 
House  is  abundant ;  that  the  subject  is 
eminently  congenial  to  your  Lordships ; 
and  there  is  no  person  fitter  to  make  the 
opportunity  than  my  noble  Friend.  But 
with  respect  to  the  other  portion  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech,  I  do  not  quite 
understand  what  he  expected  us  to  have 
done.  He  called  attention  to  the  passage 
which  occurred  in  the  Queen's  Speech ; 
but  I  wonder  whether  my  noble  Friend 


I  has  noticed  that  the  passage  is  addressed 
'  to  the  House  of  Cx>mmons,  and  that 
therefore  it  was  quite  natural  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  first  give  it 
its  consideration.  My  noble  Friend 
complains  that  he  does  not  know 
what  we  are  going  to  do;  but 
does  he  seriously  expect  me  to  give  a 
small  rehearsal  of  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton's speech  this  evening?  Does  he 
really  expect  that  I  should  make  here 
the  very  statement  which  the  First  Lord 
is  probably  giving  in  the  other  House 
at  this  very  moment  ?  I  think  I  must 
refer  my  noble  Friend  to  the  ordinary 
sources  of  information  to-morrow  morn- 
ing, when  he  will  receive  ample  infor- 
mation. With  respect  to  the  suggestion 
that  there  has  not  been  any  discussion  in 
this  House  on  the  subject  of  the  defences 
of  the  Empire,  I  think  that  the  memory  of 
my  noble  Friend  must  have  betrayed 
him.  I  remember  three  nights  last 
Session  on  which  the  subject  occupied  a 
very  prominent  position  in  our  debates, 
and  on  one  of  them,  when  Lord  Wolse- 
ley  spoke,  I  do  not  remember  ever 
seeing  the  House,  either  on  the  Benches 
or  in  the  Galleries,  so  full  as  it  was  on 
that  occasion.  I  am  sure  the  subiect 
was  very  fully  debated  on  that  occasion, 
and  it  received  great  attention  from 
▼arious  Members  of  your  Lordships' 
House.  I  do  not  in  the  least  doubt  that 
an  opportunity  can  be  found  for  my 
noble  Friend,  if  he  wants  one,  but  I 
may  add  that  I  believe  that  the  pro- 
posals of  Lord  George  Hamilton  will  take 
the  shape  of  a  BiU,  which  will  not  be 
purely  a  Money  Bill.  That  Bill  will 
come  up  here,  and,  according  to  all  Par- 
liamentary precedent,  will  be  subject  to 
asmuchdiscussioQ  andcriticism,  excepton 
the  mere  point  of  money,  as  any  measure 
which  is  introduced  to  this  House. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clouk, 

tiU  To-morrow,  aqoarter 

yaat  Ten  o*clodk. 
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Ordered : — **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  coiisider  every  Report  made  by  the 
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Land  Commissioners  of  England,  certifying  the 
expediency  of  any  Provisional  Order  for  the 
enclosure  or  regulation  of  a  Common,  and  pre- 
sented to  the  House  during  the  last  or  present 
Sessions,  before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  the 
confirmation  of  such  Order. 

'*  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
that  they  have  power,  in  respect  of  each  such 
Provisional  Order,  to  inquire  and  Report  to  the 
House  whether  the  same  should  be  confirmed 
by  Parliament:  and,  if  so,  whether  with  or 
yrithout  modification,  and,  in  the  event  of  their 
bping  of  opinion  that  the  same  should  not  be 
confirmed,  except  subject  to  modifications,  to 
report  such  modifications  accordingly  with  a 
view  to  such  Provisional  Order  being  remitted 
to  the  Land  Commissioners. 

*'. That  the  Committee  do  consist  of  Twelve 
Members,  Seven  to  be  nominated  by  the  House 
and  Five  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

**  'J  hat  Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr. 
Elton,  Mr.  Walter  James,  Mr.  Story-Maskelyne, 
Mr.  Richard  Power,  and  Mr.  Wroughton  be 
Members  of  the  said  Committee. 

"Power  to  send  for  persons,   papers,  and 
records. 
'•*Five  to  be  the  quorum." — (.Wr.  SCuart- 
JTortley.) 

QUESTIONS, 


IRISH  LACE. 

\  Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry)   asked     the     Secretary    to    the 
Treasury  whether  repeated  representa- 
tions have  lately  been  made  by  Convent 
Lane   Schools  and   Schools   of   Art  in 
Ireland  as  to  the  advantages  of  a  regular 
continuance  of  Mr.  Alan  Cole's  lectures 
and  instructions  upon  designs  for  Irish 
lace ;  whether  Mr.  Cole  has  been,  or  will 
be,  directed   to  renew   his  visits    and 
lectures  to  those  schools  and  convents  in 
March  and  OctDber  of  the  present  year ; 
and,  whether  similar  appeals  have  been 
made  by  convents  and  schools  of  art  in 
Ireland  lor  tlie  renewal  of  Mrs.  Power 
Lalor's  inspection  of  the  materials  and 
methods  of  making  the  laces  in  Ireland? 
The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  to 
THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds, 
N.)  :  I  underbtand  that  some  representa- 
tions of  the  character  referred  to  in  the 
first    paragraph  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question   have  been  received    by   the 
Irish  Government,  and  I  have  seen  testi- 
mony from  other  quarters  as  to  the  good 
work  that  has  been  effected  by  Mr.  Alan 
Cole's  visits.     Some  provision  has  been 
made  for  continuiug  these  visits,  but  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  dates  have  been 
fixed  for  them.     The  convenience  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  to  which 
Mr.  Cole  is  attached,  will  have  to  be 


considered  as  well  as  the  question  of  ex- 
pense. So  far  as  I  know,  no  applica- 
tions have  been  made  by  convents  and 
schools  of  art  for  the  renewal  of  Mrs. 
Power  Lalor's  inspection. 

LAND  TAX  REVENUE. 

Colonel   DAWNAY  (York,  N.  E., 
Thirsk)  asked   the   Chancellor    of  the 
Exchequer  whether  he  is  aware  that  it 
is  usual  for  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  to  handover  the  balance,  so  long 
as  it  does  not  exceed  £5,  over  and  above 
the  amount  due  to  the  Revenue  for  Land 
Tax  to  the  collector,  as  a  perquisite,  in 
addition  to  the  3d.  in  the  pound  he  is 
paid  for  collecting  this  tax ;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  steps  in  the  future  that  the 
balance  should  be   carried  forward  to 
meet  future  charges  ? 
*The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER   (Mr.    GoscHEN,    St.    George's, 
Hanover  Square) :   The  power  to  make 
the  allowance  referred  to  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  Land  Tax  Commissioners.     I  am 
precluded  from  making  any  alteration 
with  regard  to  this  allowance,  as  it  is 
ma^^e  by  Statute  (section  114  of  43  and 
44  Vic,  c.  17). 

Colonel  DAWNAY :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  on  the  first  opportunity  I 
will  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
this  subject. 


DERRY  GAOL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Rev.  Daniel  Stephens,  an  untried 
prisoner  detained  on  remand  in  Derry 
Gaol,  asked  to  have  his  dinner  supplied 
from  Roddy's  Hotel  on  his  arrival  after 
his  long  journey  from  Falcarragh  to 
Derry;  whether  the  order  was  carried 
out  by  the  hotel  keeper,  and  the  dinner 
duly  received  by  a  warder  in  the  prison  ; 
whether  the  dinner  was  shortly  after- 
wards returned  by  order  of  the  Gx>ver- 
nor,  or  other  superior  official  acting  for 
him ;  and,  whether  he  can  state  the 
grounds  on  which  this  refusal  was 
based? 

*TnE  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Manchester, 
E.) :  The  General  Prisons  Board  report 
that  it  is  the  case  that  the  Governor  of 
Londonderry  Prison  refused  to  allow 
the  dinner  sent  from  the  hotel  named 
to  be  supplied  on  the  occasion  in  ques* 
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tion.  TIm  further  supply  of  provisions 
from  this  hotel  had  been  prohibited  by 
the  Visiting  Oommittee  in  August  last, 
in  the  case  of  the  Kev.  James  McFadden, 
in  consequence  of  there  having  been 
^soUusion  between  him  and  those  sent 
with  his  meals  from  the  hotel,  whereby 
lie  was  enabled  to  evade  the  Prison 
Bules  in  sending  out  surreptitiously 
communications  from  the  Prison.  The 
Governor  in  the  exercise  of  his  discre- 
tion extended  the  prohibition  to  this 
case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  would  ask 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  whether  the 
Government  approve  of  the  action  of  the 
Governor,  and  whether  they  will  give 
the  hotel  keeper  any  opportunity  of  re- 
butting the  charge  made  against  him, 
which  I  understand  that  the  hotel 
keeper  indignantly  denies?  I  would 
also  like  to  know  what  course  will  be 
pursued  in  similar  cases  hereafter  ? 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
•doubt  that  the  Governor  will  exercise 
the  discretion  given  to  him. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  intimated  that 
he  would  call  attention  to  the  matter 
upon  the  Estimates. 

THE    POST    OFFICE  SAVINGS 
BANKS. 

Mr.  HUBBAED  (Bucks,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General  if  his  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  following  facts  : 
that  a  man,  21  years  old  next  birthday, 
can  assure  £10  at  his  death  in  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank,  by  an  annual 
premium  of  4s.  2d.,  that  the  Prudential 
Assurance  Company  only  offer  to  a  man, 
21  years  old  next  birthday,  £8  9s.  at 
death,  in  return  for  a  weekly  premium 
i5i  Id.  ;  that,  despite  the  apparent 
advantage  to  insurers  at  this  age,  and 
at  any  age,  of  an  insurance  in  the  Post 
Office,  only  5,859  contracts  for  £447,300, 
payable  at  death,  *'  entered  into  by  Her 
Majesty's  Postmaster  General,"  were  in 
existence  on  December  3 1st,  1887,  while 
the  Prudential  Assurance  Company 
(Industrial  Branch)  acknowledged 
6,904,000  policies  for  £64,200,000,  as 
•existing  on  December  31st,  1886  ; 
whether  he  will  consider  the  beat  means 
of  helping  the  saving  public  to  avail 
themselves  more  of  the  larger  benefits 
offered  by  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and,  whether,  to  assist  them,  he  would 
re-issue  a  Departmental  handbook  on 
the  lines  of  '<  The  Post  Office  Aids  to 


Thrift,*'  published  by  Mr.  Fawcett  in 
1881? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL 
(Mr.  Raikes,  University  of  Oambridge) : 
Without  making  myself  responsible  for 
the  accuracy  of  all  the  figures  quoted  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  I  would  point  out  that 
the  Post  Office  has  brought  its  system 
of  insurance  and  annuity  into  cdmost 
every  village  in  the  Kingdom,  and  has 
spared  no  means  at  its  disposal  of 
making  known  the  advantages  which  it 
offers ;  and  it  rests  with  the  public  to 
avail  itself  of  them.  I  can  only  hope 
that  the  attention  which  the  hon. 
Member  is  now  calling  to  the  matter 
will  promote  the  object  which  he  has  in 
view — an  object  with  which  I  entirely 
sympathize.  The  Post  Office  handbook, 
incorporating  the  essential  points  con- 
tained in  Mr.  Fawcett's  edition,  entitled, 
'*  The  Post  Office  Aids  to  Thrift,^'  is 
published  every  six  months,  and  maybe 
obtained  at  any  post  office.  I  shall, 
however,  be  glad  to  consult  the  Treasury 
as  to  the  practicability  of  circulating 
further  information  on  this  most  im- 
portant subject. 

THE  EDLINGHAM  BURGLARY. 

8jr  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  he 
proposes  to  make  any  further  inquiry 
into  the  Edlingham  burglary  case; 
whether  the  prosecutors  in  the  late  trial 
of  the  policemen  were  instructed  to 
produce  all  the  evidence  which  could 
throw  any  light  on  the  case ;  and,  if  so, 
why  some  important  witnesses  were  not 
examined,  especially  the  Reverend  Mr. 
Perry  and  Mr.  Percy,  the  principal 
actors  in  the  proceedings  by  which  the 
case  was  re-opened,  and  who  were 
present  ready  and  willing  to  give 
evidence ;  whether  the  money  to  give 
compensation  to  Murphy  and  Brannagan 
has  been  voted,  or  when,  or  in  what 
shape,  Parliament  will  be  asked  to  vote 
it ;  and,  whether,  in  case  there  is  to  be 
no  further  inquiry,  he  will,  before 
asking  for  the  money,  produce  to  the 
House  a  Copy  of  the  proceedings  on  the 
inquiry  by  an  agent  of  his  own,  or  other 
evidence,  by  which  he  was  satisfied  of 
the  innocence  of  the  two  men,  and  of 
their  right  to  compensation  ? 
♦The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fo» 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :    I  have 
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carefully  cunsidered  this  intricate  and 
difficult  case,  and  I  am  unable  to  see 
that  any  further  inquiry  can  .be  made 
which  will  throw  more  light  upon  it,  or 
elicit  any  new  facts.  The  Director  of 
Public  Prosecutions  was  requested  to 
produce  at  the  late  trial  all  the  evidence 
that  could  be  given.  It  was  necessarily 
left  to  the  counsel  conducting  the  prose- 
cution what  particular  witnesses  should 
be  called.  Mr.  Perry  and  Mr.  Percy 
were  not  called,  because  the  statements 
made  to  them  by  Edgell  or  Bichardson 
were  not  evidence  against  the  constables 
then  on  trial ;  but  they  were  subpoenaed 
by  the  prosecution  in  order  to  insure 
their  attendance  in  case  the  defendants 
wished  to  examine  them.  Mr.  Perry 
was  called  as  a  witness  before  the 
magistrate  in  the  case  against  Edgell 
and  Kichardson,  and  there  was  then  an 
opportunity  of  cross-examining  him. 
The  compensation  lodged  with  trustees 
for  Braunagan  and  Murphy  has  been 
paid  from  the  Civil  Contingencies  Fund, 
and  Parliament  will  be  asked  to  vote  it 
in  the  Supplementary  Estimate  for  the 
repayment  of  advances  from  that  fund. 
I  do  not  propose  to  produce  to  the 
House  a  copy  of  the  proceedings  and 
report  of  the  Treasury  Solicitor.  That 
is  a  document  containing  a  great  deal  of 
confidential  matter  ;  and  it  is  impossible 
for  the  House  to  form  a  judicial  opinion 
upon  a  mass  of  evidence  of  an  intricate 
character.  But  I  may  say  that  I  did 
not  act  on  that  report,  and  took  no 
step  for  the  pardon  of  Brannagan  and 
Murphy,  or  for  compensating  them,  until 
Edgell  and  Bichardson  had  not  only 
confessed  their  guilt  after  warning  that 
they  would  be  punished,  but  had  been 
sentenced  to  five  years'  penal  servitude, 

Sia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  counsel  for  the 
prosecution  were  instructed  merely  to 
produce  such  evidence  as  was  likely  to 
secure  a  conviction,  or  to  produce  all  the 
evidence  that  would  throw  light  on  the 
case ;  and,  if  so,  why  the  prosecution  did 
not  call  Mr.  Perry  and  Mr.  Percy,  and 
any  evidence  that  might  afi'ect  the 
credibility  of  Edgell  and  Bichardson  ? 

*Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  prosecution  was  instructed 
to  lay  the  whole  of  the  case,  both  for 
and  against  the  policemen,  before  the 
Court. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  when  the  Vote  for  Compen- 
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sation  comes  before  the  House,  I  will 
call  attention  to  the  un  satisfactory  position 
of  this  matter,  the  extreme  barbarity  of 
the  English  law,  and  the  great  difficulty 
of  eliciting  the  truth. 

Mh.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  it  tnie  that 
the  prosecution  was  conducted  by  a  new 
Conservative  Member  of  this  House  ? 
♦Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  prosecution 
was  entrusted  to  a  gentleman  who  has  a 
large  practice  before  the  tribunal  by 
which.it  was  tried.  The  choice  was  not 
in  any  way  made  by  the  Government, 
but  by  the  Director  of  Public  Prosecu- 
tions on  his  own  responsibility. 

SMALL  ARMS-MAJOR  HARSTON'S 
INVENTION. 

Captain  SELW  YN  (Cambridge,  Wis- 
beach)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  estimated  cost  of  con- 
verting the  Martini-Henry  into  a  repeat- 
ing rifle  is  about  8s.  at  the  Government 
Factory  and  12s.  6d.  by  contract;  and, 
whether,  in  view  of  the  great  economy 
which  Major  Harston's  invention  might 
produce,  and  in  order  to  secure  fair  play 
J  to  inventors,  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
I  the  House  the  Eeport  of  the  Small  Arms 
Committee  on  this  invention  ? 
♦The  secretary  of  STATE  ior 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle):  The  conversion  of  the 
Martini  into  a  repeating  rifle  could  be 
made  in  the  Government  factory  at  a 
cost  of  16s.  per  arm.  But  it  is  repre- 
sented to  me  that  this  invention,  while 
remarkable  for  its  ingenuity,  is  alto- 
gether unfit  for  service.  The  Reports  of 
the  Small  Arms  Committee  are  con- 
fidential documents,  which,  I  am  afraid,. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  produce. 

Captain  SELWYN  :  Is  the  right  hon* 
Gentleman  able  to  say  when  this  un- 
fortunate officer  is  likely  to  receive  pay- 
ment for  his  invention  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  question 
of  the  payment  of  Major  Harston  is 
under  consideration. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston) :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared  to  fulfil 
the  promise  given  to  me  by  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary,  that  Members  of  this 
House  should  see  the  Report  of  the 
Small  Arms  Committee  to  the  War 
Office? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  do  not  under- 
stand  that  my  hon.  Friend  made  such  a 
promise.  I  certainly  cannot  undertake 
to  produce  a  confidential  document. 
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Mb.    HANBURY    asked    the    First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  at  what  dates  the 
Howe,    Camp$rdoun^   Anton,    UndaunUd, 
Australia,    ImmortaliU,    Nareiksuo,   and 
Galatea,  which  would  have   been  com- 
pleted by  1st  December,  1888,  if  their 
inins  had  been  delivered  (Parliamentary 
Paper,  20th  December,  1888)  were  or 
could  have  been  ready  for  their  guns ; 
when  the  guns  in  each  case  had  been 
originally   promised  which    are  ''now 
promised"  for  May  and  June  of  this 
whether  the  guns  quoted  in  the  Return 
as  "  now  promised  "  for  delivery  to  the 
Anion,     Undaunted,    and  Immortaliti  in 
February,    1889,    were    so    delivered; 
what  other  vessels  are  being  delayed  in 
completion  by  the  non  delivery  of  their 
guns,    or    are    ready  and  waiting  for 
them ;  and  whether  the  Admiralty  has 
yet  received  from  the  War  Office  a  clear 
statement  of  ( I )  how  the  money  voted 
(say)  during  the  last  six  years  for  naval 
ordnance  has  been  expended ;  and  (2) 
what  supply  of  naval  ordnance  the  War 
Office  has  in  hand  ? 
♦Thr    first    lord  of  the  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton.  Middle- 
sex, Ealing) :  The  four  ships  referred  to 
in  the  first    part  of  the  Question  are 
now  ready  for  their  guns.    These  are  to 
be  delivered  on  board   by  April  30  for 
the   Victoria,    the  end  of  May  for  the 
Camperdotcn,  by  the  end  of  June  for  the 
San$  Panil  and  Hou:$.      The  Trafalgar 
will  be  ready  for  her  guns  by  June  next, 
which  are  to  be  delivered  by  the  end  of 
August.     It  is  intended  to  re- arm  the 
Thunderer  this  year  and  the  Rupert  next 
year ;  it  is  anticipated  that    the    guns 
will  be  delivered  by  the  time  the  ships 
are  ready  for  them.     With  reference  to 
the  gUDB  for  the  belted  cruisers,   those 
for  the  Undaunted   and    ImmoftaiitS  are 
expected  at  the  end  of  this  month,  those 
for  the  Auetraiia  at  the  end  of  May,  and 
for  the  Narcieeus  at  the  end  of  June. 
Those  for  the   Oalatea  and  Aurora  are 
expected  in   November,   but  there  are 
at  Chatham  9*2- inch  guns  of  an  earlier 
pattern  which  would  be  available  in  an 
emergency.     The  Medea  and  Meduea  are 
now  ready  fur  their  gunp,   which  it  is 
expected   will   be  delivered  by  April  1 
and  May  15  respectively.     It  is  antici- 
pated that  the  guns  for  the  Magidenne 
and    Melpomene   will  be  delivered  by 
the  time  that  the  ships  are  ready  for 


them.    The   Admiralty  have    not    re- 
ceived from  the  War   Office  a    com. 
plete  statement  of  money  spent  for  naval 
service,  as  the  War  Office  state  that  it  is 
impossible  to  furnish  such  a  statement^ 
no  separate  accounts  having  been  kept 
of     expenditure    on    naval    ordnance 
stores  as  distinguished  from  those  for 
land  service.      Separate  store  ledgers 
were,   however,   opened    by    the  War 
Office,    1887-88,    for   naval    ordnance^ 
and  a  statement  was  last  year  furnished 
to  the  Admiralty  by  the  War  Office, 
showing  the  stock   of  naval  ordnance 
stores,  on  April  1,  1888,  made  up  partly 
of  stores  which  the  War  Office  traus- 
ferred  from  the  general  existing  stock 
to  the  naval  service,  and  partly  of  stores 
which  were  expressly  made  or  purchased 
for  the  Navy  during  the  year  1887-8,. 
when  the  separate  accounts  for  the  Navy 
were  first  started.  The  details  of  the  di  vi- 
sion  of  the  general  existing  stock  be- 
tween sea  and  land  service  as  made  by 
the  War  Office  is  now  the  subject  of  in- 
quiry and  consideration  between  the  two 
Departments. 


SAMOA. 
Mb.  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUR  (Corn- 
wall, Mid,  St.  Austell)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs 
whether  the  Government  had  any  in- 
formation as  to  a  truce  alleged  to  have 
been  concluded  between  the  German 
Consul  and  Mataafa,  King  of  Samoa ;. 
whether  they  have  any  information  as 
to  the  present  place  of  detention  of  the 
ex-King  Malietoa ;  and  whether  they 
have  ever  asked  from  the  German 
Government  any  undertaking  that  he 
should  be  well  treated  while  detained  by 
them? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  fob 
FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir  J.  Fbb- 
0US80N,  Manchester,  N.E.):  We  have 
no  information  of  the  conclusion  of  a 
truce  between  the  German  Consul  in 
Samoa  and  the  Chief  Mataafa.  We 
have  heard  that  the  ex- King  Malietoa 
has  been  conveyed  to  the  Marshall 
Islands.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  never  asked  the  German  Govern- 
ment that  Malietoa  should  be  well 
treated  while  detained  by  them.  We 
have  no  reason  to  doubt  his  fair  treat- 
ment, but  we  have  no  special  right  to 
interfere  on  his  behalf.  We  have  heard 
indirectly  that  while  in  Germany  he  re- 
ceived very  handsome  entertainment. 
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RATHDRU3I  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  WILLI  AJI  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  laeutenant  of  Ireland  if  his  at- 
tention had  heen  drawn  to  a  case, 
decided  at  Kathdram  Petty  Sessions  on 
Thursday  last,  which  arose  from  some 
road  scrapings  claimed,  on  the  one  hand 
hy  a  man  named  Edward  Pierce,  under 
the  authority  of  the  road  contractor,  and 
on  the  other  hy  Mr.  W.  F.  littledale, 
J.P.,  of  Whaley  Abbey,  county  Wick- 
low, whose  son  instructed  William 
Hamilton,  an  emergency  man,  to  draw 
the  stuff  into  the  farmyard  of  a  holding 
from  which  the  tenant  had  been  evicted ; 
whether  it  is  true  that,  when  the  dis- 
pute arose,  Hamilton  went  back  to  his 
house,  and  returned  with  a  revolver, 
which  he,  as  sworn,  presented  at  Pierce, 
threatening  to  blow  his  brains  out ; 
whether  Constable  Flood  swore  that 
Hamilton  admitted  using  the  threat; 
whether  Mr.  Macleod,  K.M.,  commented 
on  the  audacity  of  the  defendant  Hamil- 
ton in  drawing  a  revolver  under  the 
circumstances ;  and,  whether  it  was  true 
that  the  defendant  was  merely  bound 
over  in  the  sum  of  £10  to  keep  the 
peace? 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  had  no  pre- 
vious knowledge  of  this  case,  but  have 
inquired  into  it,  and  learn  that  the  dispute 
arose  from  the  conflicting  claims  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question.  The  question 
which  the  magistrates  had  to  decide  was 
whether  Hamilton  presented  this  re- 
volver, loaded,  at  the  complainant, 
whose  name,  I  am  informed,  was  Price, 
not  Pierce.  Had  he  done  so  this  would 
have  constituted  an  indictable  offence. 
There  was,  however,  no  evidence  to 
show  that  the  revolver  was  loaded,  and 
Hamilton's  daughter  contradicted  the 
statement  that  it  was  aimed  at  Price. 
The  E.M.  condemned  the  production  of 
arms  under  such  circumstances.  Hamil- 
ton was  old  and  infirm,  with  a  wooden 
leg.  He  was  bound  over  to  keep  the 
peace,  or  in  default  one  month's  im- 
prisonment. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET  asked  the 
right  hen.  Gentleman  if  there  was  any 
evidence  that  the  revolver  was  not 
loaded  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said  he  had 
given  the  hon.  Member  all  the  informa- 
tion in  his  possession. 


ROMAN  CATHOLIC  SOLDIERS  AT 
CLONMEL. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Romford), 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  lor  War  ij^ 
on  Sunday  last,  in  the  Roman  Cathc^ 
Church  at  Olonmel,  the  officiating 
priest,  Father  Byrne,  from  the  altar 
commanded  the  soldiers  to  remain  in 
their  seats  consequent  on  their  having 
received  orders  from  Lieutenant  Oeo- 
ghegan  to  leave  the  building,  thus  com- 
manding them  by  priestly  influence  to 
disobey  the  orders  of  their  commanding 
officer  ;  and  also  that,  before  the  officer 
left  the  church,  the  priest  publicly  re- 
buked the  said  officer;  and  if  Idea- 
tenant  Geoghegan  has  in  consequence 
been  placed  under  arrest  ? 

Mr.  W.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County,  Ossory) :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  want  to  know  whether,  having  regard 
to  the  strict  censorship  exercised  in 
respect  of  Questions  put  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House,  a  Ques- 
tion ought  to  be  allowed  to  appear  on 
the  paper  which  is  neither  gprammatical 
nor  intelligible  ? 

♦Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber insinuates  that  partiality  is  shown  as 
between  one  side  and  the  other  in  regard 
to  Questions  he  is  entirely  wrong,  and 
there  is  no  justification  for  such  an  in- 
sinuation. I  am  not  aware  of  any 
difference  being  made,  and  I  have  not- 
thought  it  necessary  to  exercise  any 
censorship  in  regard  to  this  particular 
question. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  On  the 
same  subject  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  if  he  will  communi- 
cate to  the  House  the  Report  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief  in  Ireland  on  the 
conduct  of  Lieutenant  Geoghegan  in  a 
Catholic  Church  in  Clonmel,  on  Sunday 
last,  and  state  what  has  been  the 
result  ? 
♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  The  principle 
which  bas  hitherto  been  acted  upon  in 
such  matters  was  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh,  as  follows,  on  March  29, 
1881  — 

**  There  is  no  printed  regulation  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  it  is  manifest  that  officers  in  command 
of  soldiers  at  church  or  chapel  must  be  allowed 
to  exercise  some  discretion  as  to  permittiag 
them  to  remain  there  when  language  is  used  in 
sermons  to  which  soldiers  would  not  be  allowed 
to  listen  if  spoken  in  public  meeting.*' 
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I  entirely  adopt  the  principle  so  laid 
down.  Applying  it  to  the  oiroumstancee 
of  the  present  case,  I  have  read  the  lan- 
guage addressed  to  the  congregation  on 
the  occasion  in  question  in  the  Lenten 
Pastoral,  and  I  am  of  opinion  that  it 
held  up  duly  constituted  authorities  to 
contempt,  and  as  such  ought  not  to  have* 
been  addressed  to  soldiers.  The  lieu- 
tenant  in  charge,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
discretion,  ordered  the  troops  to  with- 
draw. He  stated  further  in  evidence 
that  in  doing  so  he  intended  no  dis- 
respect either  to  the  Bom  an  Catholic 
Church  or  to  the  officiating  priest.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  condemn  the  exercise 
of  the  discretion  vested  in  this  officer. 

Mr.  sexton  :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  has 
not  answered  my  Question  as  to  any 
Keport  on  the  subject  by  the  Com- 
mander in-Chief  in  Ireland. 

♦Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  thought  the 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  quite  well  that 
Beports  of  this  description  are  quite  con- 
fidential, and  are  not  communicated  to 
the  House. 

Sir  W.  HAECOUET  (Derby) :  I 
did  not  understand  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  state  the  facts  of  the  case. 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  That  was  not 
the  question  put  to  me. 

Sib  W.  HARCOUET  :  Then  I  wUl 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state 
himself  what  the  facts  of  the  case  were, 
because  the  answer  which  he  has  given 
to  us  is  a  sort  of  argumentative  state- 
ment upon  a  state  of  facts  which  is  not 
before  us.  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman prefer  to  make  a  statement  now 
or  to-morrow  ? 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  A  statement 
of  facts  ought  to  be  made  with  the  ut- 
most care  in  such  a  case,  and  I  should 
prefer  that  notice  should  be  given. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  have  any  objection  to  lay  on 
the  Table  a  copy  of  the  Lenten  Pastoral 
which  he  says  he  has  read,  and  which 
contains  language  that  justified  the 
order? 

♦Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  will  consider 
that  question  also,  and  will  state  to- 
morrow what  course  I  will  take. 

THE  WITNESSES  BEFORE  THE 
SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  LALOR  (Queen's  Ooanty»  Leiz) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland  if  it  be  true  that 


the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  granted  ft 
free  pardon  to  Delany,  one  of  the  men 
convicted  of  the  Phoenix  Park  murders, 
and  who  was  lately  examined  before  the 
Judicial  Commission ;  and,  if  so,  on 
what  date  was  the  pardon  signed ;  if 
pardoned,  why  is  Delany  retained  in 
London  in  charge  of  the  Governor  of 
Maryborough  Gaol  and  two  warders; 
at  whose  expense  are  the  Governor  and 
the  two  warders  kept  in  London ;  is  it 
a  fact  that  Delany,  while  in  Mount]  oy 
Prison,  was  allowed  to  see  his  wife 
weekly,  while  at  the  same  time  he  was 
allowed  tobacco  and  other  special  privi- 
leges in  the  way  of  dietary,  &o.  ;  and 
from  what  fund  did  the  cost  of  this  ex- 
ceptional treatment  come  ? 
♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  It  is  not 
true  that  Delany  has  been  pardoned. 
He  is  in  London  by  order  of  the  Special 
Commission.  The  General  Prisons  Board 
report  that  there  is  no  ground  whatever 
for  the  allegation  that  he  received  any 
exceptional  privilege  or  indulgence. 

CANADIAN   APPLES. 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Mona- 
ghan,  N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Customs  authorities  at  Liverpool  recently  ' 
seized  a  large  consignment  of  Canadian 
apples,  addressed  to  Messrs.  L.  Connolly 
and  Co.,  one  of  the  principal  firms  of 
fruit  brokers  in  Gkeat  Britain,  and 
refused  to  deliver  same  even  on  the  pro- 
duction of  the  bills  of  lading  issued  at 
Port  Hope,  Ontario,  for  shipment  per 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  Portland 
Maine,  and  thence  per  steamer  to  the 
port  of  Liverpool,  until  the  day  follow- 
ing that  on  which  the  fruit  was  sold, 
and  then  only  on  condition  that  the 
brand  '*  Canadian  Apples"  was  obli- 
terated from  the  packages,  with  conse- 
quent injury  to  the  commercial  value  of 
the  goods ;  and,  whether  he  can  say  if 
it  was  under  the  Trades  Mark  Act,  or 
what  other  Statute  the  Customs  authori- 
ties acted  in  this  matter ;  and,  if  so, 
whether,  considering  the  perishable 
nature  of  the  goods  and  the  necessity  for 
prompt  delivery  in  this  trade,  he  will 
make  such  arrangements  as  will  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  such  loss  and  inconve- 
nience in  future  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  The  consignment 
in  question  arrived  on  February  26, 
and  was  detained  by  the  Customs 
ofiBcers  at  Liverpool  under  Sections  16* 
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and  3  of  the  Merchandize  Marks  Act,  Downpatrick,    is    the    gentleman    ap- 

1887,  and  with  reference  to  Sub-section  pointed  as  Ooart   valuer    for    County 

2  of  Section  10  of  that  Act,  the  Board  of  Down ;  and,  if,  in  order  that  both  sides 

Customs     telegraphed     permission    to  should  be  represented,  he  will  authorize 

deliver  the  goods  on  obliteration  of  the  the  appointment  of  a  tenant'*  valuer  to 

marks,  and  the  goods  were  released  from  assist  the  County  Court  Judge  in  the 

detention  on  February  27.     On  the  first  discbarge  of  his  arduous  duties  ? 

instance,  the  collector  received  authority  '    Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOITfi:    The  Land 

from  the  fioard  to  allow  delivery  of  future  Commissioners  inform  me  that  they  are 

importations  under  similar  circumstances  not  aware   whether  the  County  Court 

without  reference  to  them  and  without  Judge  of  the  County  Down  has  referred 

obliteration  of  the  marks.  any  questions  to  Mr.  McElvaine  for  re- 
port, pursuant  to  section  32  of  the  Land 

RAILWAY  BYE-LAWS.  Law  (Ireland)  Act,   1887.     The  power 

Mb.    COGHILL    (Newcastle  under-  of  selection  of  such  valuers  rests  with 

Lyme)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board  the    County    Court    Judges,    who,    in 

of  Trade  whether  he  has  had  his  atten-  ?»?^»°K  their  appointments,  act  with  a 

tion  called  to  the   fact  that  Railway  f^^^  s*"'^  o^  ^^^^^  responsibility  in  the 

Companies  continue  to  publish  amongst  ™*"®''' 

their  bye-laws  one  to  the  effect  that  any  RRraAnF 

passenger  travelling  without  a  ticket,  or  „      o  »  vi^i-w  /t   •.  •        a\      v^ 

faUing  or  refusing  to  show  and  deliver  ^^r.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim.  S.)  asked 

up  his  ticket  to  any  dulv  authorized  ser-  *?  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 

vant  of  the  Company  when  required  so  »* »?  **»«  intention  to  remove  the  plaoe  of 

to  do,  shall  be  required  to  pay  the  fare  *"V'^«°«  f  »*»«  ?L'^  Battalion  of  the  Eifle 

from  the  station  whence  the  train  origin-  B"gade  from  Carrick-on-Shannon,  the 

ally  started  to  the  end  of  his  journey:  bead-quarters  for  many  years;    and,  if 

whether  this  bvelaw  was  held  by  the  *°'  whether  he  will  give  any  reason  for 

Judges  of  the  Common  Pleas  Division  *,w     il^^ll .  ^^^^^     ™.    . 

in  the  London  and  Brighton  Railway  *M,?-J:.S.TANHOPE :  This  is  a  vew 

Company  t;.  Watson  to  be  "unreasonable  small  Militia  battalion,  and  it  is  much 

and  void  " ;  and,  whether  the  Board  of  '?»'<"',  ""  established  strength.    It  has. 

Trade  will,  from  time  to  time,  so  revise  therefore,  been  decided,  after  very  oare- 

the  bye- laws  of  the  Railway  Companies  f"*  consideration,  to  disband  it  irfter  ito 

as  to  prevent  the  insertion  in  them,  as  "^f**  training,  and  to  absorb  the  County 

valid,  of  bye-laws  which  have  been  pre-  °l  Leitnm  into  the  recruiting  area  of 

viously  held  to  be  invalid  by  the  Judges  i*"®  ^^^  Battalion    of   the  Connaught 

of  the  Superior  Courts  of  Law  ?  Rangers.      It  will  train  this  year  at 

*Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  °«»y'«>  becausethat  is  the  head-quarter* 

opTRADE(8irM.  Hicks-Beach):  Yes,  f   the    latter    regiment,    which    it  is 

Sir,  I  believe  the  law  is  as  stated  by  the  •»•??«!*  .**»**  ™*"y  °^  *''®  Leitrim  men 

hon.   Member.      The  matter  has  been  will  join. 

under  my  attention,  but  the  question  of  aBEANGEMENTS  IN  LEITRIM. 

the  revision  of  bye-laws  IS  a  very  dim-  „     rr.-DTkCKr     u  j  ^l    rt    i.       * 

cult  one,  and  looking  to  the  pressure  ^  ^a.  HAYDEN  asked  the  Postmaster 

thrown  on  the  Department  by  the  Rail-  Qen«'al  whether  representations  have 

way  and  Canal  Traffic  Act  of  last  year,  ^«?°  °*"^«  ^,  •»i°»  "^  ^«*»''"  l'  *°«  »°- 

I  cannot   detinitely  undertake  to  say  habitants    of   Qaradice,    Glebe,   Coro- 

when  the  matter  will  be  dealt  with,  but  ma|»<«>.  Breskil,  Lisloughy,  BrunnreiUy. 

I  will  promise  that  it  shall  not  be  lost  "*    »""'?'"^    ^t'*®'    *<>''"'*"?,•.   "*''**® 

sieht  of.  between  Newtowngore  and  ualhnamore, 

county  Leitrim.  showing  the  need  for  a 

r,TTT>  ^/^^...rocT^»i    r.,^T-,^^   ..n  ■^^,„^,  postoffice  lu  tho  distHct  i    whether  a 

SUB-COMMISSION    COURT  AT   DOWN-  farge  number  of  letters  are  daily  left  at 

PAnilCK.  ^  single  house  in  the  district ;  and  whe- 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Qalway)  asked  ther  there  is  any  reason  why  the  re- 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  quest  of  the  inhabitants  should  not  be 

tenant  of  Ireland  if  Mr.  McElvaine,  who  acceded  to  ? 

acted  as  landlord's  valuator  at  the  Sub-  Mr.  EAIKES  :  The  facts  are  as  stated 

Commission    Court    recently    held    at  by  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  haTe  had 

J/r.  Jackson 


l\I9 


TK$  North 


{Maboh?,  18891 


Dublin  Union. 


1130 


pleasure  ia  sanctioning  a  post  office  at 
Oaradice. 

SCOTCH  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BILL. 

Mb.  DDIPF  (Banffshire)  asked  the 
Lord  Advocate  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention  of  Her  Majesty's  OoTernment 
to  introduce  the  Local  Government  Bill 
for  Scotland  in  time  to  enable  the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply  to  consider  it  at 
their  statutory  meeting  on  the  30th  of 
April  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBBBTsox,  Buteshire)  replied  in  the 
affirmative. 

CAPPOQUIN  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Ma.  P.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  cases 
entered  for  hearing  at  Cappoquin  Petty 
Sessions  on  24th  January,  and  requiring 
the  attendance  of  two  magistrates,  were 
adjourned  to  7th  February,  as  only  one 
magistrate  attended:  whether,  on  7th 
February,  such  cases  were  again  ad- 
journed to  21st  February,  as  only  one 
magistrate  attended;  whether,  on  21st 
February,  another  adjournment  again 
took  place  fur  the  same  reason  ;  what 
prevented  the  Resident  Magistrate 
attending  Cappoquin  Ordinary  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  days  in  question ;  and 
whether  any  steps  can  be  taken  to  pre- 
Tent  the  inconveniences  to  professional 
gentlemen  and  their  clients  that  follow 

such  adjournments  ? 

♦Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  hon. 
Member  to  defer  the  Question. 

THE  NORTH  DUBLIN  UNION. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  County,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  as 
treasurer  of  the  North  Dublin  Union, 
has  refused  to  allow  the  North  Dublin 
Board  of  Guardians  to  overdraw  its 
account  to  the  extent  of  £4,000,  for  a 
limited  period,  on  the  security  of  the 
rates,  although  that  security  has  been 
practically  admitted  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  be  ample  ;  whether  the 
Munster  and  Leinster  Bank  has  offered 
to  make  the  required  advance,  free  of 
interest,  on  condition  of  the  Union 
account  being  transferred  to  it  from  the 
Bank  of  Ireland ;  whether  the  Guardians 
resolved  to  transfer  their  aooount  to  the 
Munster  and  Leinster  Bank,  and  whether 


they  have  been  prevented  from  acting 
on  this  resolution  by  the  Local  Govern* 
ment  Board ;  whether  there  is  any 
statutable  provision  against  such  a 
transfer  of  the  account  of  the  North 
Dublin  Board  as  has  been  suggested; 
and,  if  not,  why  the  Local  Government 
Board  insist  on  dealing  exclusively  with 
the  Bank  of  Ireland;  and,  since  the 
Local  Government  Board  have  prevented 
the  North  Dublin  Board  of  Guardians 
from  obtaining  money  on  good  terms 
from  the  Munster  and  Leinster  Bank, 
what  does  the  Government  propose  to 
do  to  enable  the  Board  to  carry  on  its 
work  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  ? 
♦Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  is  the  fact 
that  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  as  treasurer  of 
the  North  Dublin  Union,  declined  to 
advance  to  the  Guardians  of  that  Union 
so  large  a  sum  as  £4,000,  but  the  Bank 
offered  to  allow  them  to  overdraw  their 
account  to  the  amount  of  £2,000,  and 
this  offer  the  Guardians  accepted  on  the 
16th  of  January  laet.  From  the  Guar- 
dians' minutes  of  proceedings  on  the 
23rd  of  January  it  appears  that  the 
Munster  and  Leinster  Bank  offered  to 
lend  £4,000,  free  of  interest,  for  three 
months,  or  until  such  time  as  moneys 
would  come  in,  provided  that  the  account 
of  the  Union  was  changed  to  that  Bank. 
The  Guardians  did  adopt  a  resolution  to 
the  effect  that  their  account  be  changed 
to  the  Munster  and  Leinster  Bank,  but 
the  Local  Government  Board  declined  to 
sanction  such  transfer,  on  the  ground 
that  a  treasurer  who  refused  to  advance 
large  sums  of  money  to  the  Guardians 
could  not  thereby  be  deemed  to  have 
failed  to  comply  with  the  Board's 
general  regulations  defining  his  duties 
as  an  officer  of  the  Union.  Besides, 
the  Bank  of  Ireland  during  past  years 
frequently  allowed  the  Guardians  of  the 
North  Dublin  Union  to  overdraw  their 
account,  and  in  the  present  instance 
lent  them  a  sum  of  £2,000,  so  that  it 
could  not  fairly  be  contended  that  the 
action  of  the  Bank  towards  the 
Guardians  had  been  illiberal.  The 
treasurer  of  a  union  is  appointed  under 
the  24th  article  of  the  Board's  general 
regulations,  and  his  tenure  of  office  is 
governed  by  the  3  9th  article  of  the 
same  Order,  which  provides  that  every 
officer  appointed  to  or  holdine  any 
office  under  the  Order  shall,  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  Article  40,  continue  to 
hold  the  same  until  he  die,  or  resign 
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or  be  remoTed  by  the  Local  QoTernment 
Board.  It  is  not  the  practice  ol  the 
Board  to  allow  a  treasurer  to  be  re- 
moved from  oHioe  unlees  reasonable  and 
euffloieut  grounds  caa  be  assigned  for 
dispensing  with  his  Gervioes;  and  the 
faot  that  a  bank  acts  in  that  capacitj 
doea  not  alter  the  position  which  the 
treasurer  of  the  Union  occupies  under 
the  Order  reforred  to.  The  Guardians 
have  recently  received  £3,137  in  lieu  of 
rates  on  Government  property,  ae  well 
as  a  considerable  amount  in  respeat  of 
rates  ooUectsd,  and  it  appears  that  last 
week  they  had  a  sum  of  £2,553  to  their 
credit  at  the  foot  of  their  treasurer's 
account,  so  that  they  do  not  now  want 
funds  for  the  relief  of  the  poor. 

Me.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  of  the  faot  that  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  did  advance  money  to 
the  Guardians  of  the  Dublin  Union 
until  the  Union  agreed  to  transfer  their 
account  to  the  Munster  Bank ;  and 
whether  the  course  pursued  by  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  has  not  thrown  grave 
inoonvenieuce  upon  the  ratepayers  ? 

•Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  That  Is  a 
Question  of  which  notice  mast  be  given. 

WELSH  COUNTY  COUNCILS, 
Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  lYade  how  many  members  of  the 
Oounty  Councils  of  Merioneth,  Denbigh, 
Flint,  and  Chester  respectively,  will  be 
entitled  to  elect  on  the  Dee  Conservancy 
Board,  and  how  many  the  County  Coun- 
cils of  Merioneth,  Montgomery,  Car- 
narvon, and  Cardigan  respectively  on 
the  Dovey  Conservancy  Board  7 

•Sir  M.  HICKS-BEACH :  The 
Oounty  Councils  named  by  the  hon. 
Member  will  reapeotively  appoint  the 
same  number  of  members  as  the  Quarter 
Sessions  have  hitherto  been  entitled  to 
appoint,  the  powers  of  the  Quarter  Ses- 
sions in  this  respect  having  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  County  Councils.  The 
Olerks  of  the  Peace  could  state  what  the 
numbers  are. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS  :  The  Councils 
themselves  do  not  know  the  number 
they  are  entitled  to  elect,  and  in  some 
cases  the  clerks  of  the  parishes  them- 
selves are  unable  to  give  the  necessary 
information. 

*SiE    M.   HI0K8-BBACH:    I  think 
that  the  application  in  this  matter  should 
be  made  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Peace. 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfanr 


IRELAND— COLONEL  SAUNDERSON. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  had  yet  re- 
ceived from  the  Member  for  North 
Armagh  (Colonel  Saunderson)  the  names 
of  the  leading  men  in  the  Army  upon 
whose  authority  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  declared,  in  a  recent  spoech 
at  PorladowQ,  that,  in  a  certain  event, 
they  would  refuxe  to  do  their  duty  in 
maintenance  of  the  law;  and  whether  he 
would  communicate  the  correspondence 
to  the  House  ? 

Ma.  E.  STANHOPE  :  No,  Sir;  I  have 
not,  nor  do  I  propose  to  call  upon  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  to  furnish  me 
with  the  names  of  the  ofBoers  in 
question.  From  the  only  report  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  speech  that  I 
have  seen,  it  appears  that  his  words 
were  incorrectly  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool.  But,  be  that  as  it  may,  I  do 
not  oonceive  it  to  be  my  duty  to  ask  for 
the  names   of    officers    who    may,    in 

Krivate  conversation,  have  made  use  of 
lose  and  hasty  expressions  with  regard 
to  a  hypothetical  case.  It  will  be  time 
enough  for  me  to  take  notice  of  them 
when  they  are  publicly  used  by  the 
officers  themselves. 

Mb.  SEXTUN:  Is  the  House  to 
understand  that  an  officer  in  the  British 
Army  is  untitled  to  pledge  himself  to 
violate  his  oath  if  he  does  it  in  private 
conversation  ?  Has  the  right  boa. 
Gentleman  received  any  report  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  speoob 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
admits  to  be  correct? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  ;  My  answer  to 
both  these  Questions  is,  no.  I  have  seen 
the  report  in  the  Irith  Timti. 

CDLLINANE  TOE  INFORMER. 
Mk.  J.  R.  COX  (Clare,  E.) :  I  b^  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  whether  be  will 
undertake  that  an  ofhcer  of  the  Govern- 
ment, to  be  named  by  him,  will  serve  a 
subpoena,  on  the  part  of  the  Irish 
Members,  on  Cullinane,  the  informer, 
to  appear  before  the  Special  Oom- 
misBion  ? 

•Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  would  be 
convenient  that  all  requests  for  as- 
sistanoe  in  connection  with  the  inqnirj 
pending  before  the  Royal  Commii- 
sion   should   be  made  in  the  regular 
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ARTILLERY   HE-ORGANIZATION. 

LoED  HENEYBBUOE  [Wilto,  Chip- 
penham) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  he  intends  to 
IHTe  effect  to  the  propnssls  of  Lord 
Harris'  Artillery  Committee,  four  mem- 
bers of  which,  inoluding  the  Chairman, 
recommended  the  eeparation  of  the 
mounted  from  the  dismounted  branches 
of  the  Bojal  Beiciment  of  Artillery  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  It  is  difficult  to 
fltate  our  proposals  on  this  subject  in 
answer  to  a  Question,  but  full  informa- 
tion will  be  ^ven  when  the  Army 
Estimates  are  brought  in. 


manner  by  the  solicitors  of  those  con- 
cerned, and  not  by  way  of  Question 
across  the  floor  of  the  House.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Irish  Ooremment  are 
unacquainted  with  Culliaane's  where- 
abouts. 

Mb.  cox  :  To  vhom  is  our  Bolioitor 
to  apply  ? 

♦Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Solicitors  have 
already  applied  to  the  Government. 
It  must  be  done  in  the  usual  way,  by 
writing  to  the  Irish  Qovemment. 

Mr.  COX:  Has  Caron  left  the 
country  since  the  opening  of  the  Com- 
mission ? 

*Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  so. 
Mr.  LABOUCHEEB:  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  agree  that,  in  the  aame 
wa^  as  reports  of  the  evidence  of 
Major  Le  Caron,  the  informer  of  the 
Oovemmeat,  were  given  to  Mr.  Houston, 
the  secretary  of  the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  |  1 
League,  the  reporta  of  Cullinane's  evi- 
dence shall  be  given  to  Mr.  Scbnadhorst. 
the   secretary  of  the  National  Liberal 


The  Question  was  not  answered  ? 

M«.  SEXTON:  Is  Cullinane now  out- 
side the  jurisdiction  of  the  Courts  of 
the  QuiMn ;  has  he  left  this  country 
since  the  Commission  commenced,  and 
where  did  he  obtain  funds  to  enable 
him  to  go  away  ? 

*Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  not 
the  slightest  knowledge  on  the  aub- 
ject. 

SUBURBAN  BURGLARIES. 

Mb.  BIOWOOD  (Middlesex,  Brent- 
ford) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  increase 
otbuivlaries  in  the  suburban  districts; 
and  if  any  and.  if  so,  what  further 
means  can  be  taken  to  deter  attempts  of 
this  description? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Commissioners  of  Police  that 
there  has  been  no  increase  in  the 
number  of  burglaries  in  the  suburban 
districts  during  the  last  four  months; 
on  the  contrary,  there  bare  been  fewer 
than  in  the  oorreaponding  periods  of 
I  Bar  and  1888.  The  police  are  using 
their  best  efforts  to  check  this  das*  of 
crime ;  but  its  effectual  prevention  de- 
pends as  much  on  the  vigilance  and  care 
of  the  householders  themselrea  as  on  the 
efforts  of  the  police. 


IRELAND— FATHER  STEPHENS. 
Mr.  OILL  (Louth,  S.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Iiieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the  Rev. 
ipbens,  of  Falrarragh,  was  arrested 
than  a  week  ago  on  a  charge  of 
conspiracy ;  and  whether  bail  was 
refused  ;  and,  if  so,  whyit  was  refused  ? 
*Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  informea 
that  the  facts  are  substantially  as  stated 
in  the  Question.  Bail  was  refused  by 
the  Magistrates,  in  the  exercise  of  their 
diaeretion. 

Mr.  OILL:  But  why  did  the  Magis- 
trates refuse  Father  Stephens  the  ordi- 
nary privileges  ? 

•Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  1  do  not 
knon  on  what  ground  they  acted. 

PALLISER  GUNS. 

CowNEL  NOLAN  {Galway,  N.):  I 
lipC  tn  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
W,ir  how  many  guns  have  been  con- 
vi'i-ted  on  the  Pallisor  system  ;  and  what 
is  the  approximate  gross  weight  of  shot 
nr  shell  which  have  been  cast  on  the 
TflUiser  system? 

Mu.K.  STANHOPE:  Ifthehon.and 
gallant  Gentleman  will  move  for  a 
Return,  I  will  grant  it, 

THE  BARROW  DRAINAGE. 
Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  (Queen's 
County.  Oasory) :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Socretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Irolimd,  whether  ha  has  received  the 
of  a  resolution  passed  by  what  is 
ibed  as  a  large  and  representatire 
meeting  of  the  people  of  Portarlington, 
disapproving  of  a  scheme  propoeed  by 
the  Government  for  the  drainage  of  tho 
Barrow  by  means  of  embankments,  and 
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advocating  the  adoption  of  the  plan 
embodied  in  the  Beport  of  Lord 
Castletown's  Oommission,  which  recom- 
mended the  widening  and  deepening  of 
the  bed  of  the  river  and  the  removal  of 
obstraotions ;  and  whether,  after  this 
expression  of  local  opinion,  the  Govern- 
ment still  intend  to  persevere  with  their 
scheme  ? 

*Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Yes ;  and  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  will  be 
communicated  to  the  memorialistF.  The 
hon.  Member  may  be  able  to  get 
information  from  the  engineer,  Mr. 
Gamble. 

OFFICIAL  DOCUMENTS. 

Mr.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bur  j,  E.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  Mr.  H.  Evans,  the  writer  of 
the  article  in  the  Contemporary  Review 
on  ''The  London  County  Council  and 
the  Police,"  is  Mr.  H.  K.  Evans,  one  of 
the  first-class  clerks  in  the  Receivers' 
Office ;  and,  if  he  is  the  same  gentleman, 
does  he  come  within  the  Ride  made  in 
1879,  by  which  officers  attached  to  a 
Department  were  precluded  from  pub- 
lishing works  relating  to  the  Department 
without  permission,  and  had  be  obtained 
the  necessary  permission  ? 

Mr  MATIHEWS  :  Mr.  H.  Evans 
was  formerly  employed  in  the  Receivers' 
Office,  but  retired  in  June  last,  and  there- 
fore he  is  no  longer  amenable  to  the 
rules. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS :  Had  he  access 
to  the  official  documents  and  to  the 
statistics  used  in  this  House  on  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Vote  last  year  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Shoreditch  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  He  had  access  to 
no  official  documents. 

THE  AGHABOY  POST  OFFICE. 
Mb.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  (Monag- 
han,  N. ) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
Genera]  whether  he  has  yet  filled  the 
recently  vacated  office  of  Sub-Post- 
master of  Aghaboy,  county  Monaghan  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  consult  local 
feeling  in  the  matter,  and  defer  making 
the  appointment  until  he  can  have  the 
advantage  of  the  opinion  of  the  majority 
of  the  people  of  the  district  as  to  the 
olaims  and  fitness  of  the  person  most  ac- 
ceptable to  them  for  the  office  to  guide 
him  in  making  the  appointment  ? 

Mr.  W,  A.  Macdonald 


Mr.  RAIEES  :  The  vacancy  for  a 
Sub-Postmaster  at  Aghaboy  has  not  yet 
been  officially  reported  to  me.  I  can, 
therefore,  only  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that,  when  it  is  so  reported,  1  shall  select 
for  appointment  the  candidate  whom  I 
may  ascertain  to  be  best  qualified  to 
perform  the  duties  of  the  office  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Department  and  the 
public  generally. 

IRELAND -THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION 
—THE  CONVICT  NALLY. 

Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  how  many  visits 
have  been  made  by  any  person  or 
persons  on  behalf  of  the  Time$  to  P.  W. 
Nally,  during  his  detention  at  Millbank 
Prison,  from  20th  November,  1888,  to 
this  date ;  did  one  or  more  of  the  visits 
take  place  in  the  presence  and  in  the 
hearing  of  a  warder  or  warders  ;  at 
what  dates  were  the  visits  made;  has  the 
application  of  a  friend  of  P.  W.  Nally's 
family  for  a  visit  been  refused,  on  the 
ground  that  the  prisoner  had  forfeited 
his  right  to  a  visit  by  misconduct ;  what 
misconduct  is  alleged  against  P.  W. 
Nally,  and  in  what  prison;  was  it  at 
Millbank ;  what  is  the  date  of  the  report 
against  him;  will  visits  from  persons 
acting  on  behalf  of  the  Tim^9  to  P.  W. 
Nally,  and  other  similarly  circumstanced 
prisoners,  continue  to  be  permitted,  re- 
gardless of  the  wishes  or  without  the 
consent  of  such  prisoners ;  and,  are  such 
visits  counted  against  the  very  limited 
number  of  visits  due  to  the  prisoners  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  The  prisoner 
Nally  has  received  one  visit.  It  was  in 
view  of  a  warder,  but  not  in  his  hearing. 
It  took  place  on  the  4th  of  February 
last.  A  visit  has  been  refused  on  the 
ground  that  the  Prisons  Board  in  Ireland 
reported  that  Nally  had  forfeited  by 
misconduct  the  right  to  receive  a  visit 
at  present.  This  report  was  communi- 
cated from  Dublin  Castle  to  the  Home 
Office  on  the  18th  of  January.  The  mis- 
conduct did  not  take  place  at  Millbank, 
but  in  Ireland,  and  was  reported  to 
the  Governor  of  Downpatrick  Prison  on 
the  27th  of  November  last.  Prisoners 
are  not  and  will  not  be  compelled  to  re- 
ceive these  visits  if  they  object.  Such 
visits  are  not  counted  against  the  ordi- 
nary visits  due  to  a  prisoner. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  wish  to  know 
whether  before  the  visit  is  made  the  pri- 
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soner  is  warned  and  has  an  opportunity 
of  objecting? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  The  practice  is 
to  announce  the  visit  to  the  prisoner, 
who  then  has  an  opportunity  of  objection. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN:  Was  there  any 
conversation  in  the  hearing  of  the 
warder  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  the 
practice  in  English  prisons  is  to  have 
the  warder  in  sight,  but  not  within 
hearing  dintance.  ^ 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  :  I  bee  to  ask 
the  Obief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  Qovemor 
of  Downpatrick  Prison  in  any  way  what- 
ever gave  P.  W.  Nally,  being  a  prisoner 
in  hitt  chargf^,  reason  to  think  that  if  he, 
P.  W  Nally,  would  give  evidence  before 
the  S(>ecial  Oomoiission  in  support  of 
the  Tiiuee  case,  he  should  soon  be  re- 
leased from  prison ;  and,  has  P.  W. 
Nally  been  reported  for  misconduct 
during  his  detention  at  Downpatrick 
Prisiiu  ;  if  so,  what  was  the  misconduct, 
and  the  date  of  the  report  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  thattheallegation  in 
the  tirst  paragraph  is  absolutely  without 
found ati«iu.  The  prisoner  was  reported 
for  uiisuouduct,  which  consisted  of  shout- 
ing in  a  loud  and  disorderly  manner,  and 
calculated  to  create  a  disturbance  on  the 
19th  of  November  last,  when  being  con- 
veyed to  the  railway  station  at  Down- 
patrick. The  report  was  made  by  the 
officer  of  the  escort  on  the  27th  of  the 
same  luouth,  after  his  return  from 
London. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.): 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the  Prison 
Votes  I  will  call  attention  to  the  persecu- 
tion of  this  particular  prisoner  because 
he  refuHf d  to  make  himself  an  informer 
for  the  Times. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  the 
Pribon  Commisrtioners,  before  giving 
peruiission  to  the  agent  of  the  Timee 
to  visit  P.  W.  Nally  in  Millbank, 
secured  the  assent  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  this  particular  case; 
and.  whether  it  is  the  rule  of  the 
Prison  Comuiissioners  to  allow  every 
solicitor  who  may  choose  to  apply  to 
visit  any  prisoner  in  Millbank;  if  not, 
what  priautple  govHrned  their  assent  in 
this  iu>tince;  and  I  should  also  like  to 
know  whether  permission  to  visit  Nally 

YOL.  CCCXXXIII.  [third  sbries.] 


has  been  refused  to  everyone  exeeptiog 
the  agent  to  the  Ttmeef 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  permission 
which  was  refused  to  Nallv  was  to 
receive  a  private  visit  coming  under 
the  ordinary  prison  rules,  which  he 
was  not  entitled  to  receive.  In  answer 
to  the  Question  on  the  Paper,  I  have  to 
say  the  assent  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
was  not  asked  for  the  visit  referred  to. 
It  is  the  practice  of  the  Oommiesioners 
to  satisfy  themselves  that  the  applicant 
is  a  solicitor,  and  that  the  application  is 
made  bond  fide  for  some  stated  business 
in  which  the  prisoner  is  conoemedy  be- 
fore they  give  their  assent.  They  acted 
in  accordance  with  this  practice  in  the 
instance  referred  to.  Nally  had  been 
brought  over  from  Ireland  under  an 
order  of  the  Special  Oommission  issued 
at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Soames,  and  the 
object  of  the  interview  sought  by  Mr. 
Soames  was  to  take  his  prooi. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle): 
Are  we  not  to  understand  that  the  rule 
that  the  prisoner  is  entitled  to  receive  a 
visit  from  a  solicitor  in  a  matter  in  whioh 
he  is  concerned  means  **  concerned  in 
his  own  defence ; "  and  in  what  sense 
was  Nally  concerned  with  the  Oommis- 
sion and  the  Times  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  have  made  in- 
quiries to-day  on  that  very  point,  and  I 
am  informed  that  the  practice  has  not 
been  confined  to  cases  in  which  the 
solicitor  interviewing  the  prisoner  was 
acting  in  his  defence.  I  think,  how- 
ever, it  is  a  matter  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. There  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
on  both  sides — whether  the  privilege  of 
a  visit  not  in  the  hearing  oi  a  warder 
may  not  properly  be  oonnned  to  cases  it^ 
which  what  passes  between  the  prisoner 
and  his  visitor  would  be  privileged  from 
being  in  evidence  in  a  Oourt  of  Law. 
Nally  was  concerned  in  this  visit,  inas- 
much as  he  was  under  the  orders  of  the 
Oourt  to  give  evidence.  The  person 
calling  a  witness  before  a  Oourt  of  Jus- 
tice invariably  obtains  beforehand  in- 
formation of  what  the  witness  is  about 
to  say — in  other  words,  he  takes  his 
proof. 

Mr.  J.  MOBLEY:     Is    there    any 
means  of  ascertaining  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  agent  of  the  Timee  on  his  visit  ^ 
produced    a    letter    purporting    to   be 
written  by  Nally's  brother  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  made  in- 
quiries on  this  subject,  and  the  informa- 
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tioa  giren  to  me  is  that  the  warder  saw  thoee  questions  can  be  put  to  him  in 

no  Tetter  produced.  cross-ezaminatioD. 

Sib  Vf.  HAK6OURT  (Derby)  :    At  Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

what  date^di4  the  practice  first  com-  Attorney  General  whether  he  intends 

mence   of   the   Prison    Commissioners  to  call  Nally  ? 

allowing  soUciiors  in  a  hostile  position  The  Question  was  not  answered, 
to  foist  theihselvefl  on  prisoners  without 
those  prisoners*  wish  or  assent? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  right  hon.  CRIMINAL    LAW     AND     PROCEDUBK 

Gentlemiin  is  importiug  into  my  answer  (IRELAND)  ACT— PROSECUTIONS   IN 

^hat  I  never  said.    If  the  prisoner  ob-  LIMERICK, 

jacts^  he  is  not  compelled  to  receive  the  ^^  O'KEEFFE :  I  beg  to  ask  the 

^«*'  *rr  <rvr«/^rxYmm    -rn^  .  Chaucollor  of  the  Exchequer  the  cost 

Sib  W.  .HABCOITET  :  What  oppor-  incurred  by  this  country  on  aoeountof 

tumty   had    this    particular    prisoner  ,^„^  prosecutions  at  BaUyneety  and 

^'^^i.Y^.^ry'i^J^'^    V  ;.    ^1.  CastieconneU,  County  Limerick,  under 

Mb.    MATTHEWS:     He    had    the  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 

opportunity  afforded  him  by  the  an-  land)  Act,  particularizmg  the  expendi- 

npuncementof  the  vis^?  ture,  as  follows:   the  amount  paid  to 

Mb.  T.  M.^  HEALY :  I  beg  to  ask  ^^^^  maguitrates  and  polioe  at  the 

whe,ther    the    anuounoement  that  the  meetings  in  the  first  instanee;  the  amount 

A^  case  would  close  on  Tuesday  was  ^^  ^%^^  j^^^  Officers  who  advised  the 

known  to  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  be-  prosecutions ;  the  amount  paid  to  police- 

fofe  he  made  the  announcement  that  ^en  who  came  to  London  to  serve  the 

tto  rule  was  to  be  changed ;  and  whether  sammonses;  the  amount  paid  to  Resident 

that  altered  rule  is  to  be  anphed  to  the  Magistrates,  Crown  Counsel,  shorthand 

^defence"  of   hop.  Members  of  this  ^^„^    ^^^^  soldiers,   and   cavriry 

House?           ^  ^jjQ  attended  the  Courts  until  ooutic* 

Mb.  M ATOHIiWS :  I  know  nothmg  tions  were  obtained  ? 

n^ut  the  closing  of  the  TtiMi  case,  and  #|£^     QOSCHEN  :    The  information 

I  have  not  made  any  announcement  that  asked  for  would  require  a  vast  amount 

the  rulewould  be  altwed^  of  labour  before  it  could  be  prepared, 

MB.H.H.  FOWLER  (Wolverhamp.  ^^^^  ^  j^  ^^d  possibly  be  prepared, 

ton)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  how  toe  nght  ^nder  the  ciroumstonoes  I  cannot  give 

hon.  Gentleman  himself  oonstroes  the  ^^ie  hon.  Member  the  informaUon. 

rule  that   ^ny  solicitor  is    entitled  to  ^^  0»KEEFFE :  Then  I  will  refer 

visit  a  pnsoner.  ^  tj^^  matter  on  the  Estimates. 

Mb.    MATTHEWS:     There    is    no 

^Si^hanVnt'ThL  i^luf'Z  ^^^  BAYONET  CONTRACT, 

tice  of  the  Prison  Commissioners  for  M».  KENRICK  (Birmingham,  N.)  = 

many  years.    That  practice,  although  it  I  b®g  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

is  liable  to  abuse,  does  not  appear  to  me  War  what  progress  had  been  made  by 

tQ  be  in  itself  objectionable.  Messrs.  Wilkinson  in   the   delivery  of 

Mb.     LABOUCHERE:      Will    the  bayonets  under  their  contract ;  whether 

right  hdn.  Gentleman  inquire  if,  when  ^J^^  ^'"^V^T^^^ ^^^^  ^l  completion  of 

N^y    was    informed  that  the    repre-  J^^  ^«^*'*^*,  ^^^\f^^?  bayonets  was 

sentative    of    the    T.mss    intended    to  three  years  from  the  date  of  signing  the 

visifbim.  he  was  also  informed  that  he  ?*^V  and  whether  Government  woiUd 

might,  if  he  wished,  refuse  to  see  the  »°««*  <>?,  ^^^«  condition  being    strictly 

visitor  ?  observed  ? 

TLr^^VrArnrnrxT.wa     n    ^  •  1  ^B.  E.  STANHOPE  I  I  explaiuod  on 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Certainly.  ^^^  q^-^  ^^  December   last  that  Messrs. 

Mb.  J.  F,  X.  0*BRIEN :  Will  Nally  Wilkinson's    work    was     retarded     by 

be  afforded  an  opportunity  of  proving  changes  of  pattern  and  delay  in  the  sup- 

t^at  attempts  were  made  to  tamper  with  plj  of  gauges.     They  have  already  sup- 

him*  by  the   Governor  of  Downpatrick  plied   21,288  blades,  and  the  condition 

Prison  since' it  has  been  denied  ?  which  will  be  insisted  on  is  that  1,000 

Mb.    Matthews  :     when    Nally  sword  bayonets,  on  the  average,  shall  be 

app^ears  before  the  Special  Commission  supplied  weekly. 
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IWVEY  FISHERY  BOARD. 
Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire):  I  begtoaskthePreaidentoftbe 
Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  resolutioa  unani- 
mouslj  pauedat  ameetiogof  tbeDorey 
Fishery  Board  in  June  lait,  in  fftTour  of 
amendiog  the  bje-laws  so  aa  to  extend 
the  time  for  net-fishing  within  the  dis- 
trict of  their  jurisdiction  by  a  fortnight ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the  meeting 
of  the  Board  held  on  the  22nd  February, 
it  was  announced  that  Mr.  Berringlon, 
Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries,  had,  in  an 
interriew  with  the  fishermen  on  3rd 
January,  expreeoed  a  decided  opinion 
that  the  Board  of  Trade  would  not 
grant  the  extension  of  time,  and  that  it 
was  urged  that,  as  the  deoiaion  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was  almost  a  foregone 
oonolusion,  it  would  be  throwing  money 
away  to  go  through  the  necessary  forms 
of  applying  for  sauction  ;  and  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  the  Board  of  Trade  is 
opposed  to  such  an  extension  of  time  for 
net-fishing  ;  and,  if  so.  why  ? 
•SiuMICHAELHIOKS-BEAOH:  In 
reply  to  the  first  paragraph  in  the 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  my  atten- 
tion has  not  been  called  to  any  such 
resolution.  Mr.  Berrington  would  have 
no  authority  to  express  any  opinion  on 
Che  part  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
assures  me  that  he  did  not  do  so.  Mr. 
Berrington  was  interviewed  by  some 
fishermen  at  Machynlleth  Bail  way 
Station  on  the  Srd  January  last,  and 
promised  to  report  their  views  to  his 
Department  in  the  event  of  any  bye- 
law  being  sent  in  for  confirmation.  In 
reply  ta  questions  he  declined  to  say 
vbat  view  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
take,  adding  that  the  proposal  would 
receive  full  consideration.  In  answer 
to  one  or  two  of  the  deputation  he 
advised  not  being  too  sanguine  of  suo- 
«es8,  looking  to  the  possibilities  of 
opposition  from  various  interests.  The 
Board  of  Trade  will  be  quite  prepared 
to  deal  with  any  question  upon  its 
merits. 

GRAND  JDllY  PANEia. 
Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  Qeneral  for  Ireland, 
having  regard  to  the  persistent  exclusion 
of  Roman  Catholics  and  large  land 
occupiers,  duly  qualified,  from  grand 
juries  at  present  assizes  in  Ireland,  as 


I  partionlarly  exemplified  by  the  oonitita- 
tionofthe  counties  Clare  and  Limeru^ 
Grand  Juries,  if  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  devising  a  means  to 
intimate  to  the  High  Sheriffs  the  Govern- 
ment's disapprovalof  such  selections  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFuUE :  As  I  hare 
already  pointed  out  in  answer  to  a  tonaat 
Queation,  the  OoTemment  have  no  power 
whatever  to  interfere  with  the  diaooa^e 
by  a  High  Sheriff  of  his  duty  in  sum- 
moning a  Grand  Jury.  If  he  Is  guilty 
of  any  illegality  tbe  matter  can  be 
brought  before  a  Judge  of  Asaiza,  who 
has  power  to  fine  him  for  any  breach  of 
duty.  The  Government  have  in  no  case 
the  power, 

LICENSING  ADTHOEITIES. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HOTJLDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.] :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  if  the  Government  has  any  in- 
tention this  Session  of  introducing  pro* 
posals  for  transferring  the  licensing  of 
public-houses  from  a  nominated  to  on 
elected  body  ? 

Tax  PRESIDENT  of  thb  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Bit- 
OHiB,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's): 
No,  Ifir. 

IRELAND— MB.  J.  FITZQIBBON. 

Ma.  HATDEN  (Leitrim  8.):  I 
heg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it 
is  the  practice  in  Ireland,  as  has  been 
stated  to  he  the  case  in  England,  to  ac- 
cede to  the  application  of  a  solicitor  to 
see  a  prisoner  even  though  no  applica- 
tion should  have  been  received  ^m  the 
prisoner  himself;  and,  whether,  if  so, 
he  will  state  the  grounds  on  which  the 
application  of  Mr.  Farrall  M'Dormell, 
Bolioitor,  Roscommon,  on  the  23nd 
December  loat,  to  see  his  client,  Mr. 
John  Fitzgibbon,  in  Caatlebar  Prison, 
wosrefusM,  Mr.  Fitzgibbon  himself  not 
having  made  any  application,  as  he  had 
no  msans  of  knowing  anything  about 
legal  matters  affecting  him  which  were 
occurring  during  his  iniprisonment  F 

Mb.  A.  J.  BMjFOUR  :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  practice 
in  Ireland  is  that  when  a  prisoner 
makes  the  application  to  see  a  solicitor 
on  bond  ifidt  legal  business  the  visit  is 
permitted ;  also,  if  the  prisoner's  soli- 
citor seeks  to  see  the  prisoner  in  regard 
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tioa  given  to  me  is  that  the  warder  saw 
no  letter  produced. 

SfR  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby)  :  At 
w;hat  date^di4  the  practice  first  com- 
nience  oi,  tbe  Prison  Commissioners 
allowing  solicitors  in  a  hostile  position 
to  foist  theihselves  on  prisoners  without 
those  prisoners'  wish  or  assent? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  The  right  hon. 
Oentlem9,n  is  importing  into  my  answer 
what  I  never  said.  If  the  prisoner  ob- 
jects^ he 'is  not  compelled  to  receive  the 
visit, 

Sir  TV;.  ,HABC0TJRT  :  What  oppor- 
tunity had  this  particular  prisoner 
accorded  to  him  of  objecting? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS ;  He  had  the 
opportunity  afforded  him  by  the  an- 
nouncement of  the  visit  ? 

ifR.  T.  M.;  HEALT:  I  beg  to  ask 
whether .  the  announcement  that  the 
T^mfi^  case  would  close  on  Tuesday  was 
known  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  be- 
fore he  made  the  announcement  that 
thp  rule  was  to  be  changed ;  and  whether 
that  altered  rule  is  to  be  applied  to  the 
^Mefence"  of  bon.  Members  of  this 
House?  ,.   . 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  know  nothing 
al|out  the  closing  of  the  TimeB^  case,  and 
I  have  not  made  any  announcement  that 
the,rule  would  be  altered. 

Mb./H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  I  should  like  to  ask  how  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  oonstinies  the 
rule  that  any  solicitor  is  entitled  to 
visit  a  prisoner. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  There  is  no 
^'  rule  "  on  the  subject.  I  have  said  so 
more  than  once.  It  has  been  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Prison  Commissioners  for 
many  years.  That  practice,  although  it 
is  liable  to  abuse,  does  not  appear  to  me 
tQ  be  in  itself  objectionable. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Will  the 
right  hdn.  Gentleman  inquire  if,  when 
Naily  was  informed  that  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  Titnes  intended  to 
visit'him,  he  was  also  informed  that  he 
might,  if  he  wished,  refuse  to  see  the 
visitor  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  Certainly. 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN :  Will  Nally 
be  afforded  an  opportunity  of  proving 
that  attempts  were  made  to  tamper  with 
him  by  the  Governor  of  Downpatrick 
Prison  since  it  has  been  denied  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  When  Nally 
appears  before  the  Special  Commission 

Mr.  Matthetcs 


those  questions  can  be  put  to  him  in 
cross-examination . 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Attorney  General  whether  he  intends, 
to  call  Nally  ? 

The  Question  was  not  answered. 


CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PROCJEDUBE 

(IRELAND)  ACT— PROSECUTIONS    IN 

LIMERICK. 

Mr.  O'KEEFFE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  cost 
incurred  by  this  country  on  account  of 
recent  prosecutions  at  Ballyneety  and 
Castleconnell,  County  Limeriok,  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act,  particularizing  the  expendi- 
ture, as  follows:  the  amount  paid  to 
special  magistrates  and  police  at  the 
meetings  in  the  first  instanee;  the  amount 
paid  to  the  Law  Officers  who  advised  the 
prosecutions ;  the  amount  paid  to  police- 
men who  came  to  London  to  serve  the 
summonses;  the  amount  paid  to  Kesident 
Magistrates,  Crown  Counsel,  shorthand 
writers,  police,  soldiers,  and  cavalry 
who  attended  the  Courts  until  oonTic- 
tions  were  obtained  ? 
«Mr.  GOSCHEN:  The  information 
asked  for  would  require  a  vast  amount 
of  labour  before  it  could  be  prepared, 
even  if  it  could  possibly  be  prepared. 
Under  the  circumstances  I  cannot  give 
the  hon.  Member  the  information. 

Me.  O'KEEFFE  :  Then  I  will  refer 
to  the  matter  on  the  Estimates. 

THE  BAYONET  CONTRACT. 

Mr.  KENRICK  (Birmingham,  N.)  • 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  what  progress  had  been  made  by 
Messrs.  Wilkinson  in  the  delivery  of 
bayonets  under  their  contract ;  whether 
the  time  specified  for  the  completion  of 
the  contract  for  150,000  bayonets  was 
three  years  from  the  date  of  signing  the 
same ;  and  whether  Government  would 
insist  on  this  condition  being  strictly 
observed  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  explained  on 
the  6th  of  December  last  that  Messrs. 
Wilkinson's  work  was  retarded  by 
changes  of  pattern  and  delay  in  the  sup- 
ply of  gauges.  They  have  already  sup- 
plied 21,288  blades,  and  the  condition 
which  will  be  insisted  on  is  that  1,000 
sword  bayonets,  on  the  average,  shall  be 
supplied  weekly. 
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DOVEV  FISHERY  BOARI>.  g^oTK^ur^^SureC/i^r^S^ 

Mb.  THOMAS  ELLIS    (Merioneth-  Grand  Juries,  if  he   will  consider  the 

•hire):  I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  advisability  of   devising    a    means   tjo 

Board  of  Trade  whether  his  attention  intimate  to  the  High  Sheriffs  the  Govero- 

has  been  called  to   a  resolution  unani-  ment's  disapproval  of  such  selections  ? 
tnously  passed  at  a  meeting  of  the  Dovey       Mb.  A.  J.  BALFoUE  :   As  I  have 

Fishery  Board  in  June  last,  in  favour  of  already  pointed  out  in  answer  to  a  former 

amending  the  bye-laws  so  as  to  extend  Question,  the  Government  have  no  power 

the  time  for  net- fishing  within  the  dis-  whatever  to  interfere  with  the  discharge 

trict  of  their  jurisdiction  by  a  fortnight ;  by  a  High  Sheriff  of  his  duty  in   sum- 

whether  he  is  aware  that,  at  the  meeting  moning  a  Grand  Jury.     If  he  is  guilty 

of  the  Board  held  on  the  22nd  February,  of   any    illegality    the  matter   can  be 

it  was  announced  that  Mr.  Berrington,  brought  before  a  Judge  of  Assize,  who 

Chief  Inspector  of  Fisheries,  had,  in  an  has  power  to  fine  him  for  any  breach  of 

interview  with  the  fishermen    on    3rd  duty.    The  Gk)vemment  have  in  no  case 

January,  expressed  a    decided  opinion  the  power, 
that  the  Board    of  Trade    would    not 
grant  the  extension  of  time,  and  that  it  LICENSING  AUTHORITIES. 

HOULDS  WORTH 
beg  to  ask  the 


grant  ine  extension  oi  time,  ana  mat  ic  LICENSING  AUTH 

was  urged  that,  as  the  decision  of  the  ^      TTTTTTTAtir   tt/\i 

Board  of  Trade  was  almost  a  foregone  ,  ^ib  WILIJAM   HOi 

inclusion,  it  would  be  throwing  money  (Manchester,  N.W.):  I 


u  IS  a  lact  mat  tne  x>oara  oi  xraae  is    ,    -     7 — m — '      ^     v        -   "    » 

opposed  to  such  an  extension  of  time  for  P0?«!«  (^^  tranrfemng  the  hcensmg  of 

oet-fishing ;  and,  if  so.  why  ?  public-houses  from  a  nommated  to  an 

rZu'S'^tlt^^^^^  tS?  PJ^SIDENT  op  the  LOCAL 

Su'eltiot  i  hav'e^i,  s^^at^Vatt^i!  GOVERNMENT    BOAED   (Mb.  Bi.- 

lion  has  not  been  called  to  any  such  chie,  Tower  Hamlets,  St.    Georges): 

resolution.    Mr.  Berrington  would  have  '^^»  ^"^' 

no  authority  to  express  any  opinion  on 

the  part  of  the  Board   of  Trade,  and  IRELAND— MR.  J.  FITZGIBBON. 

assures  me  that  he  did  not  do  so.     Mr.  Mb.    HAYDEN     (Leitrim    S.) :     I 

Berrington    was  interviewed  by  some  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

fishermen     at     Machynlleth     Bailway  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it 

49tation  on  the  3rd  January  last,  and  is  the  practice  in  Ireland,  as  has  been 

promised  to  report  their  views  to  his  stated  to  be  the  case  in  England,  to  ac- 

bepartment  in  the  event  of  any  bye-  cede  to  the  application  of  a  solicitor  to 

law  being  sent  in  for  confirmation.    In  see  a  prisoner  even  though  no  applica- 

reply   ta  questions  he  declined  to  say  tion  should  have  been  received  from  the 

what  view  the  Board  of  Trade  might  prisoner  himself;  and,  whether,  if  so, 

take,   adding  that  the  proposal  would  he  will  state  the  gprounds  on  which  the 

receive  full  consideration.     In  answer  application  of  Mr.  Farrall  M'Dormell, 

to  one   or   two   of  the  deputation  he  solicitor,    Boscommon,     on    the    22nd 

advised  not  being  too  sanguine  of  sue-  December  last,  to  see  his  client,   Mr. 

cess,    looking   to    the   possibilitiee    of  John  Fitzgibbon,   in  Castlebar  Prison, 

opposition  from  various  interests.    The  was  refused,  Mr.  Fitzgibbon  himself  not 

Board  of  Trade  will  be  quite  prepared  having  made  any  appUcation,  as  he  had 

to  deal    with  any   question    upon    its  no  means  of  knowmg  anything  about 

merits.  legal  matters  affecting  him  which  were 

occurring  during  his  imprisonment  ? 
GRAND  JURY  PANELS.  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUK :  The  General 
Mb.  O'KEEFFE  (Limerick) :  I  beg  Prisons  Board  report  that  the  practice 
to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  in  Ireland  is  that  when  a  prisoner 
having  regard  to  the  persistent  exclusion  makes  the  application  to  see  a  solicitor 
of  Roman  Catholics  and  large  land  on  hond  fide  legal  business  the  visit  is 
occupiers,  duly  qualified,  from  grand  permitted ;  also,  if  the  prisoner's  soli- 
juries  at  present  assizes  in  Ireland^  as  citor  seeks  to  see  the  prisoner  in  regard 

2  Y  2 
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to  hond  fid*  pending  legal  proceedings  and  depending  on  public  charity ;  what 

for  or  against  the  prisoner  the  visit  is  is  the  cause  of  the   inequality  which 

permitted,  provided  the  prisoner  is  will-  exists  in    still  giving    park  and  gate 

ing  to  seethe  solicitor.    In  this  case  it  keepers  pensions,    whilst  the  foreman, 

was  reported  by  the  Qovemor  that  the  who  is  their  superiorofficer,  and  require* 

prisoner  Fitzgibbon  was  asked  whether  an  amount  of  technical  knowledge,  is, 

he  wished  to  see  Mr.  Farrell  M'Donnell,  from  no  fault  of  his  own,  deprived  of 

solicitor,   on  business.     His  reply  was  one ;  and  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  had 

that   he    had    "  no   legal  business  to  Biohard  Holland  retired  a  year  ago  he 

transttot  with  anyone,"  and  the  Qovernor  would  have  been  entitled  to  a  pMisioD 

reports  that  ha  informed  the  solicitor  of  at  least  £20  per  annum  ;  and,  if  so, 

accordingly.  whether  he   is  prepared  to   take  any 

and  what  steps  to  rectify  a  manifest 

THE  8T0RN0WAY  TRUL8.  "IU**'°®Ir^nm   /M^»r,^xoaT/^xTT.•n 

T.      «.T^r^xrATT^    /T>  An  ^HE    FIEST  C0MMI8SI0NEE    o» 

Db.    M'DONALD    (Eoss    and    Cro-    ^qEKS  (Mr.   Plunket,  Dublin  Uni- 

T'*^^wv.''^^u°  '^}.  *^*  LordAdvo-  ,e„ity):  The  foremen  in  the  Eoyal 
cate  whether  his  attention  has  been  T^„^i\„^  never  been  legally  en- 
called  to  a  recent  criminal  tnal  at  Star-  ^j^,^^  ^  pensions,  as  they  do  not  hold 
noway,  against  »[r.  Donald  MacEae,  (,j^ji  g^^^j^^  certificates.  In  practice 
schoolmaster,  of  Baallan,  and  others,  for  theyhave,  as  a  rule,  received  pension* 
the  expulsion  of  intruders  from  a  meet-  ^J^^  ^^^  ^j^,^  ^^  compassionat^  allow- 
ing of  the  Highland  Land  League,  after  ^„^j^  ^^^  if  Foreman  Holland  had 
notice  had  been  given  to  the  said  intru-  „tired  before  1 887  he  might  no  doubt 
ders  to  retire ;  whether  the  Sherifif  dis-  ^^^^  i,^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  »„  allowance  ; 
missed  the  complaint  as  unfounded,  and  i,^^  ^^^  „f  j^e  Treasury  to  grant 
characterized  the  alleged  offence  as  un-  ^^^^  compassionate  allowances  was 
known  to  the  law  of  Scotland ;  whether  ^^^^„  *",,  ^^^  Superannuation  Act 
the  Procurator  Fiscal,  or  his  deputy,  at  ^^  jgg^  ^^^  consequently  Holland  waft 
whose  instance  the  complaint  wasraised,  ^^^^^^  „„!  ^  gratuity.  Park  and 
are  agents  for  Lady  Matheeon,  the  pro-  keepers  are  entitled  to  superannua- 

P/ll*"*  "/i  ^'fi*  '  ''^-  .^''  ""-"7  tion  l>ecause  they  are  appointed  with 
of  the  fact  that  the  compUmt  was  insti-    ^.^.1  g^^^.^^  certificates. 

tuted  either  from  ignorance  of  the  aw  ^^  DIXON-HAETLAND :  Can  the 

or  otherwise,  any  notice  has  been  taken  ^j^^  ^^^    Gentleman  do  anything  in 

oftheconductof  the  Procurator  Fiscal  this  very  sad  case  ? 

or  his  deputy ;  and.  whether,  as  the  ma-  ^^  PLUNKET :  I  am  not  officially 

chinery  ot  the  Criminal  Court  has  been  ^^^^^  ^,  ^^^  circumstances,  but  I  am 

improperly  set  in  motion,  it  is  intended  ^^^^j^  j^  j^  ^  ^^^  .^  ^^^^^  i^  ^^^,1^  I, 

to  make  any  compensation  or  redress  to    „^^„  j:a5«..u  ^^  «.««.  ^.^^^  fV.«  "P..i^o 
-Kr     -Kr    T>  j\.u      xL      J  r    J     i.  0     very  ainicult  to  get  over  tne  Kules. 

Mr.  MacKae  and  the  other  defendants  i  "^  ^ 

*h/LR.J.  P.  B.  KOBEETSON :  I  must    irelaND-TUE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION- 
ask    the  non.    Member  to  repeat  the        *,     m  -^r  hEALY  rLonirford    N  ^ 
Question,  as  there  has  not  been  time  to    j  ^eg'to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  th^ 
make  the  necessary  inquiries.  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  can  he  give 

a  Return  of  the  names,  rank,  and  pay  of 
HAMPTON  COURT  GARDENS.  the  Irish  officials  absent  from  duty  in 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle-  Ireland  to  attend  the  Special  Commis- 
sex,  Uxbridge) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  sion,  distinguishiDg  the  examined  and 
Commissioner  of  Works  if  it  is  a  fact  the  dates  of  the  examinations  from  those 
that  Richard  Holland,  a  man  of  ^ood  .  not  called,  with  the  period  and  dates  of 
character,   and  appointed  by  the  First  I  tlieir  stay  in  London,  and  stating  in  each 


Commissioner  of  Works  as  foreman  in 
Hampton  Court  Gardens,  has  been 
deprived  of  the  pension  he  was  entitled 
to  under  the  system  in  force  when  he 
entered  the  service  36  years  ago ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  Richard 
Holland  after  such  long  service,  and 
relying  on  such  pension,  is  now  penniless 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


case  if  any  steps  were  taken  to  ascertain 
approximately  when  such  witnesses 
would  be  called,  so  that  the  public 
service  might  not  be  dislocated  by  a 
prolonged  or  unnecessary  absence? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  more 
than  once  stated  to  the  House  that  I  do 
not  think  it  advisable  to  print  any  such 
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Seturn,  at  any  rate  until  the  labours  of 
the  Commission  are  concluded.  I  repeat 
that  the  Government  of  Ireland  have 
done  their  very  best  to  diminish  the 
inconvenience  caused  by  keeping  the 
witnesses  in  London  so  long,  in  obedi- 
ence to  an  order  of  the  Court. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  if  he  will 
ascertain  by  whose  instructions  Head 
Constable  Preston  visited  in  Millbank 
certain  Irish  prisoners ;  what  were  the 
dates  and  objects  of  his  visits ;  was  it 
si  the  request  of  the  prisoners ;  and 
what  duty  was  Preston  doing  in  Eng- 
land? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Head  Con- 
stable Preston  visited  Thomas  Tracy 
in  Millbank  on  December  5,  1888,  and 
January  24,  18b9.  He  did  not  visit 
any  other  prisoner.  He  did  not  visit 
Tracy  by  orders  of  anyone.  He  ob- 
tained an  order  to  do  so  through  Mr. 
Soames.  The  object  of  his  visit  was  to 
ascertain  by  whom  Tracy  had  been 
tampered  with.  It  was  at  the  request 
of  the  prisoner  that  he  visited  him. 
Head  Constable  Preston  was  not  doing 
duty  in  England.  He  has  been  here  on 
subpoena  as  a  witness  before  the  Special 
Commission. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HE.VLY:  Has  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  it  was  sworn  by 
one  informer  that  Head  Constable 
Preston  communicated  with  him  in 
Canada  and  brought  him  to  Mr. 
Soames's  ofBce  in  London  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  do  not  see 
what  connection  that  has  with  the 
matter. 

Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.) :  Is  it 
alleged  the  witness  was  not  tampered 
with? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  gather  that 
the  tampering  has  not  been  on  the  part 
of  the  police. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  was  it  by  subpcena,  or 
habtm  eorpuSy  or  under  the  Prisons 
Act,  that  Irish  prisoners  were  brought 
over  to  Eoi^land  for  the  Times  Commis- 
sion ;  and  was  Delaney  produced  in 
Court  without  a  subpoena  ad  teniifi- 
eandum ;  and,  if  so,  is  there  any  power 
or  precedent  for  a  gaoler  producing  a 
prisoner  in  his  custody  on  a  mere  sub- 
poena addressed  to  a  prisoner  while  that 


prisoner  is,  by  reason  of  his  imprison- 
ment, debarred  from  obeying  or  incur- 
ring penalties  for  disobedience  thereto  ? 
Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  Special 
Commission  have  issued  summonses 
and  addressed  orders  to  the  governors 
of  Irish  prisons  to  bring  over  to  Eng- 
land prisoners  confined  in  Irish  prisons, 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  evidence 
before  the  Commission.  By  5 1  and  52 
Vic,  c.  95,  s.  2,  these  summonses  are 
equivalent  to  any  form  of  process, 
capable  of  being  issued  in  any  action 
for  enforcing  the  attendaoce  of  wit- 
nesses. Delaney  was  produced  before 
the  Special  Commission  under  such  a 
summons  and  order.  I  may  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  44  Geo.  III.,  c.  102. 

IRELAND -IMPRISONMENT    OF 
FATHER    CLARKE. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  CORBET:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  it  true,  as 
stated  in  the  public  Press,  that  the  Bev. 
Father  Clarke,  of  Avoca,  now  under- 
going sentence  of  six  weeks'  imprison- 
ment in  Wexford  Gaol  for  a  speech 
made  by  him  at  a  public  meeting,  has 
been  put  on  bread  and  water  for  two 
terms  of  24  hours  each  ;  and  if  he  can 
state  why  such  punishment  has  been  in- 
flicted on  the  reverend  gentleman,  and 
by  what  authority  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  Eev.  J.  Clarke, 
C.C.,  now  a  prisoner  in  Wexford  Gaol, 
has  been  ordered  to  pick  oakum  in  his 
cell,  and  to  associate  with  criminals  at 
exercise,  and  has  been  sentenced  by  the 
prison  officials  to  two  terms  of  24  hours 
each  on  bread  and  water ;  whether  these 
proceedings  are  sanctioned  by  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and  whether  it  is  deter- 
mined that  ecclesiastics,  though  not 
called  upon  to  wear  the  prison  clothes, 
are  to  be  required  to  pick  oakum  and  to 
associate  with  criminals  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  Hev.  J. 
Clarke  was,  in  accordance  with  the 
prison  rules,  E  8  tigned  the  task  of  pick- 
ing oakum,  but  that  neither  he  nor  any 
other  prisoner  is  permitted  to  associate 
with  o- her  convicted  prisoners.  He  was 
ordered  by  the  governor  to  be  placed  on 
punishment  diet  as  indicated  in  the 
Question,  by  reason  of  his  neglect  to  per- 
form the  task  assigned.    The  proceed- 
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ffrounds  the  Irisli  Prisons  Board  refused 
tne  applioatioQ  made  on  his  behalf  to 
have  an  interview  with  his  solicitor 
without  the  presence  of  a  warder,  though 
officers  of  the  Constabulary  were  al- 
lowed to  yisit  him  alone;  whether 
directions  have  been  given  to  the  au- 
thorities at  Millbank  Prison  to  supply 
him  with  dinners,  drink,  and  news- 
papers, same  as  were  provided  him  in 
Belfast  Gaol  at  the  expense  of  the  police 
authorities  there;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  serious  nature  of  the  allega- 
tions made  by  Tracy  as  to  threats  and 
promises  of  reward  held  out  to  him  by 
the  police  officers  who  visited  him  at 
BelfaHt,  in  the  event  of  his  refusing  or 
consenting  to  swear  as  instructed  at  the 
Special  Commission,  he  will  grant  an 
independent  inquiry  into  all  the  circum- 
stances in  connection  with  these  visits, 
and  as  to  the  communications  made  to 
him  by  the  police  at  and  since  his  re- 
moval from  Oastlebar  Gaol  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  to  the  first 
and  third  paragraphs  I  have  not  been 
able  to  get  the  information.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  address  the 
Question  in  the  second  paragraph  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mb.  M'OARTAN:  When  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  have  the  in- 
formation ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  suppose  to- 
morrow. It  may  be  necessary  to  make 
local  inquiry. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  No  drink  or 
newspapers  are  supplied  to  Tracy.  He 
is  on  a  scale  of  prison  diet,  prepared  by 
the  Prisons  Board,  corresponding  as 
nearly  as  possible  with  the  dietary  of 
Irish  prisons,  which  is  more  liberal  than 
the  English  dietary. 

Mb.  M'OARTAN:  Is  this  in  conse- 
quence of  a  certain  statement  made  by 
him? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  No  ;  it  is  not^in 
consequence  of  anything  he  said  or  did. 
A  dietary  was  introduced  to  assimilate 
the  food  to  that  given  to  Irish  prisoners 
when  in  Irish  prisons. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAKOOURT  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  long  Captain 
Piunkett  and  Mr.  Stack  have  been  in 
London  during  the  sitting  of  the  Parnell 
Commission;  and  whether  he  is  in  a 
position  to  state  that  none  of  the 
divisional  or  resident  magistrates  have 
communicated  in  Ireland  or  in  England 

Mr.  M'Cartan 


with  witnesses  to  be  called  by  the  TVmm 
newspaper,  and  that  such  magistrates 
have  held  no  communication  with  the 
agents  and  counsel  for  that  newspaper, 
except  in  regard  to  the  evidence  to  be 
given  by  themselves  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
that  Captains  Piunkett  and  Stack  were 
detained  in  London  for  54  and  60  days 
respectively.  I  have  no  grounds  for 
thinking  that  any  communications  of 
the  kind  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  object  have  been  held  by 
Irish  magistrates.  I  conceive,  how- 
ever, that  it  would  be  the  plain  duty  of 
any  person,  whether  a  magistrate  or 
not,  to  do  what  he  legitimately  could  to 
elucidate  the  truth  concerning  any  ques- 
tion bearing  on  the  investigation  now 
going  on  before  the  Commission,  about 
which  he  either  had  special  knowledge 
or  knew  where  to  obtain  such. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  Do  I  under- 
stand the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  be  that  he  is  to  communi- 
cate that  knowledge  to  the  Government 
or  to  the  TimeB  newspaper  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  laid  down 
on  Tuesday  last  the  general  principle 
which  I  thought  ought  to  regulate  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  this  matter. 
I  have  nothing  to  add  to  what  I  then 
said. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  he  is  in  a 
?osition  to  state  that  none  of  the  Royal 
rish  Constabulary  have  been  employed 
to  collect  evidence,  to  see  or  to  watch 
witnesses,  or  pay  money  to,  or  to  take 
proofs  of  witnesses  for  the  Tt/nM  news- 
paper before  the  Parnell  Commission ; 
and  whether  he  is  in  a  position  to 
state  that  none  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary have  been  detained  in  London  since 
the  commencement  of  the  Commission 
for  any  longer  period  than  was  neces- 
sary to  give  their  evidence,  and  that 
they  had  been  employed  on  no  services 
conoected  with  the  case  of  the  T%m$9 
newspaper  except  such  as  were  directly 
necessary  for  the  giving  of  their  own 
evidence  upon  their  subpoenas? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  have 
not  been  employed  in  collecting  evidence 
except  in  relation  to  the  evidence  they 
were  prepared  to  give  before  the  Spe- 
cial Commission,  nor  have  they  paid 
money  or  taken  proofs  of  witnesses.    I 
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bsliere  they  have,  in  certain  casea,  kept 
an  eye  on  witDesaM  whea  there  wan 
^ouod  (or  tbioking  that  they  might  be 
moleated  or  tampered  with. 

SiB  W.  HAECOURT  :  The  right 
bon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered  the 
last  part  of  the  Question. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  in- 
formed that  none  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary have  been  detained  for  any  longer 
time  thBo  «es  necessary,  nor  hare  thej- 
beon  employed  on  servicee  connected 
with  the  Timti  newspaper.  But  I  am 
not  sure  that  that  ie  quite  correct.  At 
any  rate,  they  have  undoubtedly  kept 
some  kind  of  watch  upon  witnesses. 

Sib  W.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  I  shall  put  a  further  Ques- 
tion, founded  on  specific  instances  sworn 
to  before  the  Commiasioo. 

Ma.  T.  H.  HEALY :  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  constables  hare  in  no 
ease  taken  proofe  or  got  up  evidence  for 
the  7t  «M  f 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
that  they  haTS  not  taken  proofs. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Has  therighthon. 
Gentleman  communicated  with  a  con- 
stable  named  Irwin,  or  his  superiorn,  or 
vrith  Preston,  and  will  ha  say  how 
Preeton  came  to  be  in  communication 
with  Coleman,  and  how  Mr.  Soames 
came  to  be  in  poieession  of  Coleraan'a 
letters  T 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  never  heard 
of  Coleman. 
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IRON  AND  COPPER  TELEGRAPH 
WIRES. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Easex,  Saffron 
Walden)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  etill  proposes  to 
replace  the  present  irou  telegraph  wires 
by  copper  wires  ;  and,  if  sn,  when  ? 

Mb.  raises  :  So  long  as  the  differ- 
ence in  the  price  between  copper  and  ..  .''*  ?**  ',".'' 
iron  wire  is  m  large,  the  Post  Office,  in  "'«""'  "^""**  ^° 
erecting  new  wires,  must  make  use  of 
iron.  There  baa  been  no  intention  of 
generally  replacing  iron  wire  by  cop- 
per. 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  ACT -THE 

LAMBCOTE  TENANT  RIGHT  CASE. 

Mr.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney 
General  whether  bis  attentioa  baa  been 
called  to  the  lAmboote  Grange  Tenant 
Bight  Cose,  recently  decided  by  Judge 


Brietowe  in  the  Donoaster  County  Oourt, 
under  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act; 
whether  the  tenant,  Mr.  Fawoett,  entered 
into  posseEsion  in  IftSU,  and  paid  the 
outgoing  tenant  £1,500  for  the  tenant 
right,  in  the  usual  way,  according  to 
the  custom ;   whether  he  received  an 
assurance  from  the  landlord  that  there 
was  no  mottgago  on  tbe  farm  ;  whether, 
in  1887,  he  gave  notice   to  leave   the 
farm,  and,  on  a  valuation  being  made 
under  the  Agricultural   Holdings  Act, 
the  sum  a^scBaed  as  due  to  Mr.  Fawcett 
was  £1,018;  whether  the  farm  proved 
to  have  been  mortgaged  in  1874,  and  the 
mortgagees  stepped  iu,  took  poaeession 
of  tbe  I'arm,   frrowing  crops,    manure, 
cornstacks,  and  everything  belonging  to 
the  tenant,  and  turned  him  out  without 
any  compensation  at  all,  either  under 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  or  of  any 
kind  whatever;  whether  Judge  Brietowe 
ultimately  ruled   that  the  mortgagees 
were  atting  witbin  their  rights,  and  that 
Mr.  Fawcett  had  no  claim  to  the  tenant 
right  be  had  bought  owing  to  the  mort- 
gage    being  in    existence    before     his 
tenancy  began;    whether  both  parties 
DOW    admit  that  this    ruling    is  quite 
in     accordance    with    the    law ;     and, 
whether,     inasmuch     as     under     these 
circumstances    the    security   of  n    vast 
number  of  tanaDts  under  the  Agricul- 
tural Holdings  Act  is  practically  des- 
troyed, he  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to  remedy 
this  injustice,  and  render  the  tenants' 
just  claims   secure  by  making  them  a 
first  charge  on  the  land  he  occupies  ? 
Thk   ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
.     Webstbr,     Isle     of     Wight):      I 
have   communicated    with   the   learned 
Oounty  Court  Judge.      I  believe   that 
the   facts    are   correctly    stated  in  tbe 
lion.    Member 'd    Question,     except    as 
to    the  third   paragraph,    as  to  which 
[    have    no     information.       The     fact 
not  material  to 
the    case    raised    before    the     teamed 
Oounty  Court  Judge,  as  the  sole  ques- 
tion was  whether  a  relation  of  landlord 
and   tenant  had  been  created  between 
the  tenant  and  tbe  mortgagees,  and  the 
learned  Judge,  upon  the  evidence,  held 
that  it  bad  not.     I  am   informed  that 
tbe  petitioner,    Mr.   Fawcett,  has  been 
advised    by   eminent   counsel   that  tbe 
decision  of  the  learned  Judge  ie  right. 
I  cannot  undertake  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
upon  the  matter,  aa  tbe  case  depended 
upon  its  special  facts,  and  the  hardship 
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stances    under  which  he  had   entered  oT^n.T^or.        n  j                « 

upon  the  tenancy.  *^»-    8PE.A.KER    called    upon    Mr- 

^  Summers,     id    whose    name    UaesuoB 

No.  61  stood. 

PUBLIC  PROCEEDINGS  IN  WELSH.  j^^     SUMMERS  (Huddersfield) :   I 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS    (Merioneth-  wish  to  postpone  this  Question, 

shire):    I    beg   to   ask    Mr.  Attorney  Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  Why? 

General    whether    he    is    aware     that  I  think  I  can  claim  that  the  Question 

Coroners  and  Official  Receivers  in  bank-  shall  be  put. 

ruptcy  in  Welsh-speaking  districts  carry  ^^   SUMMERS  :  Then  I  put  it. 

on  their  proceedings  in  Welsh,  notwith-  .r^^^  Question  was  as  follows  :-To 

standing  the  pain  of  forfeiture  of  office  ^^jj  ^^  Attorney  General  whether  he  is 

®  wu  "^  '\  the  Statute  of  W^es ;  and,  ,^„^^tly  reported  as  having  said,  on  16th 

whether  he  w,U  introduce  a  Bill^^^^  j^j     jgss,  with  reference  to  the  case  of 

peal  or  modify  the  Section  of  the  Statute  Q^Donnell  v.  Walter  and  another- 
thus  rendered  obsolete  : 

Sir  RICHARD   WEBSTER:     I  am  •*  I  have  received  not  the  elightest  communi- 

not    aware    of  ^hat  is  the   practice    of  cation  from  the   Government  of  any  sort  or 

rk                       /\a!   •   1  -D       •           •      12      1.  kind,  direct  orindirect,  in  order  to  assist  me  m 

Coroners,  or  Official  Receivers  in  Bank-  ^^^  ^rformance  of  my  duties  as  counsel  for 

ruptcy,  but  upon  the  information  before  the  defendants ;" 

me  I  doubt  whether  there  i«  any  necee-  ^^^    whether  he  is   able  to  give  the 

Bity  for  an  amendment  of  the   law  in  jj^^^^  ^  ^j^ij^,  assurance  witti  regard 

this  matter.                 ^    ,    .       ,     ,  to  the  proceedings  before  the  Parnell 

Me   T.  ELLIS :    I  desire    to   know  Commis«ioa  Courf  ?] 

whether     members    of    representative  gj^^    RICHARD    WEBSTER:    The 

bodies,  or  Coroners  and  other  officials  m  ^t^ti^^  ^f   ^^  words  of  the  1 6th  of 

Welsh  speaking  districts,  cannot  carry  J^j    ,^3^  ■     j  ^^^^^  ^„^^      ^^^^^  j 

on  proceeaings  m  the  language  of  the  ^as  instructed  to  act  for  the  Timt*  after 

district,    not    merely  as    a    matter  of  the  Commiswon  Bill  was  passed,    and 

courtesy,  but  as  a  matter  of  r^.t  ^^^  ^^at  date  to    the    present.    Mr. 

xv  ,      J^^1\'H^'X     .,  ^        u  J  ...  Soames  has,  from  time  to  time  at  my 

think   the  hon.  Gentleman   had  better  ,                    y^^^  ,^  ^1^^  ^^^j^,  ^^^  ij^ 

put  his  Question  on  the  paper  i,^,^^^  and  England  for  information  a* 

r-  ^\^-  ?^  ^^^^f  N  (Denbighshire,  ^„        jg„  f^^^,  »„^        „„g  h^aia^ upon 

E.):   Would  not  such  persons  so  acting  the     charges    and    allegatione.        kr. 

be  liable  to  very  severe  penalties  ?  Sonmea  ha^   communicated  to  me  tha 

SjH     RICHARD     WEBSTER:     1  feTurofsu^hrp^calCwych/^^^^ 

doubt    whether  any  of  these    persons  used  for  the  purposes  of  the  Commission, 

could  become  liable  to  a  penalty.  j  ^^^^^  ^  ^^  \^^^  Mr.  Soames,  on  the 

.K^-  ?V^,,**,^?^^^'  ^'**^u^*u**^  l«h  of    February,    1889,    stated     in 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether,  examination-in-chief  that  he  was  pre- 

^V'^"."}^^^  ^T  *»>/'»'»•  Pyo^^o-s  pared  to  give  the  Court  every  infoma- 

of  the  20th  Section  of  the  27th  Henry  fion  as  to  the  source  from  which  and  th» 

Vlil.,  c.  26,  that—  ^^y  j„  ^i^j^tj  jjg  h^^  obtained  the  evi- 

"  No  person  or  persons  that  used  the  Welsh  dence  laid  before  the  Court,  and  that  no 

speech  or  language   shall  have  or  enjoy    any  question   whatever  was    put  tO  llim  in 

manor,    office,    or    fees  within  the   Kings  cross-examination  by  any  of  the  learned 

oZ:Tn'dTerures:'hfor'iSfy*'uL3  --"")•  "'=^P""«^  in  connection  with 

exercise  the  English  speech  or  lanRuaire.'*  ^"®  unfortunate  man  ii'igott. 

^  Mr.T.  M.HEALY:  Isitnotthecsaae 

are   admittedly  obsolete,  he   will  take  that  when  I  attempted  to  cross-examine 

steps  to  have  this  antiquated  enactment  Mr.  Soames  on  this  point  I  was  imme- 

repealed  ?  diately  stopped  by  the  Oourt? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  think  if  the  Sir     RICHARD     WEBSTER :      I 

right   hou.  Gentleman  will  refer  to  60  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 

and  51  Vic,  c.  59,  he  will  find  that  the  was   treated   by  the  Court  with  great 

Section  of  27th  Henry  VIII.,  c.  26,  to  courtesy  ;  but  I  recollect  that  when  the 

which  he    takes  exception,   is   already  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  wished  to 

repealed.  ask   a  question,    he  was  requested  to 

Sir  Richard  JFebtter 
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state  oQ  what  point  nf  releviiaca  he  pro~ 
poaed  to  aek  it,  and,  not  being  able  to 
aay,  he  did  not  put  it. 

Mb.T.M.  HEALY:  I  beg  leave  fo  aay 
that  my  recollection  does  not  accord  with 
that  of  the  boo.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, and  I  was  not  treated  with  courtesy 
by  the  Court. 

CIVIL  ESTABLISHMENTS, 
Mr.  JOaN  KELLY  {Cambarwell, 
N.)  :  I  bag  to  aak  the  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  the  legislation  referred 
to  in  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty's 
Speech  in  reapecC  of  the  Report  of  the 
Boyal  Commieaioa  on  Civil  Establish' 
ments  will  cover  the  whole  queetion  of 
civil  establiahiceatB  or  deal  only  with 
the  question  of  snpsTannuation  ? 

Me.  PICKER8UILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Firet  IjotA  of 
the  Treasury  whether  be  is  now  in  a 
position  to  state  when  the  legislation 
referred  to  in  the  Itoyal  Speech  in 
respect  to  the  Beport  of  the  Royal  Com- 
miasion  on  Civil  EsUblisbmenU  will  be 
submitted  to  the  House  ? 
•Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  hope  to  lay  on 
the  table  very  shortly  a  Bill  dealing 
with  that  part  of  the  report  of  the 
Boyal  Comminsion-  on  Civil  Establish- 
ments which  relates  to  pausioua,  and  I 
propose  also  shortly  to  lay  on  the  table  i 
a  Minute  of  the  Treasury  stating  our 
views  upon  the  questions  of  organization 
which  have  received  the  consideration 
of  the  Commissions. 

IRELAND-CASEY  AND  KELLIUER. 

Mp.  T.  HARRINGTON:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it  ia  true 
that  at  the  Killarney  Petty  SeMiona, 
held  on  Tuesday,  -Jeth  February,  two 
young  men  of  the  peasant  class  were 
sentenced  by  Mr.  A.  J.  M'Dermot,  B.M.. 
and  Captain  Massey,  B.M.,  to  find  bail 
each  in  £40  and  two  sureties  of  £20 
each,  or  to  be  imprisoned  for  six  montbs 
and  kept  to  hard  labour,  for  beinj; 
among  a  group  of  persone  who  eheered 
for  Mr.  William  O'Brien  ;  whether 
these  young  men  are  now  in  prison  and 
undergoing  hard  labour  ;  whether  | 
there  is  any  precedent  for  sentencing  a  I 

Prisoner  to  hard  labour  in  default  of ' 
ail  ;  and  whether  it  is  true  that,  in  I 
the  ca^e  of  one  of  these  prisoners  at 
eaat,    the  poiiccman   who  brought  the} 


charge  swore  that  he  did  not  hoar  the 
accused  cheer,  but  saw  him  among  the 
crowd  that  had  cheered  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  B.\LFOUB;  Two  men, 
named  Casey  and  Kelliher,  were  tried 
under  the  ordinary  law  before  a  Bench 
of  Magistrates  on  which,  in  addition  to 
the  two  Resident  Magistrates  named  in 
tba  Question,  there  were  two  other 
Magistrates  belonging  to  the  district. 
They  were  tried  for  booing  and  abusing 
the  constabulary  under  circumatances 
which  made  the  charge  a  serioua  one. 
They  were  bound  to  be  of  good 
behaviour  for  aix  months  or  in  default  ta 
be  imprisoned,  though  not  with  hard 
labour,  as  ie  alleged  in  the  Question. 
One  of  them  was  at  once  bailed  out ;  tho 
other  was  bailed  out  on  the  1st  inst. 

"Pabnbllism  and  crime." 
Mr.  BBUNNEB  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  wiah  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  whom  I  can  ask  without 
offence,  as  to  the  circulation  of  false, 
foul,  infamous  libels  contained  in 
"  Fameilism  and  Crime  "  through  an 
agency  I  will  not  mention.  [6Vm«  of 
"Order,  order,"  and  int«rrupliun.\  By 
way  of  personal  explanation,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  desire  to  say  that  these  libels 
were  on  sale  on  the  day  after  I  asked 
my  Question  last  week  ["Order,  order  "J, 
and  I  do  not  consider  it  a  private  and 
personal  matter.     ["  Order,  order."] 

was  returned  to  the  Ques- 


THE  IMPRISONMENT  OF  DR.  TANNER. 

Mb.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Fet- 
maaagh.  N.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
if  it  is  true  that  Br.  Tanner,  M.P.,  on 
the  night  of  hia  arrest  was  obliged  to  sit 
in  a  chair  alt  night,  as  no  bed  had  been 
provided  for  him  by  the  authorities  at 
Scotland  Yard  ? 

OoLosEL  8AUNDERS0N  (Armagh, 
N.) :  Before  the  right  hon  QeDtleman 
answers  that  Question,  perhaps  he  will 
be  kind  enough  to  inform  the  House 
whether  every  arrangement  was  not 
made  at  Scotland  Yard  for  the  comfort 
of  Dr.  Tanner,  and  whether  he  was  not 
supplied  with  cigars,  whisky  and  water, 
and  other  rtfreshmeots  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  There  is  nff 
bed  at  Scotland  Yard,  and  aocord- 
ingly  an  armabair  in  the   Inspector'ft 
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room  was  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  | 
hon.  Member  for  Mid- Cork.  In  the 
ordinary  course  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  haye  been  lodged  for  the  night  in 
the  cells  in  King  Street  Police  Station  ; 
but  the  police  authorities,  with  the  in- 
tention of  showing  the  hon.  Member 
every  consideration,  brought  him  to 
Scotland  Yard  and  administered  as  far 
as  possible  to  his  comfort.  If  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  wishes  particulars, 
Dr.  Tanner  was  supplied  with  sand- 
wiches, whisky,  and  cigars.  I  under- 
stand that  Dr.  Tanner  acknowledged 
the  courtesy  which  was  shown  him. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  :  Arising  out  of 
his  answer,  I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  agrees  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Armagh  that  whisky  and  cigars  are  a 
sufficient  substitute  for  a  bed  ? 

*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order. 


THE  MORPETH  SHOOTING  CASE. 

Mr.W. 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Sir  W.  HAHCOUKT  :  I  believe  it 
would  be  convenient  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  House  if  he  would 
state  what  are  the  views  of  the  Govern* 
ment  with  regard  to  the  future  baai- 
ness  of  the  House. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  am  obliged  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  giving  me 
an  opportunity  of  stating  the  course 
which  we  recommend  for  the  conduct  of 
business  during  the  next  fortnight 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  are  aware  that  we  are  under  a 
necessity  of  obtaining  Votes  fbr  the 
Army,  Navy,  and  Civil  Service,  Supple- 
mentary Votes  for  the  present  year,  and 
the  excess  Votes,  in  time  to  get  a  Bill 
passed  the  Houses  of  Parliament  by  the 
28th  or  29th  of  March.  It  is  our  inten- 
tion, therefore,  to  ask  the  House  to 
listen  to  the  statements  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  G.  Hamilton) 


T»T:.rxxiri-.xTT^/T:i               -  xr  >  ^^^  ^^^    Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

EEDMOND(Fermanagn  N  ):  ^j^^  Qoschen)  with  reference  to  thepro- 

ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  j^  ^^  the  *  Government  for  strong, 

tne  J±ome  Department  whether  his  at-  l^.      ^^^  ^           j^^  ^^^  ^^1^  ^^^  ^^^^ 

tention  has  been  called  to  the  foU^^^^  to  come  to  any   decision  or  to  express 

-'Sheffield,  March  4 -John    Hard-  judgment      at    once      on     Uiese 

wick  and  a  man  named  Coalman  were  '^^^^^    It    would   not    be  reason- 

sentenced  to  penal  servitude  in  1879  for  l^^l  ^^    ^^j^    ^^   ^^k    ^^^    g^^^^    ^ 

shooting  a    farmer  and  his  son   near  ^^  ^^      j^  ^^^,^  ^^  ^1^^  unreasonable 

Morpeth      The  real  culprits  confessed,  ^^^  ^^^^^.^  ^^^^  ^y^^  Government  should 

and  Hardwich  and  Coalman  were  re-  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^,^3  proposals 

leased  on  a  ticket-of.leave ; "  and  why  -        _                         *     r 
these  men  were  not  **  pardoned?" 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :    I  presume  the 
hon.    Member    refers    to    the   case    of 


Hardwicke  and  Walford,  who  were 
released  on  licence  in  1882.  The 
then  Secretary  of  State  decided  that 
while  there  was  sufficient  doubt  as  to 
the  guilt  of  the  prisoners  to  make  it  im- 
possible to  keep  them  in  prison,  it  would 
not  be  right,  iu  view  of  the  extraordi- 


until  the  Navy  Estimates  are  considered. 
I  would  suggest,  therefore,  that  when 
the  statements  have  been  made  by  my 
right  hon.  Friends,  and  questions  in 
elucidation  of  their  statements  have  been 
answered,  it  would  be  for  the  conven- 
ience of  the  House  and  the  progress  of 
business  that  we  should  at  once  report 
progress  on  the  Besolution  without 
taking  any  division  until  the  Navy 
1  Estimates  are  considered.     In  that  case 


nary  conflict  of  evidence  in  the  case,  to    ^^  should  propose  to  take  the  Supple* 

mentary  Estimates  to-night.     On  Mon- 
day next  we  shall  ask  the  House  to  give 


grant  them  a  free  pardon.  This  decision 
was  reviewed  and  confirmed  by  the  two 


succeeding  Secretaries  of  State.     I  have    ^3   the   first  Vote   for  the  Navy.     On 

also  most  carefully  examined  the  whole  of  I  jy^onday  week  we  shall  ask  for  a  Vote 
the  facts,  and  find  it  impossible  to  come  .      -       .     _  _ 

to  any  other  conclusion  than  that  arrived 

at  by  my  three  predecessors. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  the  real  culprit  confessed,  and 
if  it  is,  why  were  these  men  not  par- 
doned ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:  The  facts  are 
not  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  says. 


on  Account,  and  take  the  Excess  Votes, 
if  there  should  be  any,  reported  from 
the  Committee  on  Public  Accounts. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  are  aware  that  we 
must  have  the  Votes  to  which  I  have 
referred  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year ;  otherwise  we  should  have  to 
ask  the  House  for  a  Supplementary 
I  Vote.      To-morrow  I   propose    to   ask 
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the  House  to  pass  a  Kesolutioa  with 
regard  to  the  arraof^ements  indicated 
last  Session  for  providing  practically 
two  days  in  the  week  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Supply.  I  trust  that  the  House 
will  aeoApt  that  proposal  as  one  intended 
to  remedy  some  inconvenience. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  I  will 
not  express  any  opinion  on  the  la^t  point, 
as  I  hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Memher  for  Mid  Lothian  will  be  here 
to-morrow,  and  say  something  upon  it. 
I  understand  that  the  Vote  on  Account 
will  be  taken  on  Monday  week. 

Mr.  H.  FOWLER:  I  would  like  to 
abk  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
one  item  in  the  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates, namely,  the  large  increase  on  the 
Pension  Vote.  There  is  an  addition 
upon  the  Vote  of  something  like  £8,000, 
and  no  names  are  given  of  persons  who 
are  to  receive  the  extra  grants.  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  Vote  to-night, 

SirG.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  if  he  is  aware  that  the  Sup- 

f>lementary  Estimates  were  only  circu- 
ated  this  morning,  and  whether,  there- 
fore, he  thinks  it  fair  to  take  them 
to-night  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  it  is  not  in  our 
power  to  circulate  them  before  the 
debate  on  the  Address  is  ended.  The 
information  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  H.  U.  Fowler)  desires  is  never 
given,  as  I  understand,  on  the  SuppU« 
mentary  Estimates,  but  I  shall  be  ex- 
ceedingly happy  to  satisfy  him  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  duff  (Banffshire) :  Are  we  to 
understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man asks  the  House  to  give  up  the  right 
of  general  discussion  on  going  into  the 
Estimates  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  did  not  ask 
the  House  to  give  up  any  right,  but 
what  1  stated  implied  that  the  pro- 
longation of  the  discussion  on  the 
Address  has  forced  us  into  a  corner, 
and  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  is 
aware,  there  is  no  alternative  but  to 
ask  the  House  to  give  us  a  Vote. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HKALY  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  notice  that  the  Attorney 
General    has  put  down  on  the  paper 


a  Bill  of  a  most  obnoxious  char* 
acter  to  a  large  part  of  the  House— 
I  refer  to  the  Criminal  Evidence  Bill. 
Will  he  give  us  an  assurance  that,  unless 
that  Bill  appears  as  a  First  Order  on  the 
Paper,  there  will  be  no  attempt  to  snap 
a  Second  Reading?  Will  he  promise 
that  a  measure  of  such  importance  will 
be  made  the  First  Order  before  beings 
taken  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :    Ample  notice 
will  be  given  of  the  date  on  which  it  is 
intended  to  take  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill. 

Lord  C.  BERESFORD  (Marylebone> 
E) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  how  many  days  the  House  will 
have  between  the  date  when  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  lay  the  Navy  Estimates 
before  the  House,  and  the  time  when 
the  Gt)vernment  mubt  get  the  money? 
Many  hon.  Members  who  feel  strongly 
on  certain  questions  have,  on  previous 
occasions,  been  obliged  to  curtail  their 
observations,  or  not  make  them  at  all, 
through  unwillingness  to  hamper  the 
Government  or  prevent  them  from  get- 
ting the  money  by  a  certain  date.  I 
wish  to  know  if  we  are  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  Wages 
Vote,  on  which  I  have  two  very  important 
points  to  raise  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  give  many  days  for  the  discussion 
of  the  Wages  Vote.  Unless  the  money 
is  obtained  before  the  1 8th  or  1 9th  of 
March,  as  the  noble  Lord  is  aware,  the 
wages  of  the  men  will  not  be  paid  on 
the  1st  of  April.  The  prolongation  of 
the  Debate  on  the  Address  has  left  the 
Government  no  more  time  than  stated 
to  the  House.  If  the  House  desires 
longer  consideration  for  the  Estimates 
before  the  end  of  the  Financial  year^ 
the  only  result  will  be  that  we  shall  be 
compelled  to  ask  for  more  of  the  time 
now  belonging  to  Private  Members, 
much  as  I  wish  to  avoid  such  a  request. 
But  I  assure  my  noble  Friend  that 
ample  opportunity  will  be  given  to  hon. 
Members  to  raise  any  question  relating 
either  to  the  Naval  and  Military  Ser- 
vices or  the  Civil  Service. 

Mr.LABOUCHERE  (Northampton)  : 
I  beg  to  give  notice  that  on  the  Vote 
on  Account  I  shall  oppose  it  generally 
and  particularly,  having  no  sort  of  con- 
fidence in  Her  Majesty's  present 
Government. 
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with  good  oonstruotioQ.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  determined  to  adopt  that 
prinoiple,  and  our  new  shipbuilding 
programme  is  based  upon  it.  Un- 
doubtedly it  is  an  advance — at  least 
I  think  I  may  say  it  is  a  departure  from 
the  principle  on  which,  ur  the  methods 
by  which  preceding  shipbuilding  pro- 
grammes have  been  calculated .  It  is  fre- 
quently maintained  in  certain  quarters 
that  the  Army  and  Navy  expenditure  of 
the  country  should  be  regulated  by  the 
opinions  of  experts  whose  services  are 
at  the  disposal  of  the  Government.  That 
is  a  doctrine  in  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  cannot  acquiesce.  The  Exe- 
cutive Government  of  this  country  are 
entrusted  with  the  duty  of  managing 
the  whole  of  the  policy  of  the  country, 
and  one  essential  portion  of  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  Executive  Government  is 
the  making  of  the  needful  provision  for 
our  naval  and  military  requirements. 
The  responsibility  of  initiating  increase 
of  expenditure  upon  those  services  must 
rest  upon  the  Government,  and  upon 
the  Government  alone.  I  do  noit  believe 
it  would  be  possible,  and  certainly  it 
would  be  most  improper  for  any  Govern- 
ment to  attempt  to  shirk  that  responsi- 
bility by  endeavouring  to  shelter  them- 
selves behind  the  opinion  of  their  pro- 
fessional advisers.  But  when  the  prin- 
ciple of  future  expenditure  has  been 
settled,  it  is  clearly  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  take  the  advice  of  their 
professional  officers,  in  order  that  the 
increase  of  expenditure  may  be  so 
formulated  as  to  be  of  the  utmost  use 
in  increasing  the  efficiency  of  the  ser- 
vices to  which  it  is  to  be  appropriated. 
Therefore,  so  soon  as  we  had  settled 
the  principle  on  which  the  shipbuilding 
policy  was  to  be  based  directions  were 
given  to  our  naval  advisers  that  they 
were  to  prepare,  in  accordance  with  the 
principles  laid  down,  some  scheme  of 
shipbuilding.  Since  then  a  good  deal 
has  happened ;  but  the  scheme  which 
was  then  drawn  out  on  the  founda- 
tion I  have  mentioned  is  in  many  re- 
spects practically  the  scheme  which  I 
am  about  to  lay  before  the  House.  In 
the  interval  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  given  their  constant  attention 
to  this  question  and  in  many  particu- 
lars, and  in  some  important  items,  the 
scheme  has  been  modified  during  the 
past  six  or  eight  months.  And,  Sir,  be- 
fore I  leave  this  part  of  the  subject  I 
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should  like  to  acknowledge  pabliclj  the 
very  great  assistance  which  we  have  re- 
ceived from  our  naval  advisers  in  the 
preparation  and  elaboration  of  the 
scheme  I  am  about  to  unfold.  The  first 
and  foremost  of  these  advisers  is  Admiral 
Sir  Arthur  Hood«  whose  immense  teoh- 
nical  knowledge,  calm  judgment^  and 
intuitive  administrative  capacity  have 
not  only  in  this  instance,  but  ever  since 
I  had  the  honour  to  be  associated  with 
him,  been  of  enormous  benefit  to  the 
Naval  Service.  It  is  rather  a  curious 
coincidence  that  there  was  another 
body,  quite  independent  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  considering  the 
principles  upon  which  the  shipbuild- 
ing programme  should  be  based. 
Last  year  the  House  appointed  a  Select 
Committee,  over  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  has 
presided  with  his  characteristic  common 
sense,  impartiality,  and  ability.  That 
Committee  was  composed  of  men  of 
every  section  of  political  opinion  in  thia 
House.  We  differed  on  a  good  many 
matters,  but  there  was  a  proposition  to 
which  that  Committee  gave  a  unani- 
mous assent,  and  it  was  to  this  effect — 
that  any  new  shipbuilding  programme 
should  be  based  upon  a  full  survey  and 
knowledge  of  the  whole  requirements  of 
the  Naval  Service  of  the  country.  That 
decision,  or  rather  that  recommenda* 
tion  of  the  Select  Committee,  was  arrived 
at  some  months  after  the  decision  of  the 
Government,  and  it  is  a  curious  ooind- 
dence,  because  it  shows  that  so  far  from. 
this  increase  of  naval  expenditure  which 
we  advocate  being  necessarily  associated^ 
as  some  think  it  is,  with  the  traditions, 
training,  and  predilections  of  the  Toty 
Party,  we  have  indisputable  evidence  to 
the  contrary,  a  body  of  men  specially 
appointed  to  consider  questions  of  navid 
expenditure  and  temporarily  dissociated 
from  their  politital  prejudices  having^ 
arrived  at  identically  the  same  con- 
clusions as  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  should  like  to  lay  before  the  House 
some  considerations  which  influenced 
us  in  arriving  at  the  concluaion 
that  an  increase  of  naval  strength  was 
necessary.  Our  commerce  has  greatly 
increased  during  the  past  few  years,, 
and  it  will  continue  to  increase,  but  the 
mere  development  of  our  commerce  ia 
not  in  my  judgment  a  conclusive  argu- 
ment for  a  proportionate  increase  ia 
naval  expenditure.     The   examination 
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of  a  few  figures  will  show  that  the  in- 
crease in  tonnage  is  greatly  due  to  the 
enlargement  of  the  size  of  vessels  rather 
than  to  an  increase  in  their  number. 
This  increased  tonnage  therefore  means 
increased  strength  and  greater  steaming 
power ;  and  it  therefore  follows  that 
every  year  a  large  proportion  of  our 
mercantile  marine  has  become  more  and 
more  capable  of  taking  care  of  itself, 
and  of  evading  hostile  depredation. 
So  much  is  this  the  case  that  the 
actual  amount  of  new  tonnage  added 
to  the  Eaglish  mercantile  marine 
during  the  past  ten  years  is  very 
nearly  equal  to  the  total  of  the  steam 
tonnage  of  the  rest  of  the  world. 
While  submitting,  therefore,  the  magni- 
tude of  the  interests  we  have  to  protect 
is  one  factor  in  the  calculation,  that 
which  should  primarily  govern  \x&  in 
considering  the  strength  of  naval  estab- 
lishments is  the  amount  of  force  which 
is  available  to  attack  or  injure  our  com- 
mercial interests.  In  Her  Majesty's 
gracious  Speech  allusion  is  made  to  the 
fact  that  there  has  been  in  recent  years 
unceasing  expenditure  on  naval  arma- 
ments by  European  nations.  It  is  quite 
true  that  this  is  not  altogether  applicable 
to  the  last  two  or  three  years  with  regard 
to  the  leading  Naval  Powers  of  Europe ; 
but,  taking  the  last  15  years  and  divid- 
ing them  into  quinquennial  periods,  it 
is  found  that  each  tive  years  show  an 
increase  on  the  previous  five  years.  This 
is  true  of  every  European  nation  that 
has  any  considerable  seaboard.  It  must 
always  be  remembered  that  naval  ex- 
penditure differs  in  this  respect  from 
military  expenditure — that  the  actual 
returns  are  not  available  so  soon.  If 
any  one  wants  to  examine  into  a  Naval 
Budget,  he  must  not  merely  have  regard 
to  the  expenditure  in  any  one  particular 
year  as  conclusive  proof  that  in  that 
year  no  addition  was  made  to  that  par< 
ticuiar  Navy ;  he  must  g^  behind  this  to 
the  expenditure  of  some  of  the  years 
before,  and  this  will  noc  infrequently 
disclose  the  fact  that  in  a  year 
when  the  expenditure  has  appa- 
rently fallen  there  has  been  the  greatest 
increase  of  naval  force,  owing  to  ships, 
the  expense  of  which  has  been  met  in 
previous  years,  being  completed  in  this 
year.  In  this  very  year,  when  to  the 
mere  naval  statistician  the  naval  ex- 
penditure appeared  to  be  lowered,  there 
may    have    been    the    greatest    aug- 
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mentation  of  naval  force.  Now  we 
have  had  one  great  advantage  during  the 
last  few  years  in  our  shipbuilding 
policy ;  we  have  adjusted  the  work  we 
have  taken  in  hand  with  our  finances, 
and  we  have  been  able  to  make  most 
rapid  progpress  with  all  the  vessels  we 
have  had  in  hand.  Foreign  nations, 
however,  have  acted  on  another  prin- 
ciple. They  have  allowed  their  ship- 
building programme  to  outrun  the  com- 
pass of  their  annual  finance,  and  have 
not  made  the  same  progress  we  have. 
There  is  a  great  amount  of  incomplete 
work  on  which  expenditure  in  the  past 
has  been  incurred ;  therefore,  in  looking 
to  the  future  we  must  take  cogpiizanee  of 
not  only  prospective  expenditure,  but  add 
that  to  the  expenditure  already  incurred 
in  reference  to  unfinished  ships  to 
estimate  the  addition  made  to  the  naval 
force  of  foreign  countries.  If  we  apply 
this  test,  we  find  that  during  the  next 
five  years  there  will  be  a  large  addition 
to  the  war  fleets  of  Europe,  especially  in 
the  matter  of  battle- ships.  I  had  hoped 
some  two  years  ago  that  the  Nile  and 
Trafalgar  would  be  tho|last  battle-ships 
laid  down  in  this  country.  It  then  ap- 
peared as  if  there  was  to  be  a  general 
cessation  of  armour-clad  building,  and 
that  for  reasons  not  far  to  seek,  torpedo 
boats  had  come  into  use,  and  naval 
ojB^cers  were  inclined  greatly  to  exag- 
gerate the  effect  of  the  change.  The  re- 
sult was  that  the  second  European  Naval 
Power,  France,  practically  suspended  her 
armour  clad  building,  and  other  nations 
followed  her  example ;  but  since  then, 
owing  in  part  to  the  development  of 
quick  firing  guns,  and  partly  to  the  in- 
vention of  new  explosives,  a  great  im- 
petus has  been  given  to  battle-ship 
building.  Therefore,  it  is  our  duty,  aa 
we  find  our  neighbours  are  pushing  for- 
ward the  building  of  this  class  of  ships,, 
to  make  similar  efforts.  We  cannot 
fail  to  take  cognizance  of  the  fact. 
We  may  talk  of  our  supremacy  on  the 
sea,  but  that  supremacy  is  measured  by 
the  number  of  battle -ships  we  can  put 
into  line.  In  the  observations  I  have 
made  I  am  re-echoing  the  view  expressed 
in  the  gpracious  Speech  that  our  relations 
are  friendly  and  cordial  with  ail  nations. 
Still,  it  requires  no  very  deep  student  of 
history  to  know  that  there  are  certain 
sections  of  opinion  and  of  influence  in 
foreign  countries  which  are  unfriendly 
to  this  country,  owing  to  jealousy  of  our 
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prosperity  and  «*nvy  of  our  great  colonial 
expansion,  with  our  immunity  from 
conscription  and  all  its  attendant  evils 
and  the  like ;  and  if  any  one  of  these 
influences,  these  cycles  of  opinion,  happen 
temporarily  to  become  predominant,  we 
cannot  ignore  the  fact  that  increased 
naval  armaments  may  be  available  for 
our  annoyance  and  injury.  I  have  en- 
deavoured during  the  past  year  to  study 
the  speeches  of  those  who  in  previous 
years  have  held  my  position  and  that  of 
Prime  Minister,  so  as  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  paramount  idea  underlying  their 
utterances  when  they  spoke  of  the 
standard  of  streagth  on  which  our  naval 
estaf>lishment  should  be  maintained.  I 
think  I  am  correct  in  saying  that 
the  leading  idea  has  been  that  our 
establishment  should  be  on  such  a  scale 
that  it  should  at  least  be  equal  to  the 
naval  strength  of  any  two  other 
countries.  I  notice  that  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  South  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Childers)  has  given  expres- 
sion to  that  view.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  noted  as  an  advocate  of 
vigorous  economy  at  the  Admiralty,  but 
he  has  stated  that  he  felt  certain  that 
when  he  left  the  Admiralty  the  British 
fleet  was  equal  to  the  combined  naval 
forces  of  any  two  other  countries. 
That  mav  have  been  the  case;  but  it 
must  be  Dorne  in  mind  that  at  the  time 
of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
speaks  there  was  only  one  considerable 
Naval  Power  in  Europe,  while  the  fea- 
ture of  the  present  situation  is  that  there 
are  now  not  one  or  two,  but  four  or  Ave 
nations  which  are  spending  largely  on 
their  naval  armaments.  When,  then, 
there  is  this  simultaneous  development 
of  naval  force  going  on,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  the  strength  of  the  combination  of 
any  two  other  countries  must  be  regarded 
as  considerably  increased  in  the  aggre- 
gate. This  is  a  fact  that  we  cannot 
ignore,  and  we  must  therefore  either  be 
content  with  a  less  measure  of  precaution 
than  that  which  in  past  years  was  sup- 
posed to  regulate  our  Naval  Estimates, 
or  we  must  be  prepared  to  face  an 
increased  expenditure,  or  those  Estimates 
I  have  always  endeavoured  to  speak 
with  reserve  upon  the  question  of  what 
would  be  the  efl'ect  of  a  naval  war  upon 
our  commerce.  I  do  not  believe 
that  ten  cruisers  or  twenty  cruisers  would 
annihilate  that  commerce  or  cut  off  our 
food  supplies ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
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is  quite  clear  that  any  system  of  com- 
merce and  mercantile  marine  must  be 
based  on  the  security  and  price  of 
freight,  or,  on  the  outbreak  or  dang^  of 
war,  there  might  be  a  rude  shock  or  a 
great  disturbance  to  a  branch  of  some 
trade,  which  might  go  altogether,  lead- 
ing to  a  total  cessation  of  other  branches 
of  the  same  trade.  No  doubt,  at  the 
moment,  it  would  be  the  apprehension 
of  what  might  occur  rather  than  the 
occurrences  themselves,  and  it  would  be 
most  necessary  that  there  should,  at  the 
outbreak  of  a  war,  be  a  feeling  of 
perfect  confidence  in  our  naval 
strength.  I  have  sufficient  confidence 
in  the  energy  and  capabilities  of  our 
merchant  seamen,  and  believe  that  they 
would  soon  adjust  themselves  to  the  re- 
quirements of  such  conditions ;  bat  in 
order  to  sustain  that  confidence  the 
supremacy  of  our  Fleet  is  a  necessaty 
preliminary.  This  is  a  view  that  not 
only  I,  but  naval  officers,  hold.  The 
changes  that  have  been  effected  in  naval 
matters  during  the  last  few  years  have 
certainly  increased  the  difficulty  of 
maintaining  a  close  blockade,  and  here 
the  recent  Naval  Manoeuvres  have  given 
us  useful  lessons.  A  military  strategist, 
in  conducting  a  campaign,  requires  in- 
formation on  two  points — he  wishes  to 
know  the  amount  of  the  force  that  can 
be  brought  against  him,  and  he  also 
wishes  to  know  the  uses  to  which  it  can 
be  put.  On  land  the  number  of  military 
movements  or  combinations  is  limited 
by  many  conditions — the  frontier  of 
the  territory  --  the  geographical  lie 
of  the  country,  the  course  of  rivers,  the 
means  of  transport,  even  the  conditions 
of  weather;  these  and  other  matters 
must  enter  into  his  consideration,  and 
impose  limitations  upon  his  movements. 
But  this  is  not  so  in  regard  to  naval 
combinations.  A  ship  is  self-supporting, 
carrying  her  own  stores  and  commis- 
sariat, and  without  any  warning  can 
proceed  to  join  any  combination  that 
may  take  place  at  any  rendezvous  in 
any  part  of  the  world.  No  amount  of 
foresight  or  calculation  can  anticipate 
naval  combinations  and  naval  move- 
ments ;  therefore,  it  seems  to  me  essential 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  such 
unexpected  blows,  we  should  have  a  con- 
siderable margin  of  reserve ;  and  if  this 
is  to  be  utilized  in  the  way  I  have  in- 
dicated it  must  be  equipped,  and  armed, 
and  ready  for  sea  at  a  few  days'  notice. 
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I  Tenture  to  lay  theee  argumeDts  before 
tiM  Committee^  because  I  think  thejrare 
worthy    of  attention,  and    are    inoon- 
trovertible  conclusions  for  the  premises 
irom  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
started  or  which  they   accepted,    that 
there  should  be  no  declination  from  the 
assumed  standard  of  strength  in  the 
past.      I  am  no  alarmist,  and  much  dis- 
like the  waste  of  public  money,  and  in 
the  controversies  that  have  taken  place 
•during  the  last  few  years  I  haye  fre- 
•quently    combated     exaggerated    and 
sensational     statements,    for     I     have 
•always  considered  it  mean  for  a  Govern- 
ment   to    take    an    advantage    of    an 
ephemeral  phase  of  public  excitement 
to      incur     unnecessary    expenditure. 
.Nothing    is     more     foolish     than    to 
-enforce    demands    for    increased    ex- 
penditure   by    arguments    based     on 
tacts    which    will     not     stand      dis- 
cussion   or    the    test    of    experience. 
But  there  seems  to  me  to  be  no  alterna- 
tives but  those  I  have  stated ;  we  must 
cither  be  content  with  a  lower  standard 
of  precaution  than  in  the  past,  or  we 
must  be  prepared  to  face  increased  expen- 
■diture.     Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
the  present  state  of  European  politics, 
•cannot  recommend  the  former  course; 
on  the  contrary,  we  shall  use  all  our  in- 
fluence and  authority  to  endeavour  to 
induce  the  House  of  Commons  to  meet 
this  necessity  for  increased  naval  expen- 
diture.     Having  stated,  therefore,  the 
nature  and  scope  of  the  scheme  which  I 
am  about  to  propose,  I  should  like  to 
turn  to  some  other  conditions  to  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  scheme  should  conform.    We 
considered  that  it  should  be  entire  in 
itself,  and  adequate,  not  only  to  our  im- 
mediate, but  also  to  our  future  wants. 
We  considered  that  every  vessel  should 
be  an  effective  war  vessel  of  the  newest 
type  and  most  approved  design,  and  that 
every  vessel,  when  once  laid  down,  should 
be  pushed  on  with  all  the  rapidity  com- 
patible with  sound    construction,   and 
that  as  these  vessels  approach  comple- 
tion preparations  should  be  made  for  the 
necessary    accumulation    of   men    and 
stores  and  guns  which  would  enable  a 
ship  to    become  an  efficient    fighting 
machine.   To  associate  with  that  scheme 
of  expenditure  these  business-like  con- 
ditions necessitated  a  good  deal  of  pre- 
vious investigation  and    work.     Upon 
that  work  we  have  been  engaged  for 


the  past    three  years;   and,   although 
there  may  seem  at  first  sight  to  be  litue 
connection  between  the  proposals  I  now 
have    to    make    and    the    work    we 
have    done,     in     reality     that    wo^ 
is  the  foundation  on  which  we  base  our 
scheme.      We     considered    it  *  to    be 
eflsential    that    before    we    asked    the 
House  for  additional  money  for  naval 
purposes  we  should  be  able  to  show  that 
the  national  shipbuilding  yards  were 
well  administered,  that  the  scandal  of 
ships  waiting  for  guns  should  not  be 
repeated,  and  that  the  designs  for  new 
ships  should  be  in  accordance  with  the 
view  of  naval  officers  and  naval  scientists. 
Upon  the  questions  of  the  administra- 
tions of  the  Dockyards,   the  supply  of 
guns,  and  the  preparations  of  designs  I 
will  therefore  say  a  few  words.     In  the 
comparison  too  frequently  made  between 
our  Dockyards  ana  private  yards  suffi- 
cient   allowance  is  not  made    for  the 
variety  and  multiplicity  of  those  duties 
which  the  former  have  to  perform,  and 
from    which    private   yards    are    free. 
Everything  that  relates  to  a  great  fleet 
of  warships  has  to  be  done  in  the  Dock- 
yards; Almostall  the  officering,  manning, 
victualling,  storing,  coaling,  and  light- 
ing— these    and  many  other    services, 
which  in  a  great  commercial  port  are 
performed  by  various  public  and  private 
agencies,  are  performed  by  the  Dock- 
yards.    In  addition  to  this,  it  is  neces- 
sary to  have  a  great  accumulation  of 
stores  and  men  ready  for  action  at  a 
moment's  notice.    Moreover,   we  have 
so  to  arrange  our  machinery  that  every 
branch  of  it  may  be  capable  of  great 
expansion  in  case  of  emergency.    Naval 
mobilization    is     just    the    reverse    of 
military  mobilization.     The   former  is 
decentralization  and  localization,  while 
the  latter  is  concentration  and  centrali- 
zation.   If  we  were  unfortupate  enough 
to  get  into  any  war,  every  man,  every 
officer,  every  store,  and  every  gun,  as 
well  as  ammunition,  would  have  to  pass 
through  the  Dockyards  in  order  to  be 
put  on  board  the  ships  commissioned 
in  those  Dockyards.    Therefore,  though 
it  is  necessary  to    keep  a  tight  hand 
on    these    subsidiary    and    incidental 
services,  it  would  be  most  unadvisable 
to  cut  them  down   beyond    a    certain 
limit,  because  in  case  of  emergency  it 
would  be  impossible  to  expand  or  ex- 
tend them.    In  the  past  three  years  we 
have  dissociated  these  incidental  services 
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the  Admiralty,  we  maj  hare  to  alter 
onr  decision  as  to  the  amoant  to  be 
so  expended ;  but,  with  that  one  reaer- 
Tation,  we  intend  to  pat  this  amoant 
of  work  ont.      For    the    parpoae    of 
hnilding  and  completing  the  remain- 
ing   38    yessels   and    their    armament 
there     is     £11,500,000.        This    sum, 
which     is     to     be     indnded     in    the 
ordinary  Estimates,  can  be  divided  into 
two  heads — £8.650,000  for  construction 
of  engines  and  hulls,  and  £2,850,000 
for  armament.       We    propose    to    lay 
down  in  the  Dockyards  this  year  20 
yessels,  as  follows: — Foar  battle-ships 
of  the  first   class,  one  of  the  second 
class,    three     first-class     cruisers,     six 
second-class  cruisers,  and   six   torpedo 
gunboats.    Adding  these  20  to  the  32 
pat  out  to  contract,  we  have  52,  leaying 
18  out  of  the  70  still  to  be  accounted 
for.     They  will  be  disposed  as  follows : — 
A  second-class  battle-ship  will  be  laid 
down  early  in  the  financial  year  1890-1, 
and  the  other  vessels  will  take  their 
places  on  the  slips  in  the  Dockyards  as 
soon  as    they    become  vacant  by  the 
launch  of,  the  vessels  laid  down  in  the 
first  year.  The  whole  of  the  prog^mme, 
including  both  Dockyard  and  contract 
work,  is  to  be  fiuished  in  four  and  a-half 
years  from  the  date  of  the  commence- 
ment of  the  first  vessel.    There  is  a 
naval  and  an  administrative  advantage 
in  this  distribution  of  work,  to  which  I 
ahonld  like  to  call  attention.  Taking  the 
programme  as  a  whole,  it  consists  of  70 
ships,  10  of  which  are  battle-ships  and  60 
croisers  of  different  types.   A  battle-ship 
takes  very  much  longer  to  build  than  a 
cruiser — three  and  a-half  or  four  years 
— and  if  they  are  to  be  finished  within 
four  and  a-half  years  they  must  all  be 
commenced  in  the  first  year.    But  a 
battle-ship  when  completed  is  not  en- 
tirely efficient  unless  she  has  certain 
small  vessels  attached  to  her  as  scouts, 
and  we  consider  that  out  of  the  70  vessels 
20  are  the  satellites  of  the  battle-ships. 
The  remaining  40  cruisers  will  be  effective 
whether  used  in  squadrons  or  individu- 
ally.    TV  e  propose  to  commence  the  con- 
struction of  the  whole  of  these  this  year, 
and  thus  make  an  immediate  addition 
to  the  Navy  of  what  it  most  requires. 
Later  on,  when  an  increase  is  made  to 
our  battle-ships,  each  battle-ship  will  be 
accompanied  by  two  smaller   vessels, 
and  thus  there  will  be  no  drain  upon 
our  force  of  independent  cruisers.     This 
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enables  us  to  etary  oat  oAnUfS  ike  ^ 
whole  of  oar  shipbaildzn^  pnpiH  l3i«V 
and  it  also  enablaa  as  to  gnsH  its^ 
tinaous  employment  in.  tlwIMji^B  fore 
thus  avoiding  the  g^reat  evikili^B  ofd 
den  expansion  of  baameai.  Ikoi^B  iex 
absorb  the  amoant  reproMotailfi^^  as 
sum  of  £1 1,500,000,  we  raise  tbi  mm  to 
building  Vote  in  the  ardinaoyfiilid^ft  is 
by  £615,000,  and  xeduee  tile  Oifei^K  s) 
Vote  by  £400,000,  Jbecanee  we  ntain  \i 
purchase  all  the  Ordnance  lor  thMiH  1 
tract  ships  out  of  the  £lO,000,MlH 
which  I  have  referred.  If  tfaeSfH 
building  Vote  be  kept  at  the 
which  we  propooe  to  put  it^ 
Ordnance  vote  at  the  same  lewal, Ik 
will  be  sufficient  to  provide  is* 
whole  of  this  work,  as  well  mm  fat  A 
work  we  have  in  hand  and  to  esHfi 
in  the  period  of  fonr  and  m^hmtl  js 
The  Committee  will  obeerve  tibs 
treme  rapidity  with  which  we 
to  build  these  shipe.  In  Fiseni  il 
battle- ship  takes  nearly  ten  yeas  to  I 
complete.  In  this  coantrj,  piefiwto| 
1885,  ironclads  took  six  years  and  lap  | 
cruisers  four  years.  We  propoee  tahf  1 
down  70  vessels,  incladin|f  ten  htHl^' ' 
ships,  in  four  and  a-half  years.  It  is  ■ 
the  interests  of  economy  that  we  aide 

this  proposal.  

LoBD  E.  OHUBCHILL :  Are  tihe  H 
vessels  to  be  the  total  ahipboildiny  pB^ 
duction  of  four  years,  or  in  additioati 
the  ordinary  estimated  prodoelioi^ 
whatever  takes  place  ? 

«LoBD  G.  HAMILTON :  No;  pcAns 
I  may  explain.  When  lord  Nonk- 
brook  made  his  proposals  there  were  a 
large  number  of  ships  in  the  Dockysida 
which  were  in  process  of  boildingf, 
what  he  did  was  to  increase  the 
ing  shipbuilding  programme  by 
certain  additions  to  it.  I  stated  that  m 
April  1,  1890,  there  woald  only  be  fosr 
ships  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  aaA 
unaer  contract,  independent  of  this  pro- 
gramme, which  would  not  be  oompMe* 
These  four  ships  would  be  in  the  last 
stage  of  construction.  After  this  year, 
therefore,  the  whole  of  the  Naval  EM* 
mates  are  available  to  carry  oat  ihiB» 
part  of  the  programme. 

LoKD  B.  CHIJRGHILL :  On  the  foor 
years'  Estimate  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  On  Oe 
four  years'  Estimate.  Bapidity  of  eon* 
struction  means  economy,  because  delay 
occasions  twofold  waste — not  only  dose 
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Aip  cost  more  in  construction »  but 
^^lomger  it  is  on  the  stocks  the  less  is 
^lita  as  an  effective  ship,  and,  there- 
the  less  use  you  get  out  of  it.  In 
to  insure  rapidity  of  construction 
the  whole  of  these  ships,  contract 
well  as  Dockyard  ships,  we  propose 
put  them  in  an  Act  of  Parliament 
two  Schedules,  enacting^  that  they 
be  completed  within  the  period  I 
fre  mentioned — namely,  by  April, 
S4.  A  special  account  will  be  kept 
each  of  these  yessels,  and  those  ao- 
-ounts  will  be  subject  to  the  ordinary 
Control  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
-^Sotnptroller  and  Auditor  OeneraL  In 
^iQrder  that  the  Dockyards  may  not 
subject  to  certain  impediments 
hioh  prevent  the  ships  from  being 
oompleted  as  rapidly  as  possible, 
we  propose  slightly  to  adjust  the 
financial  machinery  in  two  essentials 
as  regards  excesses  and  balances  of 
Yotee.  There  ia,  perhaps,  no  practice, 
however  laudable  its  pretensions,  which 
results  more  in  extravagance  than  the 
practice  of  surrendering  to  the  Ex- 
chequer balances  because  the  contractors 
have  failed  to  deliver  within  a  certain 
period.  The  liability  remains,  but  the 
money  goes  back  into  the  Exchequer, 
and  goes  to  the  reduction  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt.  It  is  practically  a  misap* 
propriation  of  funds.  The  tazpsyer  is 
taxed  one  year  for  certain  work,  but 
because  the  contractor,  through  some 
unforeseen  circumstances,  is  unable  to 
deliver  the  work  a  day  in  advance  of 
March  31,  the  money  so  raised  goes 
back  into  the  Exchequer,  and  next  year 
flie  taxpayer  is  taxed  ag^in  for  the  same 
purpose.  That  is  not  only  unfair,  but 
most  prejudicial  to  economy.  The  vn- 
questiomed  tendency  in  the  Departments 
is  to  surrender  as  little  as  possible,  and 
there  are  a  number  of  devices  by  which 
attempts  are  made  to  reduce  expendi- 
ture which  would  come  into  the  next 
year  by  anticipating  it,  in  order  that 
in  a  subsequent  year  this  deferred 
liability  may  be  met  without  up- 
setting the  departmental  finance  or  the 
Estimates  of  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Therefore,  the  proposal  we 
make  is  that  balances  in  reference  to 
shipbuilding  should  be  retained.  But 
we  go  further.  There  are  certain 
articles  and  certain  stores,  suck  as 
armour  plates  and  steel  castings,  which 
only  a  limited  number  of  firms,  pro- 


duce, and  we  must  take  these  iroods: 
when  we  can  get  them.  It  is  very  likely 
that  in  dealing  with  transactions  of  thiis 
magnitude  armour  plates  may  be  de- 
livered sooner  than  anticipated,  and 
heavy  payments  have  to  be  made  which 
would  disorganize  arrangements,  and, 
therefore,  provision  is  made  for  a 
temporary  advance  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  any  such  paymentR,  the  advance 
being  immediately  repaid  as  soon  as 
there  was  a  surplus  to  the  credit  of  the 
Department.  We  propose  to  allocate  to 
new  construction  in  the  present  financial 
year,  1889-90,  £2,645,000  ;  but  only 
£1,360,000  is  available  for  the  new  pro- 
gramme, the  remainder  gees  to  the  com- 
pletion of  those  ships  still  in  hand. 
Next  year,  1890-91,  we  propose  to 
allocate  £2,590,000  for  n^w  shipbuild- 
ing, and  of  that  £2,3  40,000  will  go  to 
the  new  programme. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport) :  Does 
that  include  contracts  ? 
♦LoRP  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  No. 
In  1891-2  we  propose  to  allocate 
£*i,560,000  to  new  construction,  and 
the  whole  of  that  will  go  towards  the 
new  programme.  Next  year,  1892-3, 
we  estimate  that  only  £1,650,000  will 
be  required,  and  in  1893-4,  £740,000. 
These  sums,  in  the  aggregate,  amount  to 
£8,650,000.  We  propose  in  the  same 
way  to  distribute  the  money  necessary 
to  arm  these  ships,  and  to  make  provi- 
sion for  it  out  of  the  ordinary  Ordnance 
Vote.  Adding  that  sum  of  £8,650,000 
to  the  amount  required  for  ordnance, 
which  is  £2,850,000,  weget  £  1 1 ,500,000, 
which  is  the  whole  of  tho  work  we  pro- 
pose to  put  upon  the  Estimates.  There- 
fore, summing  up  our  scheme,  it 
comprises  the  building  of  70  vessels ;  it 
involves  the  expenditure  of  £10,000,000 
out  of  the  Special  Fund,  the  nature  of 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  ex- 
plain ;  and  it  involves  an  increase  of 
£616,000  in  the  Shipbuilding  Vote ;  but 
there  will  be  a  reduction  of  £400,000  in 
the  Ordnance  Vote,  making  a  total  in- 
crease of  £215,000.  I  do  not  wish  to 
anticipate  the  discussion  on  the  ordinary 
Estimates,  but  there  is  certain  work 
which  we  propose  to  take  in  hand,  and 
which  forms  so  essential  a  part  of  our 
shipbuilding  policy  that  I  must 
ttlinde  to  it.  There  is  a  considerable 
number  uf  our  irondads  whose  boilers 
are  much  worn.  We  propose  to  take  all 
these  vessels  in  hand  and  spread  their 
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repairs  over  a  number  of  years,  on  this 
principle— that  as  few  vessels  as  possible 
should  be  laid  up  at  one  time.  Certain 
'  of  these  vessels  are  worth  re-engin- 
ingy  others  are  worth  re- arming,  so  that 
in  certain  cases  these  vessels,  re-boiler- 
ed,  re-engined,  and  re-armed,  will  be 
more  efficient  and  powerful  than  on  the 
day  they  were  first  commissioned.  The 
vessels  we  propose  to  take  in  hand  are 
the  Minatour,  AchUlen,  Superb,  Thun- 
dsreTf  Devastation,  and  Rupert — they  will 
all  be  taken  in  hand  this  year.  Next 
year  we  shall  deal  with  the  JSereules, 
Monarch,  Sultan,  and  Invincible.  We 
propose  also  to  thoroughly  refit  the 
kelson,  Audacious,  and  Ihriumph. 

LoKD  C.  BERESFOED :  This  year  ? 

*LoRD    G.  HAMILTON:    Yes,  this 
year.     That  is  included  in  the  ordinary 
Shipbuilding  Vote,  which  has  been  in- 
creased by  £615,000.     By  taking  these 
vessels  in  hand  and  repairing  them  we 
are    enabled   to  do  that  which  many 
sailors  have  loug  advocated.     We  shall 
be  able  ir^  substitute  in  the  next  eight 
months  four   efficient    amd    sea- going 
ironclads  for  the  four  hulks  which  dow 
carry  the  flags  of  the  Commanders-in- 
Chief  at  Sheerness,   Portsmouth,  Ply- 
mouth, and  Queenstown.    These  vessels 
will  have  all  their  stores  and  all  their 
coal  on  board,  and  they  will  be  prepared 
at  a  moment's  notice  to  go  anywhere. 
This  means  a  great  addition  to  our  re- 
serves in  tlie  home  waters.     The  only 
other  increase  in  the  ordinary  Estimates 
worthy  of  note  is  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
vision we  make  for  improving  the  coal- 
ing facilities  f orour  Fleet  in  the  Channel. 
We  also  propose  to  dredge  the  Medway. 
so  as  to  allow  first- class  ironclads  with 
all  their  weights  on  board  to  pass  down 
with  the  ordinary  tide,  which  they  can- 
not do  now.     We  also  propose  to  in- 
crease the  Votes  1   and  2  by  the  sum  of 
£275,000    for     the     purpose    of    add- 
ing   3,000    men    besides    those    voted 
last  year.     These  3,000  men  would  com- 
prise 1,100  marines,  1,000  stokers,  and 
about  900   bluejackets.     Including  all 
these  sums,  they  will  show  for  the  year 
commencing  1888-9  a  total  increase  of 
£602,000  over  the  Naval  Estimates  of 
the  preceding    year.     The    Committee 
will  naturally  ask,  does  this  increase  on 
shipbuilding  carry  with  it   great  pro- 
gressive increases  in  future,  so  far  as  the 
expenditure  on  stores  and  men  is  con- 
cerned ? — because  I  think  it  would  be 
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very  unfair  to  get  the  Committee  by  a 
side  wind  to  assent  to  an  increase  of  one 
branch  of  expenditure  without  placing 
clearly  before  hon.  Members  the  increase 
which  that  sanction    entails    in    other 
branches  of  expenditure.   On  that  point 
I  can  give  satisfactory  assurances  to  the 
Committee.      We     at     present     have 
sufficient  men  to  man  every  available 
vessel,  but  when  all  these  ships  are  com- 
pleted we  shall  want  a  considerable  addi- 
tional number.     While  I  think  it  most 
desirable  to  accumulate  a  large  reserve 
of  war  vessels  for  an  emergency,  I  do 
not   think     it     would     be     reasonable 
to    ask   the    Committee    to     vote    all 
the    money     necessary     to     maintain 
sufficient    men     on     the     continuous 
service     system     to     man     all    those 
vessels.      A    certain    increase  will  be 
necessary,    but    that    increas0,    spread 
over     the    next    five    years,    will,     I 
think,    not    amount    to     more     than 
£250,000    in    the  aggregate.     I    pro- 
pose,   in    conjunction    with   my    right 
hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  to  turn  attention   to  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Naval  Reserve.     In 
the  Naval  Reserve  you  have  most  ad- 
mirable material,  and  as  our  deficiencies 
are    mainly  under  the  heads  of  liea- 
tenants  and  stokers,  I  have  no  doubt 
we  shall  be  able  to  make  some  arrange- 
ments by  which  a  very  large  proportion 
of  those  deficiencies    can   be  supplied 
without  a  great  addition  to  the  Estimates. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  will  be  a  sub- 
stantial contribution   next    year    from 
Australia  as  an  appropriation  in  aid; 
there  would  be,  as  the  Committee  will 
recollect,  a  decrease  in  the  Shipbuilding 
Vote  two  or  three  years  hence  if  the 
House  were  satisfied  with  the  Strang^ 
at  which  the  Navy  was  maintained ;  and 
there  would  also  be  two  or  three  years 
hence  a  considerable  decrease  in  the 
Ordnance  Votes.     I  am  looking  closely 
into  the  question  of  the    reserves    of 
ammunition.  The  proportion  of  reserves 
was  fixed  many  years  ago,  when  pro- 
duction  was  limited   and  slow.     Now 
that  production  has  rapidly  increased,  I 
do  not  think  it  advisable  to  keep  large 
stores  of  perishable  material.     I  hope  I 
shall  be  able  to  make  emergency  con- 
tracts with  the  great  firms  who  manu- 
facture these   articles,    and,   if  so,  we 
shall  be  able  ultimately  to  accomplish 
a  substantial  reduction  in  our  Ordnance 
Vote.     Therefore,  putting  together  all 
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these  deereases,  and  patting  against 
them  the  only  prospective  increase, 
I  think  I  may  say  our  scheme 
•carries  with  it,  as  it  approaches 
completion,  a  reduction  rather  than  an 
increase  of  expenditure.  I  hope  the 
Oommittee  will  now  allow  me  to  say  a 
word  or  two  upon  that  part  of  our  work 
upon  which  we  have  bestowed  most 
trouble  and  anxiety — namely,  the  pre- 
paration of  designs  of  the  respective 
^rpes.  Now,  in  preparing  those  de- 
signs, we  were  all  very  much  impressed 
with  the  great  difference  between  the 
requirements  of  the  British  Navy  and 
those  of  foreign  navies.  The  great 
mass  of  European  navies  are  kept  in 
peace  time  within  inland  seas,  such  as 
the  Baltic,  the  Black  Sea,  and  the 
Mediterranean  ;  with  the  exception  of 
France,  they  have,  outside  Europe,  few 
bases  of  operation.  Now,  vessels  in- 
tended for  short  cruises  require  neither 
the  sea- going  qualities  nor  the  coaling 
capacity  which  English  ships  must  have. 
Therefore,  if  these  qualities  are  to  be 
obtained,  our  ships  must  be  larger  and 
larger ;  and  if  they  are  to  be  equal  in 
armament  and  superior  in  speed,  the 
•coal-carrying  capacity  must  necessarily 
be  larger.  The  Committee  will  have 
noted  the  large  dimensions  of  many  of 
the  ships  we  propose  to  build.  We 
have  ascertained  that  increase  of  size 
does  not  carry  with  it  corresponding 
increase  of  expenditure;  but  it  does 
carry  with  it  a  proportionate  increase 
in  the  length  of  life  of  the  vessel  as  an 
efficient  fighting  machine.  We  have, 
therefore,  prepared  our  designs  on  that 
principle ;  and  I  will  just  very  roughly 
fitate  what  they  are.  The  torpedo-gun- 
boat will  be  a  vessel  of  735  tons,  with  a 
raised  deck  forward,  a  speed  of  21 
knots,  as  against  a  tonnage  of  550  and 
a  speed  of  18  knots  of  its  predecessor, 
the  RaiiUinak$,  The  Pandoras  are  an 
•exact  reproduction  of  the  vessels  build- 
ing for  the  Australian  Colonies,  which 
have  given  satisfaction  to  all  who  have 
examined  their  design.  The  improved 
Meieai  are  an  enlargement  upon  the 
original  M$d$ai.  Their  speed  is  the 
same,  20  knots ;  their  armament  is 
somewhat  heavier  ;  but  they  are  35  feet 
longer,  and  have  600  tons  greater 
'displacement.  The  first-class  cruisers 
are  vessels  of  7,350  tons,  as  against 
4,050  tons  of  the  orig^al  Msriey,  on 
which    they  may    be  regarded  as  an 


improvement.  Their  speed  is  three 
knots  greater — namely,  20  knots.  Every 
one  of  the  above  types  represents  a 
design  which  has  either  given  satisfac- 
tion or  is  an  improvement  upon  a  well- 
known  and  satisfactory  ship.  I  propose 
to-morrow  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  Paper 
giving  full  particulars  of  our  whole 
procedure.  In  the  meantime,  I  will 
roughly  summarize  this  Paper.  The 
Select  Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates 
last  year  suggested  that  as  regards  the 
distribution  of  armour  of  battleships 
outside  opinion  should  be  called  in.  I 
very  soon  found  out  that  the  outside 
opinion  wanted  was  not  that  of  designers, 
but  of  naval  officers,  and  especially  of 
gunnery  officers.  I  am  fortunate  enough 
to  have  at  the  Admiralty  four  officers, 
three  of  whom  have  held  the  post  of 
Director  of  Naval  Ordnance,  and  one 
now  ably  discharges  the  duties  of  that 
office,  and  in  these  four  gentlemeu  I 
believe  I  have  more  technical  knowledge 
as  to  Ordnance  than  can  be  found  in  any 
Admiralty  in  the  world.  We  discussed 
the  subject  at  very  considerable  length — 
what  should  be  the  distinctive  features 
and  qualities  of  the  new  battle  ships, 
and  we  had  a  considerable  number  of 
alternative  designs  prepared,  with  their 
weights,  showing  what  could  be  done, 
because  the  difficulty  is  not  what  is  put 
in,  but  what  you  leave  ont.  These  were 
all  worked  out.  I  was  anxious  to  get 
the  best  outside  naval  opinion  I  could 
get ;  and,  therefore,  I  sent  the  designs 
to  the  three  Admirals  appointed  to 
report  on  the  Naval  Manoeuvres  and  to 
the  two  Commanders-in-Chief.  After- 
wards we  met  at  the  Admiralty  and  had 
a  full  discussion  on  the  subject,  a  report 
of  which  will  be  found  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary Paper;  and  I  am  glad  to 
say  we  were  almost  unanimous  in 
the  decision  at  which  we  arrived. 
Boughly  speaking,  the  disposition  of 
armament  is  that  of  the  Admiral  clasB, 
though  the  number  of  guns  is  consider- 
ably greater,  while  the  disposition  of 
armour  much  more  resembles  that  of  the 
Drafalgar  or  the  NiU.  They  are  vessels 
of  great  coal  and  steaming  capacity,  with 
a  high  freeboard  and  a  speed  of  17^ 
knots.  I  believe  they  will  give  almost 
universal  satisfaction  to  the  Service, 
while  as  regards  seagoing  qualities  they 
will  be  capable  of  being  sent  to  any 
part  of  the  world  and  in  any  weather. 
Just  before  I  sit  down  there  is  one  other 
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sabjeot  on  which  I  should  like  to  touch. 
Our  scheme  is  naturally  based  on  the 
nature  of  the  work  which  in  an  emer- 
gency our  Navy  will  haye  to  do.  The 
area  to  be  coTered  and  the  duties  to  be 

rirformed  are  so  great  and  yarious  that 
should  like  roughly  to  indicate  to  the 
Oommittee  the  distribution  of  that  work 
and  the  meaos  by  which  we  hope  to 
carry  it  out.  Our  first  duty  will  be  so 
to  dispose  of  our  Fleets  that  our  coasts 
shoula  be  defended  from  inyasion  and 
oar  nayal  stations  from  bombardment, 
and  this  disposition  should  be  carried 
out  on  wide  and  general  lines  for  the 
protection  of  commerce.  These  duties 
must  be  ezclusiyely  performed  by  the 
regular  ships  of  Her  Majesty's  Nayy. 
The  second  branch  of  the  subject  is  the 
protection  of  our  commerce  on  certain 
trade  routes.  The  great  bulk  of  this 
work  also  must  be  done  by  the  Nayy, 
but  the  armed  cruisers  of  the  mercantile 
marine  can  be  associated  with  the  Nayy 
in  the  discharge  of  that  duty.  I  am 
sorry  to  see  in  quarters  where  I  least 
expected  them  depreciatory  observations 
made  as  to  the  inferiority  of  the  mer- 
chant cruiser,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  not  be  a  match  for  a  war  yessel 
of  the  same  size.  Of  course  they  are 
not  a  match  for  a  war  vessel  of  the  same 
size;  if  they  were  there  would  be  no 
object  in  having  war  cruisers.  But 
they  will  be  more  thau  a  match  for  any 
cruiser  of  the  same  character,  and  in 
all  those  movements  of  dogging  the 
footsteps  of  a  foreign  cruiser  em- 
barrassing a  foe,  and  keeping  touch 
with  a  squadron  that  has  broken 
blockade,  they  will  be  absolutely  in- 
yaluable.  I  advocate  the  extension  of 
the  system  on  still  higher  grounds.  The 
discipline  of  the  mercantile  marine  is 
eyery  year  improving,  and  I  believe  it  is 
very  much  to  the  advantage  alike  of  the 
mercantile  marine  and  of  the  Navy  that 
they  should  be  brought  together,  and  I 
trust  the  House  will  always  insist  on  that 
being  one  of  the  primary  features  of  Ad- 
miralty policy.  I  turn  now  to  the  third 
question,  on  which  there  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  agitation,  and  particularly 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  namely,  the  question  of 
local  defence,  and  I  will  only  deal  with 
that  portion  of  it  which  is  known  as  the 
floating  defence,  because  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 

Lard  Qewge  Hdmiltou 


will  be  able  to  give  an  explanaliaB  in 
regard  to  the  land  defenoee.  Now,  we 
asked  the  commercial  ports  to  co-operate 
with  us  in  the  discharge  of  this  daij»> 
and  they  willingly  complied.  The  pri- 
mary duty  of  the  Navy,  in  my  judg- 
ment, is  to  prevent  attacks  being  made 
upon  the  commercial  ports.  Their  se- 
condary duty  is  to  co-operate  with  the 
land  forces  in  the  event  of  an  attack. 
Now  the  gentlemen  we  asked  to  co-ope- 
rate in  that  secondary  duty  attached  to 
that  co-operation  conditions  which  woold 
have  fettered  us  in  the  discharge  of  oar 
primary  duty.  They  wished  us  to  sta- 
tion certain  war  vessels  at  different  ports 
and  leave  them  there  in  time  of  war. 
We  could  not  assent  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment, because  if  we  made  it  in  time  of 
peace  it  would  not  be  worth  anything  in 
time  of  war.  There  is  some  limit  to  the 
amount  of  money  for  naval  purposes 
which  Parliament  can  vote,  and  the 
more  that  money  is  locked  up  in  yesseis 
stationed  at  different  ports  of  the  coast, 
the  less  remains  for  the  general  defenoe 
of  the  country  and  the  Empire.  If  our 
naval  supremacy  were  seriously  im- 
paired no  system  of  local  defenoe, 
however  efficient,  would  give  pro- 
tection to  the  country.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  our  supremacy  is  main- 
tained, no  serious  attack  will  be  made 
upon  these  ports.  We  were  asked  to 
provide  material  in  the  shape  of  ships 
and  guns  for  those  ports,  which  were  to 
be  manned  by  Naval  Volunteers.  Now, 
ships  and  guns  cost  a  great  deal  of  money^ 
and  being  complicated  machines  they 
require  a  complete  training  on  the 
part  of  the  personnel  before  they  can  be 
properly  handled,  and  in  my  judg- 
ment, it  would  be  a  sheer  waste  of  monejr 
and  power  to  spend  large  sums  in  sup- 
plying tho89  ships  t )  be  manned  by  com- 
paratively untrained  men.  The  Volunteer 
system  has  worked  well  so  far  as  the 
land  forces  are  concerned  ;  it  has  become 
a  fairly  effective  Eeserve  at  a  small  cost, 
but  I  cannot  say  quite  the  same  of  the 
Naval  Volunteer  system.  I  admire  the 
self-sacrifice  and  the  patriotism  which 
animate  the  members  of  that  force  in 
going  through  the  tests  which  the  Admi- 
ralty imposes.  But  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Naval  Volunteers  are  not  seafaring  men. 
They  know  little  or  nothing  of  gunnery ; 
they  have  also  to  get  their  sea  legs  on 
and  become  seamen.  It  is  impossible  for 
any  volunteer  to  sustain  the  strain  and 
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test  of  such  a  traiDing.  I  do  not  want 
to  have  any  force  whioh  is  merely  a 
force  upon  paper  and  which  has  no 
assigned  duties  to  perform  in  our  system 
of  national  and  naval  defence ;  and  at 
present  our  Naval  Volunteers  are  not 
available  for  land  purposes;  they  are 
not  under  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
and  from  their  inability  to  go  through 
the  necessary  training  they  are  not 
available  for  sea  purposes.  I  have  a 
proposal  to  make,  and  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  mentioning  it.  There  is  in  all 
these  commercial  ports  a  considerable 
number  of  small  vessels — tugs,  passenger 
steamers,  and  others — which  are  quite 
strong  enough  to  carry  a  modem  g^n  of 
considerable  size.  These  are  manned 
by  captains  and  men  who  know  every 
inch  of  the  coast  and  the  water  in  the 
neighbourhood.  Tou  have  there  the 
very  material  you  want  in  time  of  war. 
I  am  quite  ready  to  consider  a  proposi- 
tion if  the  ports  would  co-operate,  by 
which  the  Admiralty  would  discuss  with 
them  the  terms  of  a  capitation  grant  for 
men  and  some  assistance  towards  the 
hire  of  vessels  which  may  be  passed  as 
efficient,  the  Admiralty  supplying  the 
inspection  and  instruction,  and  the  g^ns 
and  material.  I  believe  in  this  way 
that  we  should  get  in  each  locality  a 
good  nucleus  of  small  vessels — an  effec- 
tive and  respectable  flotilla  manned  by 
seafaring  men.  I  make  the  suggestion, 
because  I  do  not  want  to  shut  the  door 
to  any  self-sacrificing  patriotism  de- 
veloped in  the  Naval  Volunteers ;  but  I 
do  want  to  get  some  better  return  for 
our  money  than  we  now  get.  Well 
now,  Sir,  I  have  completed  my  State- 
ment and  I  have  only  one  more  word 
to  say.  The  House,  I  think,  will  gather 
from  the  nature  of  the  details,  as  well  as 
from  the  principles  which  I  have  enun- 
ciated, that  our  scheme  is  the  result  of  a 
somewhat  slow  and  laborious  investiga- 
tion. We  have  been  many  months  at  work 
on  this  scheme.  In  one  sense  we  had 
to  embody  aU  the  requirements  of  the 
Navy.  We  had  then  so  to  adjust  them 
and  to  spread  them  over  a  series  of 
years  that  we  might  not  make  too  great 
a  demand  on  any  particular  class  of 
article  which  is  difficult  of  production 
and  might  arrest  our  progress  and  pr^. 
vent  our  shipbuilding  from  proceeding 
with  rapidity.  We  have  turned  this 
scheme  over  and  over  again,  and  looked 
at  it  from  different  points  of  view.    We 


believe  that  if  the  House  assents  to  oar 
proposals  and  the  provisions  contained 
in  this  Bill  founded  on  the  resolution 
which  will  shortly  be  read  from 
the  Chair — we  believe  that  we  can  com- 
plete this  scheme  at  the  cost  we  havo 
given  and  in  the  given  time.  There  is 
no  branch  of  the  Service  or  any  want  of 
the  Service  which,  we  believe,  has  been 
overlooked.  Therefore  our  scheme  must 
stand  or  fall  as  a  whole.  A  portion  of 
it  cannot  be  cut  out  without  affecting 
the  efficiency  of  the  scheme  as  an  entire 
scheme.  In  asking  the  Committee  ta 
give  impartial  consideration  to  these 
proposals,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  appeal  in 
vain  to  one  portion  of  this  House.  There^ 
is  a  powerful  section  of  public  opinion  in 
the  country,  ably  represented  in  this 
House,  which  objects  to  all  expenditure- 
on  the  Army  and  Navy.  I  so  far  S3rni- 
pathize  with  the  object  of  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  as  to  assure  them  that,  if 
ever  they  can  get  Foreign  Governments 
to  adopt  their  principles,  no  body  of 
men  will  rejoice  more  at  their  success 
than  the  Gt>vemment  for  the  time-being 
of  Her  Majesty.  But  until  they  do  so- 
succeed,  they  cannot  expect  that  this 
country  should  be  the  only  country  to- 
ignore  the  first  instincts  of  self-preser- 
vation. The  late  Prime  Minister  on  the 
first  night  of  this  Session  somewhat 
cavilled  at  our  definition  of  our  scheme 
of  increased  expenditure  as  coming  un- 
der the  head  of  precaution  rather  than' 
of  warlike  preparation.  I  think  the 
word  ''precaution''  is  a  just  one,  and 
is  capable  of  being  sustained.  What 
do  we  ask  this  increase  of  naval  force 
for  ?  It  is  for  the  protection  of  home 
and  domestic  interests  alone.  Our  com- 
merce and  our  shipbuilding  are  among 
the  oldest  of  the  hereditary  industries  of 
this  country.  It  is  through  them  that 
many  industries  have  been  brought  inta 
existence  and  fostered,  and  it  is  by  the 
maintenance  of  that  commerce  alone 
that  that  huge  industrial  system  of  em-^ 
ploy  men  t,  which  exists  in  this  country, 
can  be  sustained,  and  which  alone  en- 
ables S5  millions  of  people  to  live 
within  these  islands.  Then,  will  thi» 
scheme  lead  to  increased  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  foreign  nations? 
I  think  not.  We  do  not  attempt  in  any^ 
way  to  vie  with  foreign  nations  in  the 
magnitude  of  their  land  forces.  Our 
whole  social  and  constitutional  systent 
and  policy  are  utterly  opposed  to  any 
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subject  on  which  I  should  like  to  touch. 
Our  scheme  is  naturally  based  on  the 
nature  of  the  work  which  in  an  emer- 
gency our  Navy  will  have  to  do.  The 
area  to  be  covered  and  the  duties  to  be 

ferformed  are  so  great  and  various  that 
should  like  roughly  to  indicate  to  the 
Committee  the  distribution  of  that  work 
and  the  meaos  by  which  we  hope  to 
carry  it  out.  Our  first  duty  will  be  so 
to  dispose  of  our  Fleets  that  our  coasts 
should  be  defended  from  invasion  and 
our  naval  stations  from  bombardment, 
and  this  disposition  should  be  carried 
out  on  wide  and  general  lines  for  the 
protection  of  commerce.  These  duties 
must  be  exclusively  performed  by  the 
regular  ships  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy. 
The  second  branch  of  the  subject  is  the 
protection  of  our  commerce  on  certain 
trade  routes.  The  great  bulk  of  this 
work  also  must  be  done  by  the  Navy, 
but  the  armed  cruisers  of  the  mercantile 
marine  can  be  associated  with  the  Navy 
in  the  discharge  of  that  duty.  I  am 
sorry  to  see  in  quarters  where  I  least 
expected  them  depreciatory  observations 
made  as  to  the  inferiority  of  the  mer- 
chant cruiser,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  not  be  a  match  for  a  war  vessel 
of  the  same  size.  Of  course  they  are 
not  a  match  for  a  war  vessel  of  the  same 
size;  if  they  were  there  would  be  no 
object  in  having  war  cruisers.  But 
they  will  be  more  than  a  match  for  any 
cruiser  of  the  same  character,  and  in 
all  those  movements  of  dogging  the 
footsteps  of  a  foreign  cruiser  em- 
barrassing a  foe,  and  keeping  touch 
with  a  squadron  that  has  broken 
blockade,  they  will  be  absolutely  in- 
valuable. I  advocate  the  extension  of 
the  system  on  still  higher  grounds.  The 
discipline  of  the  mercantile  marine  is 
every  year  improving,  and  I  believe  it  is 
very  much  to  the  advantage  alike  of  the 
mercantile  marine  and  of  the  Navy  that 
they  should  be  brought  together,  and  I 
trust  the  House  will  always  insist  on  that 
being  one  of  the  primary  features  of  Ad- 
miralty policy.  I  turn  now  to  the  third 
question,  on  which  there  has  been  a 
great  deal  of  agitation,  and  particularly 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mr.  J.  Morley),  namely,  the  question  of 
local  defence,  and  I  will  only  deal  with 
that  portion  of  it  which  is  known  as  the 
floating  defence,  because  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
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will  be  able  to  give  an  explanatjon  in 
regard  to  the  land  defences.  Now,  we 
asked  the  commercial  ports  to  co-operate 
with  us  in  the  discharge  of  this  duty, 
and  they  willingly  complied.  The  pri- 
mary duty  bf  the  Navy,  in  my  judg- 
ment, is  to  prevent  attacks  being  made 
upon  the  commercial  ports.  Their  se- 
condary duty  is  to  co-operate  with  the 
land  forces  in  the  event  of  an  attack. 
Now  the  gentlemen  we  asked  to  co-ope- 
rate in  that  secondary  duty  attached  to 
that  co-operation  conditions  which  woold 
have  fettered  us  in  the  discharge  of  our 
primary  duty.  They  wished  as  to  sta- 
tion certain  war  vessels  at  different  ports 
and  leave  them  there  in  time  of  war. 
We  could  not  assent  to  such  an  arrange- 
ment, because  if  we  made  it  in  time  of 
peace  it  would  not  be  worth  anything  in 
time  of  war.  There  is  some  limit  to  the 
amount  of  money  for  naval  pnipoees 
which  Parliament  can  vote,  ana  the 
more  that  money  is  locked  up  in  vesseis 
stationed  at  different  ports  of  the  coast, 
the  less  remains  for  the  general  defense 
of  the  country  and  the  Empire.  If  our 
naval  supremacy  were  seriously  im* 
paired  no  system  of  local  defence, 
however  efficient,  would  give  pro- 
tection to  the  country.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  our  supremacy  is  main- 
tained, no  serious  attack  will  be  made 
upon  these  ports.  We  were  asked  to 
provide  material  in  the  shape  of  ships 
and  guns  for  those  ports,  which  were  to 
be  manned  by  Naval  Volunteers.  Now, 
ships  and  gunscostagreat  deal  of  moner^ 
and  being  complicated  machines  they 
require  a  complete  training  on  the 
part  of  the  personnel  before  they  can  be 
properly  handled,  and  in  my  jod^ 
meut,  it  would  be  a  sheer  waste  of  mons>^ 
and  power  to  spend  large  sums  in  sap- 
plying  those  ships  t )  be  manned  by  oom- 
paratively  untrained  men.  TkeVolnnteer 
system  has  worked  well  so  far  as  the 
land  forces  are  concerned  ;  it  has  become 
a  fairly  effective  Beserve  at  a  small  cost^ 
but  I  cannot  say  quite  the  same  of  tine 
Naval  Volunteer  system.  I  admire  the 
self-sacrifice  and  the  patriotism  whisk 
animate  the  members  of  that  loroe  in 
going  through  the  tests  which  the  Admi- 
ralty imposes.  But  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Naval  Volunteers  are  not  seafaring  men. 
They  know  little  or  nothing  of  gnnneiy  ; 
they  have  also  to  get  their  sea  leg^  <m 
and  become  seamen.  It  is  impossible  for 
any  volunteer  to  sustain  the  strain  m>4 
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test  of  such  a  traiDin^.  I  do  not  want 
to  have  any  force  which  is  merely  a 
force  upon  paper  and  which  has  no 
assigned  duties  to  perform  in  our  system 
of  national  and  naval  defence ;  and  at 
present  our  Naval  Volunteers  are  not 
available  for  land  purposes ;  they  are 
not  under  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
and  from  their  inability  to  go  through 
the  necessary  training  they  are  not 
available  for  sea  purposes.  I  have  a 
proposal  to  make,  and  take  this  oppor- 
tunity of  mentioning  it.  There  is  in  all 
these  commercial  ports  a  considerable 
number  of  small  vessels — tugs,  passenger 
steamers,  and  others — which  are  quite 
strong  enough  to  carry  a  modem  g^n  of 
considerable  size.  These  are  manned 
by  captains  and  men  who  know  every 
inch  of  the  coast  and  the  water  in  the 
neighbourhood.  Ton  have  there  the 
very  material  you  want  in  time  of  war. 
I  am  quite  ready  to  consider  a  proposi- 
tion if  the  ports  would  co-operate,  by 
which  the  Admiralty  would  discuss  with 
them  the  terms  of  a  capitation  grant  for 
men  and  some  assistance  towards  the 
hire  of  vessels  which  may  be  passed  as 
efficient,  the  Admiralty  supplying  the 
inspection  and  instruction,  and  the  guns 
and  material.  I  believe  in  this  way 
that  we  should  g^t  in  each  locality  a 
good  nucleus  of  small  vessels — an  effec- 
tive and  respectable  flotilla  manned  by 
seafaring  men.  I  make  the  suggestion, 
because  I  do  not  want  to  shut  the  door 
to  any  self-sacrificing  patriotism  de- 
veloped in  the  Naval  Volunteers ;  but  I 
do  want  to  get  some  better  return  for 
our  money  than  we  now  g^t.  Well 
now,  Sir,  I  have  completed  my  State- 
ment and  I  have  only  one  more  word 
to  say.  The  House,  1  think,  will  gather 
from  the  nature  of  the  details,  as  well  as 
from  the  principles  which  I  have  enun- 
ciated, that  our  scheme  is  the  result  of  a 
somewhat  slow  and  laborious  investiga- 
tion. We  have  been  many  months  at  work 
on  this  scheme.  In  one  sense  we  had 
to  embody  aU  the  requirements  of  the 
Navy.  We  had  then  so  to  adjust  them 
and  to  spread  them  over  a  series  of 
years  that  we  might  not  make  too  great 
a  demand  on  any  particular  class  of 
article  which  is  difficult  of  production 
and  might  arrest  our  progress  and  pr^- 
vent  our  shipbuilding  from  proceeding 
with  rapidity.  We  have  turned  this 
scheme  over  and  over  ag^in,  and  looked 
at  it  from  different  points  of  view.     We 


believe  that  if  the  House  assents  to  our 
proposals  and  the  provisions  contained 
in  this  Bill  founded  on  the  resolution 
which  will  shortly  be  read  from 
the  Chair — we  believe  that  we  can  com- 
plete this  scheme  at  the  cost  we  havo 
given  and  in  the  given  time.  There  is 
no  branch  of  the  Service  or  any  want  of 
the  Service  which,  we  believe,  has  been 
overlooked.  Therefore  our  scheme  must 
stand  or  fall  as  a  whole.  A  portion  of 
it  cannot  be  cut  out  without  affecting 
the  efficiency  of  the  scheme  as  an  entire 
scheme.  In  asking  the  Committee  to 
give  impartial  consideration  to  theso 
proposals,  I  am  afraid  I  shall  appeal  in 
vain  to  one  portion  of  this  House.  There^ 
is  a  powerful  section  of  public  opinion  in 
the  country,  ably  represented  in  this 
House,  which  objects  to  all  expenditure- 
on  the  Army  and  Navy.  I  so  far  sym- 
pathize with  the  object  of  these  hon. 
Gentlemen  as  to  assure  them  that,  if 
ever  they  can  get  Foreign  Governments 
to  adopt  their  principles,  no  body  of 
men  will  rejoice  more  at  their  success 
than  the  Gt>vemment  for  the  time- beings 
of  Her  Majesty.  But  until  they  do  so 
succeed,  they  cannot  expect  that  this 
country  should  be  the  only  country  to- 
ignore  the  first  instincts  of  self-preser- 
vation. The  late  Prime  Minister  on  tho 
first  night  of  this  Session  somewhat 
cavilled  at  our  definition  of  our  sohemo 
of  increased  expenditure  as  coming  un- 
der the  head  of  precaution  rather  thaa 
of  warlike  preparation.  I  think  the- 
word  ''precaution''  is  a  just  one,  and 
is  capable  of  being  sustained.  What 
do  we  ask  this  increase  of  naval  force- 
for  ?  It  is  for  the  protection  of  homo 
and  domestic  interests  alone.  Our  com- 
merce and  our  shipbuilding  are  among 
the  oldest  of  the  hereditary  industries  of 
this  country.  It  is  through  them  that 
many  industries  have  been  brought  inta 
existence  and  fostered,  and  it  is  by  the- 
maintenance  of  that  commerce  alone 
that  that  huge  industrial  system  of  em- 
ployment, which  exists  in  this  country, 
can  be  sustained,  and  which  alone  en- 
ables 35  millions  of  people  to  live- 
within  these  islands.  Then,  will  thia 
scheme  lead  to  increased  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  foreign  nations? 
I  think  not.  We  do  not  attempt  in  any^ 
way  to  vie  with  foreign  nations  in  the 
magnitude  of  their  land  forces.  Our 
whole  social  and  constitutional  systent 
and  policy  are  utterly  opposed  to  any 
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such  competition.    But  if,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  should  be  any  foreign  nation 
which  should  wish  to  encroach  upon  us, 
or  to  invade  our  naval  supremacy,  we 
have  so  framed  our  scheme  as  to  bring 
into  world-wide  prominence  the  incom- 
parable power  of  this  country  and  its 
#normou8  resources.    The  scheme  which 
I  have  laid  before  the  House  is  one 
which  I  do  not  think  all  the  Dockyards 
of  Europe  would  complete  in  'he  time 
we  propose;  and  if  there  are  any  na- 
tions abroad  who  do  wish  to  compete 
with  us  in  naval  armaments,  the  mere 
enunciation  of  this  scheme  will  show  to 
them  the  utter  futility  of  their  desire. 
I  am  aware  that  in  one  instance  I  stand 
at  a  great  disadvantage,  compared  with 
my  predecessor.  Lord  Northbrook,  when 
he  made  similar  proposals  to   Parlia- 
ment.    In  that  year,  1885,  a  great  con- 
stitutional question   had  been   settled, 
and  the  leaders  of  both  parties  of  the 
State  were  then  in  conference,  in  order 
to    give    effect  to  that   great  change. 
Now  a  wide    constitutional    difference 
irreconcilably  separates  on   one  parti- 
cular question  the  two  great  parties  of 
the  State.     Still,    I  have  noticed  with 
great  satisfaction  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  while  admitting  their 
differences  with  us  so  far  as  the  methods 
of   the    internal    goverDment    of    the 
Empire  are  concerned,  have  over  aod 
over  again  asserted  that  if  any  external 
-question  should  arise  affecting  either  the 
safety  or  integrity  of  the  Empire,  all  these 
differences  would  to  a  large  extent  be 
diminished    if     they    did    not    vanish 
altogether.  Therefore,  while  I  do  not  ask 
right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  in  any  way  abandon  their  legitimate 
rights  of  criticism  which  their  adminis- 
trative knowledge  and  political  position 
fully  entitle  them  to  make  on  a  scheme 
of  this  great  magnitude,  I  feel  sure  I 
can  rely  upon   their  approaching  this 
question   of  national   defence    from    a 
broad    and    patriotic  standpoint,    and 
that  they  will  discuss  our  scheme  upon 
its  merits  in  a  fair  and  impartial  man- 
ner.    It  is  in  that  sense  I   have  en- 
deavoured to  explain  the  scheme,  and  it 
is  in  that  sense,  I  trust,  the  discussion 
will  be  continued  and  the  proposals  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  considered. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed : 

*<That  it  is  expedient  that  a  sum  not  ex- 
eeediDg  £21,500,000  be  granted  for  the  purpose 
of  building,  arotiog,  equipping,  and  completing 
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for  sea,  vessels  for  Her  Majesty's  Navy ;  and 
that  it  is  expedient  that  a  sum  not  exoeedinf 
£10,000,000  be  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  in  seven  years  ending  the  3l8t  of  March, 
1896  ;  and  that  a  sum  not  exceeding  £1 1,500,000 
be  issued  out  of  the  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament  for  the  Naval  Service  during  tfaie 
five  financial  years  ending  the  Slat  of  March, 
1894." 

Lord  E.  CHURCHILL  (Padding. 
ton,  8.) :  Before  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  rises  to  speak,  there  are  one 
or  two  Questions  which  I  should  like  to 

■ 

address  to  him  as  representing  the  Gk)- 
vernment,    and  which  it  might   be   of 
material    benefit    to    the    Government 
should    be  answered  categorically.      I 
rise  rather  in  the  interests  of  the  Gk>- 
vernment  than  of  the  House.     I  have 
no  doubt  it  has  been  telegraphed   all 
over  £urope  by  this  time,  and  that  every 
General  and  Admiral  of  every  foreign 
Power  is  informed  that  Great  Britain  ia 
about  to  spend  £2 1 ,000,000  on  its  Navy. 
That  no  doubt    is   an    announcement 
which  may  cause  some  surprise,  and  in 
someforeign  quarters  some  consternation. 
I  also  think  it  is  an  announcement  cal- 
culated to  startle  the  public  mind  of  this 
country.     But  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  public  mind  from  being 
over- startled,  and  of  preventing  Foreign 
Powers  from  being  over  alarmed,  that  I 
rise    to   make  a  few  interrogatory  re- 
marks, addressed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     The  noble  Lord  the  First 
Lord  of  the   Admiralty  has  spoken  at 
great   length;   and    the  resuU  of  the 
speech  and  of  all  the  noble  sentiments 
which    it  contains,   and    the    eloquent 
appeal  which  the  noble  Lord  made  to 
the  patriotism  of  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  spend  money  on  the  defences  of  the 
country— the  result  of  it  all  is,  and  I 
think  I  can  prove  it,  subject  to  the  cor- 
rection  of  the   Chancellor  of   the   Ex- 
chequer, that  for  the  next  four  years  a 
sum  rather  under  £1,000,000  is  to  be 
added  to  the  Navy  Estimates.    I  will 
explain   to   the  Chancellor   of  the  Ex- 
chequer what  I  mean.     The  noble  Lord 
stated  that   he   was   going  to  ask  the 
House  to  consent  to  an  expenditure  in 
the   Dockyards  in  the  next  four  years 
on     shipbuilding    and     armaments    of 
£11,500,000.     The  House  will  recollect 
that  last  year  the  vote  for  shipbuilding 
amounted  to  £4,250,000,  so  that,  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  stated  that  he  was  g^ing 
to    ask   the  House  to   pledge  itself  to 
maintain  the  expenditure  of  last  year  on 
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shipbuilding  lor  the  next  four  years,  he 
would  have  committed  the  House  to  an 
expenditure  of  £17,000,000. 

LoBD  G.  HAMILTON  :  No. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  I  am  afraid 
that  the  noble  Lord  does  not  follow  me. 
I  say  that  if  he  had  asked  the  House  to 
pledge  itself  to  spend  for  the  next  four 
years  the  same  amount  which  it  spent 
last  year  on  shipbuilding,  the  amount 
which  the  House  would  have  been  com- 
mitted to  would  have  been  £17,000,000. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  No. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL:  I  make 
these  remarks  for  the  purpose  of  elicit- 
ing information,  and  for  the  sake  of 
correction,  if  necessary.  The  sum  voted 
last  year  under  the  three  heads  of  the 
Shipbuilding  Vote  was  £4,250,000. 
Multiply  that  by  four,  and  we  get 
£17,000,000.  But  the  noble  Lord  only 
proposes  to  spend  upon  the  Shipbuilding 
Vote  in  the  next  four  years  £  1 1,500,000. 
Therefore,  as  far  as  the  Shipbuilding 
Vote  is  concerned,  there  is  a  reduction 
of  expenditure  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
of  the  di£ference  between  £11,500,000 
and  £17,000,000~that  is  to  say,  a  dif- 
ference of  £5,500,000,  and  conse- 
quently a  reduction  of  expenditure 
upon  the  Navy  to  that  amount. 
But  to  the  £11,500,000  we  must  add  the 
£10,000,000  which  the  noble  Lord  pro- 
poses to  commit  the  House  to  at  once, 
making  a  total  expenditure  of 
£21,500,000  as  against  the  £17,000,000, 
which  the  Estimates  would  have  shown 
if  the  amount  of  the  Shipbuilding  Vote 
for  last  year  had  been  maintained  for 
four  years.  So  that  the  actual  difference 
between  the  expenditure  entailed  by 
the  proposals  of  the  noble  Lord,  and 
the  expenditure  that  would  have  been 
entailed  if  the  Estimates  of  last  year  had 
been  maintained  for  four  years,  is  a  sum 
of  £4,500,000.  The  noble  Lord,  I  see, 
dissents  from  that  view.  Well,  if  it  is 
not  the  case,  it  is  not  owing  to  any  mis- 
take in  my  figures ;  it  must  be  owing  to 
some  inadequacy  of  explanation  on  the 
part  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
which  perhaps  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  be  able  to  set  right. 
Therefore,  I  say  the  difference  made  by 
the  noble  Lord's  proposal  is  a  little  over 
a  million  a  year  added  to  the  Navy 
Estimates  for  the  next  four  years. 
Against  that  must  be  set  the  appropria- 
tion in  aid  from  Australia,  and  pos- 
sibly     some      other      appropriations, 


which  will  probably  bring  the  suid 
to  a  little  under  £1,000,000  a  year, 
as  far  as  I  gather  from  the  speech  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  Then, 
as  I  understand  it,  contracts  are  to  be 
entered  into  by  the  Government  to  the 
extent  of  £10,000,000,  and  future  Par- 
liaments will  not  be  able  to  get  out  of 
those  contracts.  As  to  the  £1 1,500,000* 
which  is  to  be  expended  in  the  Dock- 
yards, it  seems  to  me  that  it  is  quite 
unnecessary  for  the  House  to  consider 
that  at  all.  All  the  House  has  to  con- 
sider out  of  it  is  the  Shipbuilding  Vote 
this  year,  and  it  is  utterly  impossible  for 
the  noble  Jjord  to  pledge  the  House  to> 
expend  in  the  future  £7,500,000  on  ship- 
building. Even  if  it  is  done  by  Statute 
it  has  not  the  smallest  binding  effect  od 
Parliament ;  and  all  discussion  now  on 
future  expenditure  on  the  Navy  under  thie 
head  of  shipbuilding  will  be  entirely 
supererogatory.  I  venture  to  submit  to 
the  noble  Lord  and  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  it  would  be  a  great 
waste  of  time.  There  seems  to  me 
to  be  nothing  whatever  in  the 
scheme  of  the  noble  Lord  propounded 
to-night — interesting  though  it  was  in 
parts — which  ought  not  to  have  been; 
said  in  the  speech  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  on  the  Naval  Estimates* 
last  year.  I  can  see  nothing  whatever 
in  what  has  been  laid  before  the  House 
which  in  any  way  differs  from  the  usual 
annual  statement,  except  that  this  year 
we  are  to  have  two  long  speeches  instead 
of  one.  What  I  want  to  know  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is  this. 
Is  the  resolution  which  has  just  been 
read  a  resolution  which  is  to  be  em- 
bodied in  legislation  ?  Obviously  if  it 
is,  we  are  committing  the  House  to  a 
series  of  stages  on  a  matter  which  is 
practically  beyond  our  power ;  we  are 
trying  to  pledge  the  House  to  spend 
money  this  year,  next  year,  and  the 
year  after,  by  which  time  another  Par- 
liament may  have  come  into  existence^ 
and  which  may  not  ag^ree  to  it.  What 
is  the  practical  use  of  passing  a  Bill 
through  its  Committee andThird  Beading, 
stages  which  cannot  have  a  binding 
effect  upon  future  Parliaments  ?  There- 
fore, Sir,  in  the  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment, having  regard  to  the  effect  which 
this  announcement  of  the  expenditure 
of  £21,000,000  may  have  upon  foreiga 
Powers,  as  well  as  upon  this  country,, 
and  to  reduce  that  sum  to  what  is  its 
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one  of  our  aims  is  to  have  regularity  of 
expenditure.     Those  ships  which  are  to 
be  paid  for  out  of  the  £10,000,000  are 
to  be  put  out  to  contract,  and  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  have  been  at 
the  Admiralty  may  know  how  difficult 
it  is  to  ascertain  the  precise  sum  to  be 
spent    annually    by    contractors.      We 
wish   to   equalize  the   payment,  which 
should  be  made  every  year  over  a  cer- 
tain number    of    years.     It  would  be 
most  inconvenient   for  the   purpose  of 
taxation  if  one  year  we  had  to  put  on 
a  tax  in  order  to  meet  the  large  demands 
which  the  contractors  might  make,  and 
immediately  afterwards  to  reduce  the 
taxation  and  have  again   to    raise  it. 
We,  therefore,  are  anxious  to  secure  a 
regular  payment  over  a  certain  number 
of  years  to  meet  this  £10,000,000  of 
expenditure,  and  the  conclusion  at  which 
we  have  arrived — I  trust  it  will  not 
alarm  the  Committee — is  to  divide  the 
sum  of  £10,000,000  by  seven,  and   to 
pay  £1,430,000  annually  out  of  taxation 
in  order  to  complete  the  £10,000,000  for 
which  we  ask.     I  will  acknowledge  that 
this  is  a  considerable  demand  that  we 
make  on  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
I  think  it  will  be    admitted  that    we 
have  gone  very  far  in  endeavouring  to 
meet  this  large  sum  in  a  manner  which 
will  show  that  we  do  not  shrink  from 
appealing  to  the  taxpayers  for  a  purpose 
which  they  have  so  much  at  heart.    The 
taxpayers  of  seven  years  henoe  will  have 
the  whole  of  those  30  ships  which  are  to 
be  built  by  contract  paid  for  and  ready 
without  having  to  contribute  anything 
towards  them.     I  hope  it  will  commend 
itself  to  the  sense  of  the  Committee  that 
seven  years  is  a  fair  range  over  which  to 
spread  this  expenditure.     We  propose  to 
arrange  that  £1,430,000  should  be  paid 
every  year  into  this  fund.     If  and  when 
the  demands  of  the  contractors  in  a  given 
year  exceed  the  sum  of  £1,430,000  we 
propose  to  borrow  on  Exchequer  Bonds 
and  Treasury  Bills  the  amount  neces- 
sary to  meet  the  demands  of  the  con- 
tractors,    and    to    endeavour    in     that 
way  to  equalize  the  expenditure    year 
after    year.       The     interest    on    such 
temporary    loans   will   be   put   on   the 
Navy  Estimates  of  the  year.    In  no  case 
would  it  be   a  very  large  sum.     It  is 
generally  not  in  the  first  and  second 
years  that  the  demands  are  largest,  but 
rather  in  the  third  or  fourth  year ;  and 
I  do  not  think  there  will  be  any  con- 
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siderable  burden  thrown  on  the  Esii* 
mates  in  respect  of  interest.  I  caD 
assure  the  House  that  when  the  proper 
time  conies  to  defend  our  proposals^ 
from  whatever  quarter  they  are  attacked^ 
I  shall  not  shrink  from  doing  so,  because 
I  have  not  assf^nted  lightly  to  this  ex- 
penditure. I  feel  that  it  is  a  very  heavy 
responsibility,  which,  as  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  I  have  taken  in  aeaenting. 
to  so  large  a  burden  being  placed  on  the 
people.  The  Navy  Estimates  will  b» 
increased  by  £600,000  a  year,  and  there 
will  be  paid  annually  towards  the 
£10,000,000  £1,430,000.  We  shall 
ask  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  to- 
pay  £1,400,000  extra  for  the  next 
.  seven  years  over  and  above  the  sum  of 
£600,000  extra  for  the  next  four  years^ 
for  the  Shipbuilding  Vote.  The  House 
will  see  that  we  have  not  shrunk  ttotsk 
trying  to  meet  the  demands  made 
upon  us  by  an  appeal  to  the  patiiotiank 
and  the  self-sacrificing  spirit  of  those  in 
whose  interest  we  believe  this  large  out> 
lay  is  necessary. 

*Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) :  I 
think,  Sir,  after  the  two  statements  we 
have  now  heard  that  we  see   exactly 
w  h  ere  we  are.     If  I  u  n  derstand  correetljr 
we  shall  have  to  raise  additional  taxa- 
tion for  the  purposes  of  the  Navy  to  the- 
extent  of  rather  more  than  £2,000,000 
a  year  for  the  next  four  or  five  years,  te 
be  reduced,  if  the  Navy  Estimates  allow, 
by  £600,000  for  two  years  more.     X 
think,   therefore,  that  when  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  said  that  the 
scheme  looked    rather  to  a  reduction 
than  to  an  increase  in  the  naval  charge 
he  was  a  little  sanguine  as  to  what 
would  come  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  a  few  minutes  afterwards* 
I  assume  to-night  that  we  shall  not 
express  any  opinion  whatever  in  refer- 
ence   to    this    scheme.     It    has    been 
customary  on  these  occasions  to  ask  in- 
formation from  the  Government  as  to 
details  which  have  not  been  clearly  or 
carefully  expressed;    but  I  think  now 
we  understand   the  proposal  perfectly 
clearly,  and  that  there  is  no  miscon- 
ception as  to  its  main  outlines.    I  wish, 
to  ask  one  or  two  questions  without  any 
opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  proposaL 
I  should  like  to  understand  this.    The 
noble  Lord  said  that  70  ships  are  pro- 
posed to  be  added  to  the  Navy  withia 
the  next  four-and-a-half  years.     How 
mauy    ships    jper  contra    will    become 
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obsolete  ia  -all  probability,  or  will  for 
•other  reasons  pass  out  of  tho  service  of 
the  Nayy  duriog  the  time?  The 
number  in  some  years  has  been  10, 
12,  and  even  13,  and,  therefore,  it 
will  be  well  to  know  what  will  be  the 
net  addition  to  the  Navy  under  the 
scheme  of  the  noble  Lord.  Then  I  also 
think  it  would  be  well  if  the  House 
oould  have  the  two  statements  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
print. 

*Mb.  QOSCHEN  :  You  wUl  have  the 
Bill. 

*Mr.  CHILDERS  :  The  Bill  will  not 
give  the  House  the  amount  of  informa- 
tion needed ;  and,  therefore,  I  hope, 
in  accordance  with  almost  invariable 
custom,  there  will  be  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  put 
before  the  House  a  Memorandum  show- 
ing in  detail  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord 
I  think  that  that  is  absolutely  necessary 
for  purposes  of  effective  discussion. 
Then  there  is  another  subject  on  which 
perhaps  a  Iteturn  is  desirable.  The 
noble  Lord  has  described  the  general 
effect  of  Lord  Northbrook's  scheme.  I 
think  it  would  expedite  the  general  dis- 
cussion if  we  could  have  the  outcome  of 
that  scheme  before  us.  The  House 
ought  to  have  a  Betum  laid  before  it 
showing  precisely  the  whole  of  Lord. 
Northbrook's  scheme  as  worked  out  by 
the  Government,  so  that  we  may  be  able 
to  compare  the  working  of  that  scheme 
with  the  working  of  the  scheme  of  the 
present  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
The  two  plans  follow  each  other  as  pro- 
posals for  bringing  the  strength  of  the 
Navy  up  to  a  certain  point,  and  without 
some  such  Ketums  as  I  have  indicated, 
it  will  be  impossible  for  us  thoroughly 
to  understand  the  effect  of  the  scheme. 
It  would  be  of  no  use  going  into  the 
details  of  tho  noble  Lord's  plan  at  pre- 
sent, but  as  soon  as  any  Questions  have 
been  asked  and  answered  on  this  occa- 
sion which  may  be  necessary  to  elucidate 
the  proposals  of  the  noble  Lord,  a  future 
day  should  be  fixed  for  the  discussion 
of  the  scheme  as  a  whole,  when  the 
House  may  be  thoroughly  prepared  to 
deal  with  it.  I  will  only  say  that  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  is  an  ex- 
tremely important  one,  and  I  trust  that 
every  hon.  Member  will  satisfy  himself 
thoroughly  about  it  and  understand  all 
its  details.    For  these  reasons  I  forbear 


to  offt^r  the  smallest  piece  of  criticism 
upon  it  on  tbepresent  occasion. 
♦Lord  0.  BEKE8F0RD  (Marylebone, 
E.) :  Mr.  Ohairman,  as  I  have  taken 
a  somewhat  prominent  part  in  the 
country  on  the  Question  of  the  Naval 
Defences,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  am  not 
now  going  to  discuss  the  noble  Lord's 
scheme,  but  rather  to  state  my  own 
position  as  to  these  matters.  I  have  often 
endeavoured  to  bring  before  the  country 
the  state  of  the  Fleet  and  given  my  opinion 
of  what  addition  to  it  is  necessary,  bas- 
ing my  opinion  on  statistics,  facts,  and 
arguments.  But  in  every  statement 
that  I  have  made  I  have  always  put  this 
point  before  the  House  and  the  countrv 
— that  whatever  addition,  large  or  small, 
we  make  to  the  Fleet,  it  should  be  done 
in  a  business-like  way  and  upon  a 
definite  principle.  Now  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  the  noble  Lord  has  not  brought 
forward  any  clear  and  definite  reason 
for  what  is  proposed  by  the  Government. 
I  cannot  for  a  moment  object  to  an 
addition  to  the  Fleet,  but  I  think  what 
is  proposed  is  very  much  of  a  phantom 
addition.  It  is  all  very  well  for  the 
noble  Lord  to  say  that  he  is  going  to 
add  70  ships  to  the  Fleet,  but  he  must 
put  down  what  is  the  waste  of  the  Fleet 
and  what  ships  are  obsolete.  He 
ought  to  tell  us  what  is  the  reason 
that  the  Government  come  down  and 
asked  for  this  extension  of  the  Fleet. 
I  have  always  held  that  the  requirements 
of  the  country  should  be  made  out  by 
the  Cabinet.  They  should  call  on  the 
experts  to  say  how  our  trade  and  com- 
merce and  our  import  of  raw  material  is 
to  be  defended,  and  the  experts  should 
g^ve  their  reasons  for  what  they  recom- 
mend. I  do  not  say  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  should  go  by  what  the 
experts  say,  but  the  First  Lord  ought  to 
be  directly  responsible  for  why  he  does 
not  do  so.  In  my  humble  opinion  this 
addition  to  the  Fleet  will  be  like  that 
under  Lord  Northbrook,  unless  there  is 
somebody  made  responsible  for  the  ships 
not  being  as  they  ought  to  be.  At  this 
moment  there  is  nobody  responsible  for 
the  proposed  addition  to  the  Fleet  being 
enough  to  bring  the  Navy  up  to  the 
proper  standard.  I  wish  to  get  a  defi- 
nite basis  to  work  upon.  The  House 
ought  to  be  responsible.  At  present  it 
is  not.  Take  the  case  of  the  Estimates 
On  certain  Votes  coming  on  the  Govern- 
ment say,  '^  We  must  have  these  Votes 
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posals  will  involve  an  increase  of 
£600,000  for  the  next  four  years- 
net  for  a  further  four  years  beyond 
the  seven,  but  for  the  next  four 
years.  Therefore,  in  Uie  next  four 
years,  there  will  be  an  increase  of  expen- 
diture amounting  to  about  £2,000,000, 
and  in  the  three  years  succeeding  an 
increase  of  £1,430,000. 

*Mb.  GEEMEE  :  One  other  Question  I 
desire  to  address  to  the  Government. 
We  have  had  statements  made  on 
many  hands  as  to  the  relative 
strength  of  the  Navies  of  foreign 
countries.  I  presume  the  Government 
are  in  possession  of  the  actual  facts, 
and  I  feel  that  it  would  greatly  simplify 
matters  if  the  Government  would  favour 
the  House  with  the  facts  at  their  dis- 
posal. Within  the  last  few  weeks  an 
important  statement  from  the  Marine 
Department  in  France  has  been  laid 
before  the  Chamber  of  Deputies.  This, 
for  instance,  might  very  properly  be  laid 
before  the  House. 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  I 
think  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
refer  to  aBetum  granted  last  year  upon 
the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Marylebone  (Lord  C.  Beresford) 
he  will  there  obtain  all  the  information 
he  desires. 

Captain     PRICE     (Devonport) :     I 
desire  to  ask  one  or  two  Questions,  be- 
cause I  do  not  feel  quite  dear  as  to  the 
statement  made  this  evening.      I  want 
it  to  be  made  out  exactly  to  what  extent 
we  are  going  to  spend  the  money  of  the 
taxpayers  in  addition   to  the    ordinary 
expenditure  under  the  Naval  Estimates. 
I  do  not  think  we  have  exactly  got  that 
as  yet.    We  have  got  it  very  clearly  as 
far  as  the  Dockyards  are  concerned,  but 
not  with  regard  to  contract  work.      I 
understand  £10,000,000  is  to  be  spent, 
and    that    the    repayment     of     that 
money  is  to  be    spread    over    seven 
years.    But  is  that  £10,000,000  to  be 
spent  on  contract  ships   in  addition  to 
what  is  ordinarily  spent  upon  the  Con- 
tract Vote  ?    If  that  is  not  so,  how  are 
we  to  guarantee  that  any  money  will  be 
asked  for  by  the  Admiralty  under  the 
Contract  Vote  ?     If  nothing  is  asked 
for  by  them  we  shall  be  only  spending 
£10,000,000  in  seven  years,  which  would 
not    amount    to    anything   more  than 
we    have    been     spending     hitherto. 
Now  when  the  noble  Lord  at  the  com- 
mencement of  his  speech  laid  down  the 
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standard  he  did — which  I  think  is  a  very 
fair  standard,  and  one  generally  accepted 
in  the  country  and  in  this  House  as  a 
fair  one — I  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  not    an   extravagant  proposaL 
Lideed,  I  should  rather  say  it  is  a  very 
moderate  one.    I  mean,  that  the  Fleet 
of  this  country  ought  to  be  equal  at  the 
very  least  to  two  of  the  largest  fleets  in 
Europe.    I  thought  he  was  then  going 
to  tell  the  House  to  what  extent  it  was 
necessary  to  add  to  our  Fleet  to  put  it 
in  that  condition.  I  understood  him — and 
I  think  the  Committee  must  have  under- 
stood him  when  he  first  spoke — to  be  of 
opinion   that  we    require   70   ships  to 
put  us  in  that  position.    There  is  not 
one  of  the  experts  who  have  been  putting 
their  views  before  the  country  lately 
who  have  taken  even  such  a  moderate 
estimate  as  that.    Are  we  to  understand 
from  the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  necessary 
for  us  to  have  70  ships  of  the  kind  he 
describes  to  put  us  in  the  position  of 
being  equal  to  the  fleets  of  two  other 
Powers  ?    But  these  70  ships  are  to  be 
built  in  four  years,  and  meanwhile  other 
Governments  are  going  on  with  their 
shipbuilding.     I  should  like  to  know 
this.    If  the  Government  had  not  come 
down  with  this  programme,  how  many 
ships  would  be  built  in  these  four  years 
unaer  the  ordinary  Estimates  ?      The 
extra  expenditure  is  to  be  £600,000  for 
four  years  on  contract  work.     What  is 
that  in  excess  of  the  ordinary  Contract 
Vote  ?    We  have  not  got  the  figures  yet. 
We  are  told  that  the  sum  of  10  millions 
is  to  be  spent  in  four  years;  but  are 
we  to  go  on  spending  each  year  the 
ordinary  amount  of  late  years,  on  build- 
ing ships  by  contract  ?    Let  us  have  it 
stated  clearly;   it  is  a  point  that  has 
been  omitted.     Will  the  Government, 
so  far  as  they  can,  pledge  themselves — 
g^ve  an  assurance — that  the  ordinary 
expenditure  on  the  Contract  Vote  shall 
go  on  for  the  next  four  years  in  addition 
to  the  10  millions  on  extraordinary  con- 
tract shipbuilding  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford 
Central) :  Will  the  noble  Lord  say  what 
increase  his  proposals  will  make  under 
the  head  of  Dockyard  artificers  ? 
*LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON : 
£13,000. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  It  ap- 
pears to  me  from  the  figures  that  it 
will  involve  a  much  larger  increase,  for 
I  understand  10  millions  are  to  be  given 
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for  contract  work  and  1 1  millions  for 
38  ships  to  be  built  in  the  Dockjards. 
It  appears  to  me  this  will  involve  a  large 
increase  in  the  number  of  artificers, 
and  if  this  is  to  go  on  for  four  years 
and  then  cease,  it  will  involve  a  great 
displacement  of  labour  that  will  not  be 
advantageous  to  the  Dockyards  or  the 
Admiralty. 

*LoED  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  :  I  am 
asked  if  the  10  millions  is  to  be  an 
addition  to  the  certain  sum  annually 
voted  under  sub-head  of  Votes  8,  relat- 
ing to  contract  work.  The  Shipbuilding 
Vote  is  under  three  heads — personal, 
material  and  stores,  and  contract.  Con- 
tract work  means  hulls,  or  engines,  that 
are  put  out  for  contract  or  manufac- 
ture. The  Dockyards  do  not  make  their 
own  engines — they  are  put  out  to  con- 
tract. Under  this  programme  no  fresh 
hulls  are  to  be  put  out  to  contract, 
except  those  within  the  sum  of  10  mil- 
lions. But  vessels  which  are  buUt  in 
the  Dockyards  will  require  engines,  and 
these  will  be  put  out  to  contract  under 
this  sub-head  of  the  Navy  Estimates, 
a  larger  amount  of  construction  goiog 
on  in  the  Dockyards.  All  the  rest  of 
the  work  to  be  put  out  to  contract  will 
be  included  in  the  10  millions.  Of 
course,  as  to  how  much  we  shall  gain 
under  the  ordinary  course  of  Estimates 
depends  upon  the  height  of  the  Esti- 
mates; but,  assuming  we  keep  the 
Estimates  where  they  are  now,  the 
amount  of  contract  work  will  be  £620,000. 
The  increase  will  be  twofold — that  upon 
the  engines  for  the  Dockyard-built 
vessels  and  that  included  in  the  10 
millions. 

Ma.  CHILDEE8  (Edinburgh,  8.) : 
There  is  also  a  deduction  to  be  made  for 
wastage. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  That  is  a 
matter  of  opinion.  Of  course,  there 
will  be  a  certain  amount  of  wastage, 
but,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
probably  aware,  it  is  much  less  in  our 
ironclads  owing  to  the  nature  of  the 
metal  than  in  those  of  other  coun- 
tries. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  :  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  has  estimated  that  30  or  40  vessels 
may  be  expected  to  become  obsolete  in 
four  years. 

♦Lord.  G.  HAMILTON:  Small  vessels; 
not  big  ships,  but  gun  boats,  sloops,  &c. 
As  to  a  vessel  being  obsolete,  of  course, 
it  is  matter  of  opinion. 


Mr.  R  W.  DUFF:  I  understand 
that  the  regular  Navy  Estimates  will 
be  taken  on  Thursday.  When  will 
they  be  presented  to  the  House  ? 
♦Lord  Q.  HAMILTON:  To-morrow 
morning. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester) :  I  do  not 
think  this  conversation  should  be 
allowed  to  close  without  a  protest  from 
those  of  us  who  object  to  any  increased 
expenditure  whatever.  Whatever  may 
be  the  merits  of  the  arithmetical  calcu- 
lation we  have  listened  to,  it  is  clear 
there  is  to  be  a  considerable  increase  in 
the  charges  for  the  Navy,  and  against 
this  some  of  us  will  hereafter  take  the 
opportunity  of  protesting,  because  we 
think  that  amply  sufficient  money  has 
been  spent  on  the  Navy,  if  it  had  been 
expended  honestly,  fairly,  and  practi- 
cally, to  give  us  a  Navy  equal  to  those 
of  any  two  nations  in  the  world.  We 
find  by  experience  that  the  more  money 
is  given  the  more  it  is  wasted.  Over 
and  over  again  there  have  been  special 
grants  of  10  or  12  millions,  and  we 
have  never  had  anything  to  show  for 
them  but  what  are  called  Fleets  on 
paper.  I  never  hear  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Marylebone  (Lord 
Oharles  Beresford)  speaking  without 
being  prompted  by  considerations  of 
personal  sympathy ;  and  I  would  agree 
with  all  he  says,  if  it  were  only  possible. 
There  was  one  thing  he  said  this  evening 
that  I  can  quite  agree  with — that  the 
Government  have  not  given  sufficient 
reason  for  the  expenditure  they  demand. 
But  I  will  not  enlarge  on  that  now.  I 
only  rose  to  give  a  distinct  intimation 
that  we  shall  protest  against  any  in- 
creased expenditure  whatever — and  that, 
not  because  we  wish  to  see  the  country 
in  danger,  not  because  we  are  less 
patriotic  than  hon.  Members  opposite, 
but  because  we  have  worked  out — in 
our  own  mind,  at  any  rate — a  policy  of 
our  own,  which  would  ensure  the  safety 
of  the  country,  and  ensure,  at  the  same 
time,  that  all  this  money  wasted  in 
armaments,  which  I  hope  to  God  will 
prove  utterly  useless,  would  go  into  the 
mouths,  the  pockets,  the  homes  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.):  As  I 
understand  the  proposals  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  he  contemplates 
an  addition  of  taxation  of  £1,400,000  a 
year' for  seven  years,  and  of  £600,000 
for  four  years ;    and  these  two  sums 
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together  come  to  somethiog  under 
£12,500,000.  Now,  as  I  anderstand, 
this  it  the  whole  of  the  additional  bur- 
den the  OoYemment  contemplate  orer 
their  scheme.  I  think  that  it  is  some- 
what unfortunate  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  speak  about  £21,500,000,  as  if  it 
were  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  expen- 
diture. Had  this  been  made  clear,  there 
would  not  have  been  the  difficulty  that 
arose  between  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Paddington  and  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  Am  I  right  in  supposing 
that  the  addition  to  the  ordinary  expen- 
diture will  be  £12.400,000  ? 

Ma.  GOSCHEN  assented. 

Sib  W.  LAWSON  (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) :  This  is  not  the  time  to 
go  fully  into  the  subject,  and  aU  I  will 
do  is  to  cordially  say  **  ditto  "  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  Picton).  I  listened  Tery  attentively 
to  the  statement  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty — a  very  able  statement 
it  was — expounding  his  intentions, 
though  some  of  us  did  not  seem  quite 
to  understand  it,  and  there  was  one 
point  the  noble  Lord  altogether  omitted, 
ile  did  not  give  any  reason  why  the 
country  should  be  in  such  a  position 
that  it  now  requires  all  this  iocrease  of 
expenditure  upon  the  Navy,  nor  did  he 
give  us  any  statement  leading  to  the 
belief  that  any  threatened  danger  called 
for  this  vast  expenditure.  I  think  the  in- 
crease in  itself  is  a  much  greater  danger 
than  anything  that  is  likely  to  come  to 
us  from  abroad.  I  can  assure  the 
noble  Lord  that  when  the  right  oppor- 
tunity comes — when  the  next  stage  of 
the  Bill  comes  forward,  or  when  thelegi- 
timate  and  proper  time  comes,  he  shall 
receive  the  most  determined  opposition 
to  his  proposal  from  below  the  Gangway. 

Me.  HALLEY  STEVVAET  (Lincohi- 
shire,  Spalding) :  Can  the  noble  Lord 
give  us  an  approximate  estimate  of  how 
many  ironclads  will  go  out  of  com* 
mission  during  the  interval  ?  I  think 
he  said  40  ships ;  that  will  leave  only 
30  as  additions. 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  My 
answer  was  given  off-hand.  I  was 
speaking  from  memory  only.  Of  course 
whether  an  ironclad  is  obsolete  or  not  is 
very  much  a  matter  of  opinion.  Cer- 
tainly a  number  will  be  considered 
obsolete,  but  if  there  is  any  desire 
for  it,  1  will  see  if  I  can 
provide  the  information. 

Mr.  Hunter 


Sm  EDWABD  BEED:  The  noUa 
Lord  enumerated  a  number  of  ships 
which  would  require  new  boilecs 
and  new  expansion  engines;  will  the 
I  noble  Lord  say  whether  the  shipe,  the 
'  names  of  which  he  read  out  as  about  to 
receive  new  boilers  this  year  or  next, 
are  all  or  any  of  them  going  to  receiTe 
new  engines  this  year  ? 
«LoRD  G.  HAMILTON:  The  Jftiiotee*, 
the  AehtUeSf  and  the  Superb  are  about  to 
receive  new  boilers,  the  Thunderer, 
Devaetation^  and  Rupert  new  boilers  and 

engines.         

*Mr.  CHEMER:  May  I  ask  when  it 
is  intended  that  the  Question,  will 
be  submitted  for  our  decision,  becaiise 
I  may  say  that  it  is  intended  by 
some  of  us  below  the  Gangway-^- 
unless  the  initiative  is  taken  abore 
the  Gangway,  to  meet  the  proposal 
with  distinct  opposition  in  the  form  of 
an  Amendment. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  said 
earlier  in  the  evening  that  we  oould 
not  ask  the  House  to  take  it  into 
consideration  before  this  day  fortnight. 
Ample  notice  shall  be  g^ven. 

♦LoBD  CELAHLES  BE&ESFOBD 
(Marylebone,  E.) :  Are  there  any 
arrangements  for  putting  new  boilers  in 
the  coast  defence  vessels  of  the  Myiirm 
class  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  Yes. 

♦Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) : 
In  reference  to  the  question  as  to  vessds 
becoming  obsolete,  I  have  Betums  here 
for  the  four  years  1884  to  1887,  and  there 
I  find  the  number  of  vessels  struck  off, 
small  and  great,  are  80-,  a  larger  number 
than  the  additions  under  the  noble  Lord's 
scheme 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  thk  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  Of  course  ships  are  struck 
off  after  they  have  been  inefficient  for  a 
long  time,  and  meanwhile  many  others 
have  been  added. 

♦Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Yes  ;  but  many 
more  are  in  the  same  condition. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday,  March  21. 

SUPPLY-CIVIL      SERVICE       SUPPLB- 
MEKTARY  ESTIMATES,  1888-89. 

SuFPLT— considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed. 
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"  That  a  Sapplemtntanr  lam,  not  ei^ceeding 
£909,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
Charge  w&eh  will  oome  in  ooorte  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1  it  day  of  March 
1889,  for  the  Salariee  and  Expenses  of  the 
Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords." 

Hb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
It  will  be  remembered  that  last  Session 
the  introduction  of  these  Supplementary 
Estimates  gave  rise  to  considerable 
debate,  and  it  was  then  stated  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  that  in  future  this 
oourse  would  be  avoided  as  far  as  pos- 
sible. But  the  case  is  worse  now,  for 
neither  the  Navy  nor  the  Civil  Service 
Estimates  have  yet  been  issued,  and  we 
are  in  the  position  of  being  asked  to  vote 
money  without  having  the  Estimates 
before  us  that  we  might  examine  the 
items  and  form  our  opinion.  Last 
Session,  in  reply  to  a  complaint  of 
the  practice  of  bringing  forward 
Supplementary  Estimates,  and  so 
depriving  the  Committee  of  a  fair 
opportunity  of  considering  the  expendi- 
ture, a  promise  was  made  that,  if  possible, 
it  should  be  avoided.  But  here  we  have 
die  Supplementary  Estimates  sprung 
-upon  us  again.  I  do  not  want  to  move 
an^  reduction  or  raise  any  particular 
objection  to  this  Vote,  but  I  wish  to  get 
some  expression  of  opinion — some  pro- 
mise that  this  continual  introduction  of 
Supplementary  Estimates — Uiis  taking 
of  money  in  little  bits — shall  be  avoided 
in  future,  and  that  the  money  shall  be 
asked  for  in  the  ordinary  Estimates, 
when  the  items  can  be  properly  ex- 
amined. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jaoksow,  Leeds,  N.) :  I  do 
not  quite  follow  the  hon.  Member. 
These  Supplementary  Estimates  now  in- 
troduced have  no  connection  with  the 
Estimates  about  to  be  introduced  for 
the  coming  year.  These  Supplementary 
Estimates  are  to  make  good  deBciencies 
that  would  otherwise  arise  in  the  amounts 
which  have  already  been  voted  for  the 
current  year.  I  entirely  sympathize 
with  the  hon.  Member  in  his  desire  to 
avoid  Supplementary  Estimates,  and  I 
•can  assure  him  there  is  nobody  to  whom 
they  cause  greater  inconvenience  than 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  for  the 
time  being.  But  circumstances  arise 
that  make  them  necessary.  I  may 
point  out  that  the  Estimates  for  the 
present  iinanoial  year  were  framed 
fifteen  months  ago,  and  it  is  impossible 


to  foresee  all  that  may  happen  in  respect 
toa  particularYoteduring  fifteen  months. 
This  particular  Yote  arises  in  conse- 
quence of  several  Committees  appointed 
to  inquire  into  important  subjects,  such 
as  the  *'  Sweating  Committee,"  the  Com- 
mittee on  '^Private  Bill  Legislation," 
the  Committees  on  the  ''Pharmacy 
Acts."  and  **High  Sheriffs,"  having 
prolonged  their  sittings  into  the 
Autumn  Session  far  beyond  the 
usual  period ;  and  so  there  arises  extra 
expenditure  for  witnesses,  for  reporters, 
shorthand  writers,  and  so  on.  These  extra 
expenses  could  not  be  foreseen  when 
the  original  Estimates  were  framed.  In 
framing  the  Estimates  a  margin  is  al- 
ways allowed,  and  everything  which  can 
be  foreseen  is  provided  for ;  and  these 
comparatively  few  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates are  due  to  circumstances  over 
which  we  have  no  control.  I  had  hoped 
that  the  Committee  would  have  con- 
gratulated the  Government  on  these 
Supplementary  Estimates  being  so  small 
in  number  ana  amount,  and  I  trust  they 
will  not  be  considered  as  requiring  a 
long  discussion. 

Mr.  MOLLOY:  Of  course,  I  quite 
understand  these  Supplementary  tlsti- 
mates  are  to  meet  deficiencies  in  the 
current  year's  accounts,  but  they 
have  also  a  great  deal  to  do  with  the 
Estimates  for  the  coming  year,  just  as 
the  balance  sheet  of  one  year  has  rela- 
tion to  that  of  another  year.  Are  we 
to  have  this  year's  Supplementary 
Estimates  presented  from  time  to  time, 
or  shall  we  take  them  in  the  ordinary 
course  and  consider  them  as  a  whole? 
These  constant  little  petty  discussions 
might  be  avoided,  and  m  that  sense  they 
are  an  obstruction  to  ordinary  business. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  hon.  Member 
has  in  his  mind,  I  think,  what  is 
known  as  the  Yote  on  Account.  The 
Estimates  themselves  will  be  in  the 
hands  of  the  House  in  a  few  days. 
It  is  the  intention  of  the  Qovemment, 
and  has  been  announced  by  the  Leader 
of  the  House,  that  ev^rv  fiaGility  will 
be  afforded  to  hon.  Oentlemen  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  MOLLOY :  At  what  time  ? 

Ma.  JACKSON  :  Immediately.  The 
Yote  on  Account  of  the  Civil  Service 
will  be  taken  oh  Monday  week. 

The  CHAIBBiAN :  This  discussion  is 
quite  irregular.  The  Yote  is  £909  for 
the  House  of  Lords. 


1215 


Supply — 


{COMMONS^ 


Civil  Servieei. 


1215 


Mr.  sexton  (West  Belfast) :  Mr. 
Oourtney,  the  hon.  Gentleman  expects 
a  little  too  much  when  he  looks  for  con- 
gratulations with  reference  to  these 
Estimates  from  tids  side  of  the  House — 

An  hon.  Member  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  there  was  not  a  quorum 
present. 

The  House  was  counted ,  and  a  quorum 
was  found  to  be  present. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  The  explanation  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  with  re- 
ference to  this  Vote  is  not  sufficient  and 
not  satisfactory.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  himself  pointed  out  that  the  item 
is  for  Select  Committees  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  that  the  increase  is  under 
the  special  head  of  shorthand  writers. 
The  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury  should 
have  been  able  to  forecast  the  expen- 
diture. The  hon.  Gentleman  has  re- 
marked that  it  was  for  the  Sweating 
Committee.  Now  the  Sweating  Com- 
mittee was  appointed  in  February  of 
last  year. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  It  succeeded  the 
presentation  of  the  Estimates. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Certainly  the  expen- 
diture must  have  been  foreseen.  lam 
the  more  moved  to  call  attention  to  this 
matter  seeing  that  the  Irish  Board  of 
Guardians  gets  into  difficulties  by  not 
being  able  accurately  at  the  beginning 
of  the  year  to  forecast  what  its  expendi- 
ture will  be  by  the  end  of  the  year. 
With  the  experience  of  the  officials  of 
the  Treasury,  I  wish  to  know  how  this 
Estimate  has  been  increased  by  50  per 
cent? 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  in 
the  beginning  of  the  evening  that  he 
was  going  to  increase  our  taxation  by 
a  very  large  amount  on  account  of  our 
naval  defences.  I  am  opposed  to  the 
whole  scheme,  though  I  have  no  doubt 
the  House  will  accept  it.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  think  these  are  expen- 
sive and  pernicious  institutions  which 
ought  to  be  cut  ofiP.  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  we  might  make  a  consi- 
derable economy,  and  with  advantage  to 
the  country,  if  we  never  voted  another 
shilling  for  the  House  of  Lords. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  entitled  to  enter  into  the 
question  of  the  House  of  Lords.  He 
must  confine  himself  to  the  items  of  the 
Vote. 


Ma.  LABOUOHERE :  Well,  I  objed; 
to  those  items  on  general  prinoiples 
because  they  are  applied  to  an  institu- 
tion I  disapprove  of.  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty,  whenever  they  are  proposed,  to 
divide  the  House.  Here  we  have 
£43,731,  and  we  are  asked  to  spend 
another  £900  on  shorthand  writers  and 
law  reporters.  I  think  they  are  not 
needed,  and  I  therefore  oppose  the  ex-^ 
penditure  as  needless  and  pernicious. 

Mr.  OREMER  :  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  said  that  it  was  an  exceedingly 
small  sum  we  are  asked  to  vote.  Small, 
as  it  is,  I  propose  to  reduce  it  by  £500,. 
and  unless  an  assurance  ia  given  to  the 
House  that  the  system  against  which  L 
protest  will  be  discontinued,  I  shall  re- 
deem my  promise  of  December  last,  and 
divide  the  House  on  every  Yote  where- 
the  principle  to  which  I  am  about  to 
refer  is  involved.  The  Sweating  Oom- 
mittee,  to  which  the  Secretary  to  the- 
Treasury,  is  no  doubt  a  very  important 
body,  but  it  is  a  very  remarkable  thing, 
that  the  Government  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  evils  of  sweat- 
ing, which 

The  chairman  :  The  only  Ones- 
tion  the  hon.  Member  can  discuss  is  the* 
propriety  of  the  additional  charges  to- 
complete  the  work  of  the  Committee. 

«Mr.  CREMER:  The  reason  I  roee^ 
was  with  reference  to  the  workmen  en- 
gaged in  the  House  of  Lords.  It  will 
be  within  the  recollection  of  the  Chair- 
man and  of  the  Cobimittee  that  I  called 
attention  to  the  course  which  is  porsuedT 
by  the  Government  in  not  paying  the- 

employh 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  That  is  quite  ou^: 
of  Order. 

♦Mr.  CREMER:  I  will  then  move,  with- 
out  any  further  comment,  that  the  Vote  be 
reduced  by  the  sum  of  £500,  reserving^ 
to  myself  the  right,  at  the  proper  mo«- 
ment,  to  discuss  the  details. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
<'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £409,  be^ 
granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr. 
Oremer,) 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Camborne) :  I 
am  exceedingly  reluctant  to  vote  against 
this  Estimate,  but  I  am  afraid  1  must 
unless  I  get  some  information  from, 
the  Government  as  to  what  this 
increase  of  salaries  refers  to.  The 
details  given  were  as  to  £138  in  respect 
of  Select  Committees,  and  not  aa    to 
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£686,  which  is  the  principal  part,  ap- 
parently, of  the  whole  Yote.  I  think  we 
ought  to  know  what  this  unusual 
number  of  Select  Oommittees  have  been 
doing,  and  what  are  to  be  the  beneficial 
results  from  their  cogitations.  If  the 
Government  can  satisfy  me  on  these  two 
points,  I  shall  certainly  not  be  disposed 
to  vote  against  the  Estimate. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  possible  to  satisfy  the  hoD. 
Member  for  Camborne — [Mr.  Comr- 
beabe:  I  doubt  it.]  Quite  so.  The  Yote 
states  clearly  and  specifically  what  it  is  for. 
I  have  stated  that  there  was  an  unusual 
number  of  Committees  sitting  for  an 
unusual  length  of  time,  and  the  item  is 
for  the  payment  of  reporters  who  took 
the  shorthand  notes.  A  very  large  pro- 
portion of  the  expenditure  is  due  to  the 
sweating  Committee,  to  which  I  should 
have  thought  there  would  have  been  no 
objection. 

Mr.  LABGUCHERE:  I  have  no 
confidence  in  that  Committee;  I  go 
against  the  whole  thing ;  and  I  shall 
object  to  every  single  Yote  which  appears 
in  the  Estimates  for  the  House  of 
Lords. 

Mr.  SEXTGN  :  The  question  I  put  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was,  why  the  ex- 
penditure in  respect  of  a  Committee 
which  had  been  so  long  contemplated 
could  not  have  been  included  in  the 
ordinary  Estimate  for  the  year.  With 
regard  to  the  other  Committees,  I  can 
see  no  reason  why  they  should  not  be 
stated  on  the  face  of  the  Yote,  and  why 
the  Minister  should  hesitate  to  name 
them  to  the  Committee. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL:  Are  we  to 
understand  that  this  charge  is  only  for 
the  taking  of  evidence  and  calling  wit- 
nesses in  the  course  of  the  proceedings 
of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  Yes;  the  system 
pursued  in  the  other  House  is  precisely 
the  same  as  is  pursued  in  this.  Every 
Committee  that  sits  upstairs  has  its 
shorthand  writer,  in  exactly  the  same 
way  as  in  another  place.  I  thoueht  I 
had  already  sufficiently  explained  the 
circumstances  connected  with  this  Yote. 
The  Estimates  are  prepared  in  December 
or  early  in  January,  at  the  very  latest, 
and  at  that  time  it  was  impossible  to 
know  how  long  the  Lords'  Committee 
would  sit,  or  how  much  would  be  ex- 
pended on  witnesses  and  shorthand 
writers;  so  that  it  is  only  now,  when  we 


are  ooming  to  the  end  of  the  financial 
year,  that  we  ean  put  forward  anything 
like  an  accurate  Estimate,  or  anything 
likely  to  come  in  course  of  payment. 
Had  there  been  any  saving  on  any  of  the 
other  subjects  that  were  dealt  with 
by  Committees,  it  might  have  been  ap- 
plied to  meet  the  excess  here ;  but  it 
was  impossible  at  the  end  of  the  Autumn 
Session  to  determine  the  amount  that 
would  come  in  course  of  payment  up  to 
the  31st  March  in  this  instance. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  What  were  the  other 
Committees  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  There  were  four— 
namely,  the  Sweating  Committee,  the 
High  Sheriffs'  Committee, the  Committee 
on  Private  Legislation,  and  the  Pharmacy 
Committee. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN :  I  think  it  would 
be  more  business-like  to  over-estimate 
rather  than  under-estimate,  as  there  is 
nothing  that  wastes  the  time  of  the 
Committee  more  than  the  practice  of 
bringing  in  these  Supplementary  Esti- 
mates. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  speaks  of  four 
Committees,  three  of  which  strike  me  as 
most  ridiculous  —  I  allude  to  the 
Pharmacy  Committee,  the  High  SheriSs'^ 
Committee,  and  the  Private  Legislation 
Committee.  The  High  Sheriffs,  we  all 
know,  are  a  very  ridiculous  institution, 
and  I  should  like  to  know  what,  in  the 
cases  I  have  mentioned,  we  are  to  get 
for  our  money  ?  What  legislation  do  the 
Government  intend  to  propose  in  regard 
to  the  Sweating  System?  Are  they  pre- 
pared to  propose  any  legislation  at  all  ? 
If  not 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order  I 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  wan- 
dering from  the  strict  subject  of  the 
Yote,  and  I  think  he  must  be  aware  that 
the  Committee  on  the  Sweating  System 
is  still  sitting. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  have  not  seen 
any  evidence  in  the  papers  for  the  last 
two  or  three  days,  almou^h  I  have  read 
that  previously  given;  but  I  think  it 
would  be  weU,  as  the  Committee  has 
been  sitting  so  long,  to  send  it  some- 
strong  expression  of  opinion  from  this 
House.  As  to  the  proposal  to  reduce 
the  Yote  by  £500, 1  should  prefer  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to  re- 
duce it  bv  £900.  I  think  it  would 
expedite  the  work  of  the  Committee  if 
the  whole  of  the  Opposition  were  to  go 
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into  the  Lobby  against  the  Vote,  so  as 
to  mark  its  sense  of  the  unbusiness-like 
conduct  of  theGovemnient  in  this  matter. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  hare 
not  a  Yery  extensive  experience  of  Select 
<3ommittees ;  but  I  think,  from  what  I 
have  seen,  that,  in  a  general  way,  there 
is  an  enormoos  amount  of  unnecessary 
evidence  taken,  a  good  deal  of  this 
evidence  being  the  personal  opinions  of 
a  set  of  partizans.  if  the  evidence  were 
■confined  to  the  elucidation  of  the  facts  it 
is  desirable  to  get  at,  there  might  be 
some  advantage  in  the  expenditure 
incurred;  but,  as  it  is,  there  is  usually 
no  real  value  in  the  action  of  a  Select 
Oommittee.  In  the  latest  Tory  Govern- 
ments it  has  been  their  policy  to  have  a 
large  number  of  Select  Committees, 
probably  because  they  afford  the  oppor- 
tunity for  a  good  deal  of  amusement  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  do  not  make  much 
show  in  the  House,  but  who  can  be 
elaborate  enough  on  these  Committees, 
4md  thus  have  it  said  of  them — *'0h, 
he  is  a  very  good  man  on  Committees." 
I  think  that  under  these  circumstances 
it  is  the  duty  of  this  House  to  curtail 
this  system  of  Select  Committees,  and 
the  most  effective  way  of  doing  this  is  to 
refuse  to  pay  for  these  records  of  the 
senseless  opinions  of  a  lot  of  people 
whose  views  are  not  worth  anything. 

Mb.  G.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green, 
N.E.) :  I  am  sorry  the  Government 
have  had  to  ask  for  a  Supplementazy 
Tote ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  under  aU 
the  circumstances,  I  feel  bound  to  sup- 
port the  Government.  However  much 
we  may  sneer  at  these  Committees  in 
general,  it  will,  at  any  rate,  be  admitted 
that  this  Sweating  Committee  is  bring- 
ing out  a  great  deal  of  very  valuable 
evidence,  which  amounts  to  something 
far  more  important  than  the  opinions  of 
experts — though,  to  my  mind,  the 
opinions  of  expert§  have  their  value. 
We  do  not  as  yet  kiiow  what  will  be  the 
outcome  of  this  inquiry.  The  Committee 
liave  before  them,  exceedingly  valuable 
evidence  on  a  very  important  question, 
which  has  formed  a  subject  of  debate  in 
this  House  for  a  period  of  more  than 
30  years.  I  am  sorry  the  question 
raised  by  my  hon.  Friends  has  been 
brought  forward  on  this  Vote,  because, 
although  I  am'  strongly  in  favour  of 
retrenchment  in  every  possible  shape,  I, 
nevertheless,  feel  it  my  dufy  on  this 
matter  to  voce  with  the  Government. 

Colonsl  Nolan 


Mb.  BIGGAB:  The  boa.  Oentlemaa 
who  has  just  spoken  thinks  that  the 
opinions  of  experts  are  valuable;  bat  in. 
my  view  the  opinions  of  experts  are  of 
no  value  at  all;  and,  indeed,  it  is  a 
recognized  fact  that  there  is  no  kind  of 
evidence  which  is  of  so  little  value  as 
that  which  is  given  by  experts.  I  do 
not  think  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  have  added  to  (he  reasons  for 
passing  this  Yote. 

«Mb.  CBEMEB:  I  would  merely 
point  out  that  if  the  proposal  I  have 
made  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £500  ware 
carried,  there  would  still  be  £409  left, 
which  would  be  ample  to  meet  the  coat 
incurred  by  the  Sweating  Committee. 

The  Committee  divided :  Ayes,  45  • 
Noes,  90.  Majority,  45.  (Division  list, 
No.  8.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2)  Motion  made,  and  Questioa  pro- 
posed— 

"That  a  Sapplementary  sam,  not  exeeading 
£3,290,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  dafray 
Uie  Char^  which  will  come  in  oonrao  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day 
of  March,  1889,  for  the  Salaries  and  FiTpoeaos 
of  the  Office  of  the  Land  ConuniMionets  for 
Inland.*' 


Ma.  SEXTON :  This  is  a  vote 
has  reference  to  a  disanucefully  bad  Esti- 
mate. (A  laugh.)  I  am  glad  to  hear 
the  Attorney  General  laugh.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  had  much  oppoiw 
tunity  for  laughing  of  late.  If  mm. 
Members  will  examine  the  Estimate  they 
will  find  that  there  ought  to  be  a  sui^ns; 
but,  whereas  certain  receipts  for  the  year 
ought  to  have  amounted  to  £15,000, 
as  a  matter  of  fact  they  only  reached 
£8,000.  I  ask  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  explain  how  so  gross  an  error  has  been 
committed  by  the  Department.  I  hare 
also  to  complain  that  in  connection  witfai 
a  Vote  of  this  kind  the  informatioaimp* . 
plied  by  the  Treasury  is  far  too  meagre^ 
seeing  that  they  have  long  had  the 
necessary  information  to  guide  th98aL  in 
framing  the  Estimate.  I  think  we  liave 
a  right  to  be  told  what  the  nature  of 
the  receipts  is,  and  what  is  the  amount 
of  each  separate  item. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  shaU  be  glad  to 
give  the  hon.  Member  the  explanation 
for  which  he  asks.  I  quite  admit  that 
if  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member 
could  be  laid  down  with  accuracnr,  this, 
Estimate  would  deserve  the  epithet  h» 
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has  applied  to  it.  But  the  hon.  Member 
is  not  correct  in  saying  that  the  Treasury 
have  had  for  many  months  the  materials 
to  guide  them  in  framing  the  Esti- 
mate. In  this  particular  case  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimate  has  been  renaered 
necessary  in  consequence^  as  the  hon. 
Member  has  pointed  out,  of  a  defioienoy 
in  the  estimated  receipts.  The  reason 
is,  that  the  Land  Oommissioners  had 
imposed  upon  them  by  an  Act  of  Parlia* 
ment  passed  two  years  ago  certain  duties 
in  connection  with  ascertaining  the  value 
of  extraordinary  tithes.  The  costs  of  this 
work  were  to  be  paid  by  the  tithe  owners, 
who  are  the  persons  for  whom  the  work  is 
done.  The  work  had  been  done,  or 
nearly  done,  when  certain  draft  certi- 
ficates were  issued  by  the  Land  Oom- 
missioners, to  which  an  objection  was 
taken  by  the  tithe  owners  concerned, 
who  were  of  opinion  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  not  construing  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  law.  A  request 
was  made  that  time  should  be  given — 
first  to  enable  them  to  take  counsel's 
opinion,  and  secondly  to  enable  them  to 
decide  whether  they  should  take  further 
action  in  the  matter.  That  occupied 
some  time,  and  of  course  the  tithes 
could  not  be  collected.  After  taking 
time  to  consider  the  matter,  the  tithe 
owners  came  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
would  not  take  the  case  to  a  Court  of 
Law.  Owing  to  the  delay,  the  collection 
of  the  charges  which  fall  upon  the  tithe 
owners  has  been  postponed.  I  hope 
that  the  collection  will  be  made  com- 
plete next  year,  but  the  hon.  Member 
will  see  that  the  delay  is  one  which  the 
Treasury  could  not  possibly  have  fore- 
seen when  the  Estimate  was  framed. 
I  must  say  that  I  incline  to  the  opinion 
that  some  pressure  should  be  put  upon 
the  Department  to  make  the  collection 
promptly. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Has  the  question 
been  settled  up  to  date  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  do  not  think 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  has 
given  a  very  satisfactory  explanation 
of  this  Vote ;  but  I  hope  the  Exchequer 
will  profit  in  the  comine  year  by  what 
it  has  lost  last  year.  X  regret  to  say 
that  the  Estimate  has  been  placed 
before  the  Committee  in  such  a  way 
that  it  is  impossible  to  understand  it.  I 
think  it  would  have  been  better  if  the 
Secretary    to  the   Treasury   had  com- 


menced by  explaining  what  the  Yote 
is,  instead  of  leaving  the  Committee  to 
find  it  out  for  themselves. 

Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  County,  Birr) : 
This  matter  was  discussed  four  months 
ago,  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
gave  then  the  explanation  which  he  has 
given  now.  He  told  the  House  that 
there  had  been  dispute  with  the  tithe 
owners,  who  in  the  end  declined  to^go 
into  a  Court  of  Law,  and  agreed  to  pay 
the  demands  made  upon  them.  Having 
agreed  to  pay,  I  do  not  know  why  there 
should  have  been  any  further  delay  in 
the  collection  of  the  money.  I  think  it 
is  a  pity  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
not  some  little  further  explanation  to 
give. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  This  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  somewhat  serious  matter. 
It  is  notorious  that  the  tithe  owners 
throughout  the  country  are  gentlemen 
who  exact  the  last  penny  of  what  is  due 
to  them,  and  now  we  have  these  gentle- 
men putting  off  payment  when  it  is  due 
from  themselves.  They  said  in  the  fiirst 
instance  that  they  must  appeal  to  a 
Court  of  Law.  That  is  an  old  trick. 
They  had  not  the  most  remote  intention . 
of  going  to  a  Court  of  Law.  They  said 
they  must  take  counsel's  opinion,  but 
counsel  would  at  once  advise  them  that 
they  had  no  case.  The  next  step  upon 
the  part  of  the  Treasury  should  have 
been  to  insist  upon  immediate  payment. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  hopes  the 
money  will  be  collected  by  next  year ; 
but  why  should  it  not  be  paid  at  once  ? 
Why  should  not  those  gentlemen  be 
dealt  with  as  they  deal  with  those  who 
owe  them  tithes  ?  What  would  happen  to 
those  who  have  to  pay  tithes  if  they  said 
in  the  first  instance  that  they  would  g^ 
to  a, Court  of  Law,  next,  that  they  had 
changed  their  mind,  and  then  that  they 
hoped  to  pay  next  year  ?  No  doubt  it 
was  right  to  give  time  to  enable  the 
tithe  owners  to  take  the  case  to  a  Court 
of  Law,  but  when  they  refused  to  do  so 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  instead  of 
coming  on  the  public  Exchequer,  should 
have  made  the  tithe  owners  pay  up  at 
once.  I  altogether  object  to  make  any 
kind  of  concession  to  the  tithe  owners. 

Mb.  JACKSON  :  May  I  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  these  ciroum* 
stances  arose  under  a  special  Act  deal- 
ing with  what  is  called  Extraordinary, 
Tithe,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  W 
general  tithe  arrangements  ? 
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In  reply  to  Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glas- 
gow, St.  RoUox)— 

Mb.  JACKSON  said  the  charge  was 
for  work  done  by  the  Land  Commission- 
ers in  connection  with  the  Extraordinary 
Tithe. 

Mb.  CALDWELL :  Is  there  any  de- 
ficiency under  the  head  of  Appropriations 
in  Aid  ?  You  estimate  your  receipts  at 
£15,000,  whereas  your  actual  receipts 
have  only  been  £8,000.  I  want  to 
know  if  a  mistake  was  made  in  the 
Estimate? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  No ;  the  sum  will 
be  ultimately  realized. 
Mr.  CALDWELL :  When  ? 
Mr.  JACKSON :  I  regret  that  I  am 
unable  to  say,  but  under  the  Act  the 
whole  of  the  expense  in  connection  with 
this  particular  work  is  recoverable  from 
the  persons  for  whom  the  work  has  been 
done.  Therefore,  whatever  the  expendi- 
ture may  have  been,  it  must  be 
recovered. 

Mr.  BIGGAH:  I  do  not  know 
whether  I  rightly  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  explanation  as  to  the 
reason  why  the  money  was  not  paid  in 
the  financial  year,  and  why  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  taken  proceedings  to 
recover  it.  It  must  be  remembered 
that  these  people  are  owners  of  property, 
and  not  paupers.  As  far  as  I  under- 
stand the  matter,  certain  work  has  been 
done  by  the  Commissioners,  for  which  the 
tithe  owners  have  received  full  value, 
and  are  they  the  sort  of  men  who 
should  be  allowed  to  make  appeals  for 
consideration  in  formd  pauperis  ?  They 
are  men  who  can  pay,  and  they  ought 
to  be  made  to  pay.  Unless  the  Govern- 
ment can  give  some  better  explanation 
of  the  reason  why  they  have  not  collec- 
ted this  money,  I  think  the  Committee 
ought  to  reject  the  Vote. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  If  the  tithe 
owners  find  that  this  House  is  prepared 
to  vote  £3.000  in  order  to  relieve  them 
from  embarrassment,  I  am  afraid  we  shall 
have  to  whistle  for  any  further  payment 
from  them.  We  know  that  when  an 
Irish  tenant  is  unable  to  pay  his  rent,  the 
whole  force  of  the  law  is  put  in  motion 
to  compel  him.  What  I  would  suggest 
is,  that  there  should  be  a  little  practical 
coercion  in  this  country,  in  order  to 
compel  the  landlords  to  pay  their 
liabilities  to  the  uttermost  farthing.  I 
shall,  therefore,  oppose  the  Vote,  unless 


the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  givea  as 
assurance  that  certain  stringent  daoaes 
of  the  Irish  Coereion  Act  shall  be  applied 
to  English  landlords.    Let  me  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  Ae  fast 
that  what  we  are  discussing  now  relates 
to  circumstances  which  occurred  in  1887, 
and  not  last  year.     The  Oommissionas 
report  that,  in  accordance  with  the  pio* 
visions  of  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act, 
meetings  were  held  in  266  parishes  for 
the    purpose    of   hearing   the    parties 
interested  on  both  sides ;  that  raluers 
were  selected  and  appointed  assistant 
Commissioners  who,  from  their  experi- 
ence and  knowledge,  werelikely  to  inspim 
confidence    and    to     supply    acourate 
information ;  that  these  assistant  Com- 
missioners   had    conducted    nnmerous 
inquiries    with     marked    ability    and 
success;    and    that    they  had   person- 
ally inspected  the  land,  and  deposited 
maps    giving   full    particulars  of   the 
estates  in  respect  of  which  extraordinary 
tithe  was  charged.     In  the  end,  the 
Commissioners  issued  draft  certificates 
in  relation  to  a  number  of  representa* 
tive    parishes,    in    order  to  afiford  an 
opportunity  to  the  tithe  owners  of  carry- 
ing the  case  to  the  superior  Courts.. 
The  Report  of  the  Commissioners  cor- 
roborates the  statement  of  the  Secretaiy 
to  the  Treasury  to  the  letter ;  but  it  is 
dated  January  31st,  1888.    Yet  we  are 
told,  more  than  a  year  afterwards,  that 
perhaps  some  time  next  year  the  Trea- 
sury may  be  able  to  get  in  the  money 
owing  by  the  landlords.     I  think  it  is 
quite  time  that  proceedings  were  taken 
against  them  to  compel  them  to  pay  at 
once.    I  would  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  should,  at  any  rate,  re- 
quire interest  to    be    paid  on  monej 
which  has  taken  all  this  time  to  collects 
The  Commissioners  say  that  they  have 
been  indebted  to  the  Director  General 
of  the  Ordnance  Survey  for  the  assist* 
ance  he  has  lent ;  and  they  add  that  the 
work  has  been  quickly  and  effioientlj 
done,  at  a  very  moderate  charge  to  the- 
landowners.     In  their  tenderness  to  the 
landlords,  the  Government  have  taken 
every  measure  to  enable  them  to  get  the 
work  done  in  the  cheapest  possible  way. 
I  think  that,   under    all  the    circum- 
stances, we  have  a  right  to  press  for 
some  more  satisfactory  answer  than  we 
have  yet  received  from  the  Government 
as  to  when  they  intend  to  make  these 
people  pay.    I  wish  to  make  dear  this 
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point^tlut  th«  busiaeu  tranaooted  by 
this  Offloe  ought  to  cover  all  the  ex- 
peoaea. 

Tnx  CHAIBUAN:  Order,  order. 
The  hoD.  Member  is  entirely  out  of 
order  ia  diaciuaiag  the  Tote  on  geaeral 
grounde. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  think  the  Oommittee 
should  bear  in  mind  that  the  Question 
whether  or  not  the  House  should  rote 
this  money  depends  on  whether  time 
enough  has  been  allowed  to  these  land- 
owners to  pay  the  very  moderate 
oharges.  The  Honee  baa  alnady  voted 
more  than  enough  for  the  expenses  of 
the  Department  for  the  year,  providing 
that  the  debts  owing  to  it  had  been  paid, 
aa  they  should  have  been.  We  must 
be  satisfied  that  reasonable  diligence  has 
been  used  in  getting  in  the  debts.  Will 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  lay  on  the 
Table  an  account  showing  how  long  this 
money  has  been  das,  and  when  it  ought 
to  have  been  paid? 

Ma.  JACKSON  :  I  wiU  make  inquiries 
into  the  matter.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
possible  to  give  the  hon.  Member  what 
he  asks.  I  am  not  sure  it  ia  quite 
correct  to  say  that  the  money  has  been 
long  doe.  The  arrangements  made  for 
collecting  the  money  are,  I  believe,  as 
BBtiafaotoiy  as  poeaible.  It  is  collected 
by  the  Inland  Bevenue  oolleotora,  and  is 
dona  in  the  cheapest  poaaible  way. 
*Mr.  H.  K.  FOWLEB  :  I  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  he  has 
made  such  arrangements,  as  he  pro- 
mised in  the  debates  last  year,  ae  will 
obviate  the  neoeeaity  for  oaking  for 
another  such  Vote? 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order. 
The  right  bon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled 
to  diacnss  the  Vote  generally. 
«Mb.  H.  H.  FOWLEB :  I  shall  feel  it 
my  duty  to  divide  against  that  Vote, 
unless  I  have  an  assuranoe  that  this  is 
the  laat  time  we  shall  be  asked  to  pass 
such  a  Vote. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  to 
divide  the  Committee  then.  I  am  not 
in  a  poeition  to  give  such  an  assurance, 
and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  is 
either  possible,  desirable,  or  practicable 
to  make,  at  a  moment'a  notice,  auch  an 
alteration  in  the  ohargea  as  will  defray 
the  whole  cost  of  the  eatabliahmmt. 

Mb.  BIQOAB:  Have  pnweedings 
been  taken  against  these  people  to 
recover  the  money  ? 


The  Oommittee  divided; — Ayes  104> 
Noes  70;  Majority  34.  (Divisioa List 
So.  9.) 

(3.)  Motion  made  and  Question  pro- 

"That  a  Supplementary  gum,  notexcaading 
£8,000,  be  granted  to  Her  U&jeaty.  to  defray 
the  Charge  whicfa  will  come  in  course  of  pay> 
pnent  diirin){  the  yearendiDg  on  the  3l8t  day 
if  March  ISSe,  for  Statiooery,  Printing,  and 
Paper,  Bindin;;.  and  Printed  Bookg  for  the  two 
Housea  of  Parliament,  and  for  a  GraoC  ia  Aid 
if  the  publication  of  Parliameatary  Debatei." 

CoLoiTKL  NOLAN ;  This  aeema  to  be 
A  very  extravagant  vote,  and  although 
I  am  not  frightened  at  the  amount,  I 
must  say  I  am  astonished  at  the  expla- 
nation which  is  given  of  it.  We  are 
told  that  the  increase  ia  due  to  the  extra 
length  of  last  Session.  Well,  all  I  can 
say  is  that  it  the  Government  had  only 
arranged  their  business  properly  la^ 
Session,  we  should  not  have  nad  to  sit 
for  so  long  a  period,  and  we  should  not 
have  been  called  upon  to  pay  this  heavy 
bUl.  Now  I  reaUy  think  that  the 
Government  are  not  anxious  to  out  down 
the  expenses  of  printing.  A  case  oo- 
curred  to-day  in  which  I  put  a  question 
and  with  a  verbal  answer  to  which  I 
should  have  been  perfectly  oontent,  but 
the  Minister  to  whom  it  was  addressed 
suggested  that  I  should  move  far  a 
Betum,  and  consequently  this  necessi- 
tates the  expenditure  of  £5  or  £10, 
ffhicb  might  have  been  avoided.  But 
to  return  to  the  long  Seasion.  Ministers 
muddled  the  time  of  the  House,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  a  lessoa  to  tbem.  In  the 
future  I  trust  that  they  will  give  UB 
short  Seaaiona,  and  arraoee  their  buai- 
neaa  properly.  MeanwhUe,  in  order  to 
mark  the  sense  of  the  House  of  their 
conduct,  I  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£4,000.  I  think  if  we  allow  them  one 
half  of  the  sum  they  apply  for,  they 
ought  to  be  satisfied. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  put "  That 
a  sum  not  exceeding  £4,000  be  granted 
for  the  said  service." — (Colontl  Nolan.) 

Da.  OLABK  (Gaithnesa-shire) :  WiU 
the  hon.  Gentleman  tell  us  why  we  are 
called  upon  to  pay  £1,000  fortwo  extra 
volumes  of  Samord  f 

Mb.  W.  L.  JAOKSON  :  The  explana- 
tion is  that  until  the  present  Seaaionthe 
arrangement  with  Mr.  Hansard  was 
that  he  ahoold  be  paid  £500  per  volum*, 
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and,  owing  to  the  necessity  of  an 
Autumn  Session,  there  were  two  extra 
volumes,  for  which  we  have  to  pay 
£1,000. 

Mb.  MOLLOY:  I  understand  that 
there  is  now  a  new  Mansard,  and  there  has 
been  some  difference  made  in  the  order  of 
indexing.  I  think  it  would  be  of  advan- 
tage to  hon.  Members  if  thehon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  g^ve  Messrs.  MacHae,  Curtice  & 
Co.  a  hint  that  it  would  be  most  con- 
venient if  they  adhered  to  the  old  style 
of  indexing.  I  am  sure  hon.  Members 
would  much  prefer  it. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  share  the  astonish- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
although  I  know  he  is  not  easily 
astonished  ;  but  my  astonishment  arises 
from  a  different  cause.  Instead  of  a 
heavy  deficiency,  I  should  have  expected 
a  surplus  on  this  Vote,  because  last  year 
the  Government  were  very  chary  in 
granting  Eetums,  especially  affecting 
Ireland.  I  remember  many  cases  in 
which  we  asked  for  Keturns,  such  as 
lists  of  prisoners,  depositions  in  magis- 
terial proceedings  and  correspondence, 
which  were  refused.  And  they  were  re- 
fused on  one  of  two  grounds :  either  that 
they  would  take  too  much  trouble  to 
prepare,  or  that  they  were  too  long  to 
print.  The  consequence  was  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  driven  to  the  news- 
papers and  to  private  correspondence 
for  material  for  debate,  instead  of 
being  supplied,  as  they  ou^t  to 
be,  with  rainted  Parliamentary  Papers. 
And  now  I  intend  to  ask  the  Grovern- 
ment  for  an  undertaking  to  treat  us 
more  liberally  in  this  matter  in  the 
future  if  we  pass  this  Vote  on  this  mag- 
nificent scale.  With  regard  to  the  extra 
volumes  of  Hansard^  these  are  partly 
due  to  the  prolongation  of  the  Session, 
and  partly  to  the  undue  prolixity  of 
Ministers,  which  developed  in  a  singular 
way  last  year.  Undue  prolixity  is  an 
incurable  vice ;  but,  in  regard  to  the 
question  as  to  how  far  the  extra 
volumes  of  JTeMard  were  necessary,  I 
must  point  out  that  the  prolongation  of 
the  Session  was  entirely  due  to  the  mis- 
management and  incompetence  of  Mini- 
sters, who  persisted  in  taking  votes  on 
account,  and  deprived  the  House  of 
Commons  of  its  opportunities  of  criti- 
cixing  the  Estimates.  Therefore,  in- 
stead of  asking  the  House  of  Commons 
to    pay   the  £1.000,  I  think  that  the 

Mr.  jr.  Z.  Ja^Jaon 


Ministers  ought  to  pay  the  money  them- 
selves. 

Mb.*  F.  W.  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  wish  to  ask  hov 
many  houses  of  business  are  invited  to 
tender  for  stationery.  We  all  remember 
the  iniquity 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  not  entitled  to  dis- 
cuss the  Yote  generally. 

Mb.  CONTBEARE  :  I  oppose  this 
Vote  on  slightly  different  gfrounds  to 
those  advanced  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin.  He  objects  to 
the  Vote  because  Ministers  have  been  too 
chary  in  giving  us  Parliamentaiy 
Papers.  I  oppose  it  because,  in  some 
respects,  they  have  been  too  lavidi. 
They  have  given  us  Betoma  in  a  form 
which  we  did  not  require.  Take,  lor 
instance,  the  Blue  Book  containing  what 
purported  to  be  an  official  Report  of  the 
Mandeville  trial — a  most  ahiunelbl  and 
garbled  Report 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  oider! 
The  hon.  Member  cannot  <iiiy»n«w  the 
character  of  a  report. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  :  I  wonld  not  do 
that.  I  think  I  have  characterised  it 
in  sufficiently  strong  terms 

The  CELAIRMAN:  Order,  Cider! 
The  hon.  Member  must  not  peniit  in 
thus  speaking  when  called  to  order. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE :  I  have  not  Ae 
slightest  desire  to  be  disorderlj,  neither 
will  I  be  a  toady.  I  was  ot^oeCingfto 
this  Vote  on  certain  grounds,  bat  at  I 
do  not  wish  to  disobey  yoor  mli^,  I 
will  resume  my  seat. 

Mb.  F.  W.  ISAACSON :  TliiB  Yole  » 
described  as  for  Stationery  for  the 
Houses  of  Parliament.  I  pveaoR 
Stationery  is  required  for  this  Bmkl 
and  therefore  is  it  not  in  order  to  Mk  if 
proper  estimates  are  obtained  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  This  is  m  Smp^ 
mentary  Vote.  The  question  vfciiBk  Ae 
hon.  Member  wishes  to  ask  vonM  bs 
quite  pertinent  on  the  original  Tots, 
but  it  is  not  on  the  SnpplementaiwTets. 

Mb.  J.  G.  BIGGAR :  I  wish  tvfawv 
if  the  Stationery  Committee  are  gjoigto 
meet  this  year  or  not. 

CoLoxEL  NOLAN :  As  it  nppasaa  ^ 
Printing  Yote  was  under-esdmatod^  I 
should  like  to  know  if  the  onlj 
mittee  which  his  control  of  this 
ever  met  last  year. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  There  hm 
alteration    in  the  constitvtiott   of 
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Printinir  Committee.  I  believe  the  Oom- 
mittee  did  not  meet  last  year,  but  my 
hoQ.  Friend  the  Chairman  gare  a  large 
amount  of  time  to  these  matters,  and  I 
hope  that  this  year  there  will  be  some 
real  control  exercised. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  As  the  Committee 
do  not  appear  to  have  met,  I  think  this 
Committee  should  mark  its  displeasure 
at  the  excess  of  the  Yote  —  which 
arises  from  the  lack  of  control  —  by 
making  a  substantial  reduction. 

Mb.  HALLEY  STEWABT  (Lin- 
colnshire, Spalding) :  Can  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  give  us  any  details  of 
the  Vote  ?  The  explanation  in  the 
Estimate  is  simply  that  the  Yote  is  un- 
precedentedly  large.  Why  have  we  not 
a  Ketum  shewing  the  number  of  Papers 
printed,  and  a  comparison  with  previous 
years? 

Mb.  LABGUCHEEE  :  I  suppose  the 
excess  in  the  Yote  is  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  Session  was  exceptionally  long. 
But  whose  fault  was  itthatMinistersmud- 
dled  away  the  time  of  the  House  and  neces- 
sitated this  expenditure?  I  shall  cer- 
tainly divide  against  the  Yote.  A  pro- 
mise was  made  to  us  last  Session  that 
we  should  not  have  so  many  papers  sent 
us,  that  instead  we  should  have  a  list 
every  morning  of  the  papers  printed,  so 
that  we  might  be  able  to  ask  for  what  we 
required.  I  thought  it  was  perfectly 
understood 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order. 
That  is  a  matter  affecting  the  General 
Yote  and  not  the  Supplementary  one. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  72 ; 
Noes  129:  Majority  67. — (Divivision 
List,  No.  10.) 

Original  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  hope  I  shall 
be  in  order  in  expressing  the  hope  which 
was  expressed  last  year  that  Hansard 
will  in  future  contain  a  table  showing 
the  number  of  times  the  Closure  is 
applied  in  each  Session. 

The  chairman  :  That  does  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  the  Supple- 
mentary Estimates. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £292,  Supplementary,  for  the 
Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests 
Office,  Lreland. 

Mb.  sexton  :  This  is  a  small  vote 
but  a  remarkable  one.    The  Treasury 


estimated  the  expenditure  at  £25,  but 
they  now  come  for  an  additional  sum  of 
£292.  I  am  anxious  to  know  whether 
the  Board  are  allowed  to  institute  actions 
on  their  own  discretion,  and  whether 
the  Ketums  so  untested  are  paid  out  of 
the  purse  of  the  State. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  believe  the  Board 
have  full  and  complete  power  to  take 
action  when  they  think  it  is  necessary  for 
the  protection  of  the  funds. 

Mb.  sexton  :  At  the  cost  of  the^ 
State? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Yes,  at  the  cost  of 
the  State.  Bnt  I  understand  that  there 
has  been  paid  into  the  Exchequer  rather 
more  than  has  been  paid  out. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  should  Hke 
to  know  how  much  was  left  by  the 
Francis  Murray's  Charity,  because  I  see- 
that  £235  of  the  State's  money  was 
spent  in  seeing  that  the  trustee  paid  over 
the  money. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  I  don't  know  the 
amount  of  the  Charity. 

Mb.  CONYBEAEE  :  It  surely  would 
prevent  much  discussion  on  matters  of 
this  kind  if  all  the  facts  were  clearly  set 
forth  in  the  Estimate — if,  for  instance,  it 
was  shown  that  there  is  really  no  charge 
upon  the  pubb'o  purse. 

Mb.  BIQGAE  (Cavan) :  I  cannot  alto* 
gether  admit  that  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  is  perfectly  satisfactory. 
As  I  understand,  tnis  Board  in  Dublin 
have  power  to  spend  money  in  law  cost& 
at  their  own  discretion,  whether  or  not 
they  are  likely  to  recover  the  debt  or  the* 
costs  either.  I  do  not  think  that  these 
people  in  Dublin  should  have  the  power 
to  involve  the  Treasury  in  the  expenses 
of  litigation  without  first  of  all  obtaining 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury.  The  Board 
are  on  more  or  less  friendly  terms  with 
their  Solicitor,  and,  of  course,  it  is  an  ex* 
tremely  pleasant  thing  for  him  to  run  up 
a  bill  of  costs  when  he  knows  that  tha 
British  taxpayer  is  to  bear  the  burden. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(5)  £12,000  Supplementary  for 
Criminal  Prosecutions,  Sheriffs'  Ex- 
penses, &c. 

Mb.  JACKSON :  Perhaps  I  may  ex- 
plain  that  owing  to  the  passing  of  the 
Local  Government  Act  last  year  a  larger 
number  of  Sheriffs'  claims  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  this  Randal 
year  than  was  anticipated.  This,  how^ 
ever  is  likely  to  be  tne  last  oooasiooDi  ifk 
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which  this  Vote  will  be  taken  in  its  pre- 
sent form. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  presume  that 
upon  this  Vote  I  shall  be  in  order  in 
referring  to  the  Edlingham  burglary 
case.  I  am  inclined  to  think  that  in  this 
case  there  was  a  Treasury  prosecution, 
and  I  am  anxious  to  know  whether  the 
<;ost  is  included  in  this  Vote. 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  It  is  not. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  supplementary  sum  not  exceeding 
£123  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the 
charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1889,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Office  of  Land  Registry." 

Mr.  JACKSON :  I  should  like  to  ex- 
plain that  there  is  a  slight  error  in  the 
explanatory  note — 1887  having  been 
printed  for  1889.  Under  an  Act  passed 
last  year  and  an  Order  made  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  certain  changes  have  been 
made  which  came  into  operation  on 
February  1,  1889,  and  it  is  to  provide 
for  the  expense  caused  by  these  changes 
between  February  1  and  March  31  ^at 
this  Yote  is  required.  The  increased 
oost  will  be  covered  by  fees,  so  that 
no  ultimate  expense  will  be  incurred. 

♦Mb.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  This  is  a  very  small  amount,  but  it 
raises  a  very  great  principle.  This  is 
an  office  which  I  venture  to  say 
is  one  of  the  most  useless  in  the 
whole  range  of  the  Administration  of 
this  country,  and  is  one  against  which 
the  House  of  Commons  has  protested 
year  after  year,  and  which  the  last 
Government  endeavoured  to  abolish  so 
far  as  they  could.  At  all  events,  they 
brought  to  an  end  a  sinecure  at  the  head 
of  the  office  of  something  like  £2,500 
a  year,  and  the  intention  was  to  bring 
the  office  itself  to  an  end  as  soon  as 
possible.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  has  alluded  to  an  Act  which 
was  passed  last  Session.  When  that 
Bill  was  put  from  the  Chair  the  Member 
who  had  the  Bill  under  his  care  assiired 
me  that  no  additional  expense  would  be 
thrown  on  the  public  by  the  Bill.  To 
make  assurance  doubly  sure,  I  asked, 
before  I  assented  to  the  Third  Kead- 
ing,  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to 
state  that  no  additional  expense  would 
be  incurred.  The  hon.  Gentleman  then 
stated  that  he  had  made  such  arrange- 
ments that  no  additional  expense  would 

Mr,  Jackiofi] 


be  put  upon  the  country.  Now  this 
is  an  office  which  has  absolutely  nothing 
to  do.  I  believe  that  a  Return  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  last  year  showed 
that  only  eight  titles  had  been  sabmitted 
to  this  office  which  has  cost  us  in  the 
year  £2, 796.  I  object  to  vote  one  single 
shilling  to  this  Land  Eegistzj  Office. 
If  changes  should  be  made  in  the  offioe 
let  them  be  made  by  Act  of  Parliament. 
I  know  that  we  shall  be  told  that 
the  fees  will  cover  this  additional 
expenditure.  But  what  I  say  is, 
let  expenditure  be  incurred  when 
the  fees  come  in  and  do  not  let 
expenditure  be  incurred  until  the  fees 
do  come  in.  I  shall  certainly  divide 
without  a  moment's  hesitation  against 
this  Vote,  and  I  hope  the  Government 
will  not  persist  in  committing  the  House 
to  this  foolish  expenditure. 

Mk.  MOLLOT  :  This  office  has  been 
under  discussion  for  several  years,  and 
I  rise  especially  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  that  last  year  when  the  vote  was 
under  consideration,  a  distinct  promise 
was  given  that  no  furthur  expenditure 
would  be  incurred  in  the  offioe.  Now, 
however,  additional  expense  has  been 
incurred  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
troduction of  new  arrangements  tinder 
an  Order  from  the  Lord  Ohanoellor. 
That  these  arrangements  have  been 
made  under  an  Order  of  the  Lord  Ohan- 
chellor  is,  in  my  opinion,  saffioieot 
reason  why  hon.  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  should  vote  against  this 
expenditure^ 

Ma.  CONYBEABE:  I  am  exoeed- 
ingly  glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  has 
taken  a  stand  upon  this  matter. 
On  what  ground  does  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  anticipate 
that  the  costs  will  be  more  than  covered 
by  the  increase  of  fees  ?  What  altera- 
tions have  taken  place  to  indace  us  to 
suppose  that  the  fees  will  be  increased  ? 
I  should  also  like  hon.  Members  to 
observe  that  under  Sub-Head  A.  we  are 
asked  to  vote  £50  for  two  ordnance  sur- 
veyors and  civil  assistants.  Now  it  has 
transpired  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
on  the  Yote  of  the  Land  Commissioners, 
that  some  of  these  very  surveyors  had 
been  lent  by  the  Government  to  the 
land  owners  at  an  exceedingly  moderate 
charge.  While  that  is  the  case,  we  are 
asked  to  pay  additional  sums  to  aimili^f 
officers  under  this  Yote.    It  appears  to 
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xae  that  if  the  Gh>Teniment  had  bean 
more  chary  in  lending  Ooyemment 
$mployis  to  land  owners,  there  would 
not  have  been  any  necessity  to  ask  for 
the  £50  shown  under  the  Sub- Head  A. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Wolverhampton 
sajs  I  gave  some  promise  in  reg^ara  to 
the  Bill  referred  to.  I  confess  I  cannot 
recall  it  to  my  recollection,  but  I  will 
not  question  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Camborne  Division  has  referred  to 
the  money  set  down  for  ordnance  sur- 
veyors and  civU  assistants.  These  gen- 
tlemen, however,  will  not  be  paid  unless 
they  are  employed,  and  they  will  not  be 
employed  unless  there  is  work  for  them 

to  ao.  

Sib  JOHN  SWINBUENE  (Staf- 
fordshire,  Lichfield) :  I  hope  that  the 
Committee  will  not  vote  this  extra  money, 
because  the  Land  Segistry  Office  is  a 
complete  sham.  Li  my  own  opinion, 
the  office  is  simply  kept  up  at  large  ex- 
pense, and  is  really  a  blind  to  prevent 
reforms  in  the  land  system. 

SiB  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  I  wiU 
not  go  into  the  question  of  whether  this 
office  ought  to  be  abolished;  but  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  we  already 
pay  for  this  office  the  sum  of  £2,796  a 
year.  The  work  is  infinitesimal,  and 
yet,  when  a  little  extra  work  is  thrown 
upon  the  office,  it  seems  that,  according 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  country  is  to  be  saddled  with  addi- 
tional expense  in  consequence. 

♦The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sib 
R.  Wbbsteb,  Isle  of  Wight) :  I  may 
remind  the  House  that  some  two  years 
ago  when  an  appointment  carrying  a 
salary  of  £2,500  a  year  became  vacant 
it  was  not  filled  up  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who  then  stated  that  some  slight 
clerical  assistance  would  probably  be 
necessary  to  do  the  work  of  the  office 
in  relation  to  transfer  of  titles.  That 
was  mentioned  at  the  time,  and  as  I 
understand  this  extra  clerk  is  required 
in  consequence  of  the  larger  reduction 
previously  made.  I  believe  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  who  took  a  con- 
siderable part  in  the  passing  of  the  Bill 
last  year,  is  aware  the  office  does  more 
work  now  than  in  yearsffone  by. 

«Mb.  HALDANE  (Haddington):  I 
was  not  present  at  the  commencement  of 
this  discussion,  but  certainly  it  is  a 
source  of  surprise  to  me  that   there 
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should  be  an  increase  in  the  estimate 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Land  Registry 
Office.  It  will  be  remembered  that  in 
the  form  in  which  I  introduced  the  Bill 
of  last  Session,  it  was  proposed  to  in- 
clude bankruptcy  in  the  encumbrances 
with  which  the  Bill  has  to  deal,  but  this 
was  dropped  out  because  we  found 
that  to  include  it  would  add  materially 
to  the  expense.  Certainly  we  were 
under  a  strong  conviction  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  office  should  not  be  in- 
creased. Speaking  as  one  who  has  had 
some  little  experience  of  it,  I  may 
express  the  opinion  that  the  Land 
Registry  Act  of  1875  has  been  a  com- 
plete failure.  I  remember  one  trans- 
action in  which  I  was  concerned  when 
the  cost  of  transferring  an  estate  of 
£3,000  from  the  vendor  to  purchaser 
was  run  up  to  £600.  That  ou^ht 
not  to  be.  I  am  glad  to  thmk 
that  in  a  Bill  introduced  in  ''another 
place,"  and  which  was  before  this  House 
last  year,  there  is  evidence  that  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  situation  are  realised ;  and 
I  believe  that  when  that  Bill  comes 
again  before  us,  the  repetition  of  such  a 
scandal — for  it  is  nothmg  less — will  be 
prevented  in  future.  But,  meanwhile, 
IS  it  expedient  to  add  to  the  expense  of 
the  maintenance  of  this  office  ?  So  far 
as  the  little  Act  with  which  I  was  con- 
nected last  year  is  concerned,  upon 
which  all  parties  were  agpreed,  as  an 
addition  to  securiiy  of  title,  all  we  did 
was  to  give  to  a  useless  staff  something  to 
do  to  justify  their  existence  so  as  to  en- 
able them  to  while  away  the  hours  public 
officials  sometimes  spend  in  their  office, 
and  to  prevent  the  tedium  of  official 
life  pressing  too  heavily  upon  them. 
Assuredly,  I  would  have  been  no  party 
to  adding  to  the  charge  on  the  taxpayer 
for  the  expenses  of  this  office.  I  can,  of 
course,  only  speak  from  outside  know- 
ledge ;  but  I  cannot  believe  it  is  neces- 
sary to  add  to  the  staff  in  order  to 
transact  the  very  simple  duties  imposed 
upon  it  by  the  Act  of  last  year ;  and  it 
is  certainly  a  source  of  considerable  dis- 
appointment to  me  to  find  that  a  BiU, 
which  passed  with  the  approval  of  all 
parties  and  on  the  understanding  that 
no  additional  burden  should  be  imposed, 
should  now  be  made  the — I  will  not  say 

Sretext — the  reason  for  this  increase; 
f  course,  I  understand  that  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  cannot  hdp  him* 
self. 
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Mb.  JACKSON :    I  thought  I  had  1  office.    It  was  on  the  faith  of  thifc  pledge 


explained  that  this  is  merely  a  transfer 
of  a  clerk  from  the  Supreme  Court,  not 
an  additional  burden  put  upon  the  tax- 
payers for  his  salary.  He  was  trans- 
ferred because  of  his  competency  for  the 
work — technical  work  only  to  be  done 
by  a  man  specially  trained  for  it.  He 
will  be  paid  according  to  the  extent  of 
his  services. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  :  The  answer 
to  that  is  that  if  the  clerk  has  been 
transferred  from  the  Supreme  Court  his 
salary  has  already  been  voted  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  year,  and,  therefore, 
there  is  no  necessity  at  all  for  this  ad- 
ditional Estimate.    We  know  by  ex- 
perience what  these  transfers  mean,  and 
how  they  work  out.    I  trust  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport,  who  has  had 
considerable  experience  in  these  scan- 
dals of  the  Supreme  Court,  will  give  us 
his  assistance  in  this  matter,  and  show 
what  the  staff  of  this  Land  Eegistry 
Office  is.    The  Attorney  General  says 
this  is  owing  to  a  reduction  made  when 
the    late  Government    was   in    office. 
What  we  did  was  to  strike  out  a  sine- 
cure office,  which  had  been    often    so 
called,  of  £2,500  a  year.   What  was  left 
behind  for  this  office,  the  character  of 
which  my  hon.  Friend  adequately  des- 
cribed  ?    There  is  a  Yice-Eegistrar  with 
£1,500;   a  Chief  Clerk  with  £400;  a 
Second  Clerk   with  £350 ;  and  a  third 
with    £250.       With     all     this     staff 


that  the  Bill  passed.  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  carry  the  Vote 
to  a  Division  now,  but  will  allow  it  to 
be  raised   in    a  proper   form    on    the 

Estimates. 

Mr.  JACKSON:  I  should  have 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
his  long  experience,  would  have  known 
that,  although  the  sum  might  be  voted 
in  the  Vote  for  the  Supreme  Court,  it  is 
not  possible  to  pay  the  charee  for  the 
Land  Eesistry  Vote  under  that  for  the 
Supreme  Court. 

♦Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLER :  He  is  now  a 
Clerk  of  the  Supreme  Court. 

Mr.  JACKSON :   I  beg  pardon,  he 

is  not ;  he  is  transferred  to  the  Land 

[Registry.    The  right  hon.   (Gentleman 

says  the  salary  has  been  voted  and  the 

clerk  is  paid,  but  he  is  in  error,  it  is 
absolutely  impossible  that  he  could  be 
paid  for  one  purpose  out  of  money  voted 
for  another. 

♦Sir     W.     BARTTELOT      (Sussex^ 

North-west) :  I  am  loathe  to  intervene 

in  this  discussion,  but  I  remember  how 

strongly,  on  a  former  occasion,  protest 

was  made  against  additional  expenditure 

on  this  account.     On  many  grounds,  into 

which  I  will  not  now  enter,  I  would 
appeal  to  my  right  hon.  Friend  not  to 
proceed  with  the  Vote  for  this  additional 
sum.  We  have  been  told  over  and  over 
again  that  this  Vote  was  not  to  be  in- 
creased, but  decreased.  Though  the 
increase  is  small,  I  must  object  to  it. 
Once  get  this  extra  clerk  there,  and  you 


they,  in    addition,    charge    for    copy-    cannot  get  rid  of  him.    It  is  an  unmse 
.    "^  J        x«     V    •  thmg  to  propose  any  addition,  and  I 

mg,    engrossing,    and    extra    busmess  »  .     r    r  ^     _         .  > 

£220.    There  is  also  a  porter,  a  house- 
keeper, and  an  allowance  for  assistance. 


Under  the  circumstances,  I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  vote  even  £6  additional 
to  the  office.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Haddington  has  confirmed  my  state- 
ment and  repeated  it.  I  should 
have  opposed  the  Third  Reading  if 
— the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  says  he 
does  not  recoUect  it,  but  it  was  some 
responsible  Member  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment — if  the  Government  had  not 
said  that  there  should  be  no  in- 
crease   in    the   cost    of   working   this 


certainly  cannot    support   such  an  in- 
crease. 


♦Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  hope  the  Govern, 
ment  will  yield  to  this  advice.  The  ef- 
fect of  the  Yote  appears  to  be  simply 

adding  another  clerk  to  the  three  or 
four  who  have  nothing  to  do.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  give  way. 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  fact  is  this 
clerk  has  been  borne  on  the  Supreme 
Court  Staff  and  he  has  been  transferred* 

♦M^.  H.  H.  FO  WIrfER :  Why  ? 
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«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  To  discharge 
this  duty  and  carry  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Statute  passed  last  year.  He  has 
been  transferred,  and  it  is  not  possible 
to  pay  this  clerk  under  the  Vote  for  the 
Supreme  Oourt.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Fowler)  shakes  his  head — ^if 
he  can  be  paid  out  of  the  Supreme  Oourt 
Vote  I  would  not  ask  the  House  for  this 
Vote.  But  he  cannot  be  so  paid,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  wish  to  deprive  the  clerk  of 
the  salary  he  would  have  received  had 

he  remained  on  the  staff  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  However,  I  will  inquire  into  the 
circumstances.  No  one  desires  more 
than  I  do  to  diminish  the  expenditure 
on  Land  Registry,  or  that  it  should  dis- 
appear  altogether ;  but  the  House  will 
see  that  in  our  desire  for  economy  we 
should  not  be  justified  in  depriving  a 
clerk  who  has  been  doing  work  for  the 
public  service — whether  the  work  is 
good  or  bad — we  are  not  justified  in 
depriving  him  of  his  salary.  But  I  will 
inquire  into  the  circumstances,  and  if  it 
is  possible  to  make  the  payment  under 
the  Supreme  Court  Vote  then  that  shall 
be  done.  Meantime,  we  withdraw  the 
Vote. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(6)  £20,000,  Supplementary,  Police- 
Counties  and  Boroughs,  Ghreat  Britain. 

Mb.   SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):   This 

is  for  the  purpose  of  discharging  the 

contributions  for  pay  and  clothing  of 

police  up  to  September  29  last  year.  That 

date  is  six  months  past,  and  I  should 

have  thought  that  if  the  Treasury  had 
been  brisk  in  their  business  they  might 
have  closed  this  account.  Why  is  it  not 
closed  ?  When  is  it  likely  to  be  7  Will 
it  be  on  the  regular  Estimates,  or  afford 
matter  for  another  Supplementary 
Estimate  7 

Thb  XTNDEB  SECBETART  90B  THB 

HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Stuabt 

WoBTLBT,     Sheffield,     Hallam):    The 

hon.  Member  will  observe  this  is  for 

money  under  the  Accounts  of  1 888.  The 
1888-9  Estimates  brought  this  matter  up 
to  the  end  of  1887 ;  and  of  course,  at  that 
time,  the  Local  Qovenunent  Bill  was 


only  in  preparation,  and  it  is  not  the 
rule  in  tne  Estimates  to  anticipate  the 
effect  of  proposed  legislation. 

Mb.  sexton  :  I  did  not  say  or  sup- 
pose so. 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY :  It  was 
not  possible  at  that  time  to  close  the 
Accounts,  or  ask  the  authorities  to  pre- 
sent their  Accounts  in  a  new  form. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
misapprehends  my  point,  which  is  this— 
that  the  Accounts  are  for  1888,  and  we 
are  now  advanced  in  1889.  Why  has 
the  Treasury  not  been  able  to  close  the 
account  and  settle  this  in  the  Estimates  ? 

Mb.    STUART   WORTLEY:    The 

original  Accounts  g^  up  to  the  end  of 

1887,  and  these    are  the  amounts  by 

which  they  fall  short  up  to  the  date  given* 

I    may    explain    that    under  the    old 

system  some  local  authorities  send  in 

accounts  for   payments  for  which  they 

are  actually  liable  on  September  29, 
while  others  claim  in  anticipation  of 
payments  becoming  due.  This  £20,000  is 
necessary  to  dose  the  old  account. 

Mb.  sexton  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 

says  the  practice  varies ;  but  surely  this  is 

a  matter  on  which  the  Treasury  should 
have  given  notice  to  the  local  authori- 
ties 7 

Mb.  STUART  WORTLEY  2  Corre- 
spondence has  taken  place,  but 
necessarily  after  the  preparation  of  the 
Estimates.  This  Supplementary  Estimate 
is  the  consequence. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(7)  £600,  Supplementary,  Reformatory 
and  Lidustrial  Schools,  Great  Britain. 

♦Mb.  DONALD  CRAWFORD  (Lan- 
ark,  N.E.):  When  we  are  asked  to 
spend  more  money  on  Reformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools  it  seems  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity for  putting  the  question  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  extend  to  Scotland  the 
power  of  establishing  day  Lidustrial 
Sohoolsi   such  as   exist  in   England  f 
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When  the  point  was  raised  last  Session, 
we  were  led  to  suppose  that  the  power 
would  be  extended  to  the  School  Boards 
in  Scotland ;  but  we  found  that  a  Bill 
introduced  in  another  place,  having 
reference  to  Industrial  Schools,  excluded 
Scotland.  My  statement  that  it  did  so 
was  controverted  by  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, and  at  the  time  I  had  not  a  copy  of 
the  Bill  for  reference,  as  I  naturally 
thought  he  would  have  known  the  con- 
tents of  the  Bill,  which  issued  'from 
his  own  Department.  However,  an 
assurance  was  ultimately  given  that 
Scotland  was  to  be  put  on  the  same 
footing  with  England.  I  hope  that 
assurance  still  holds  good. 

♦AIb.  STUAET  WORTLEY  :  So  far 
as  I  am  able  to  answer  for  the  intentions 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary,  it  is  intended  to  place  Scot- 
land in  reference  to  day  Industrial 
Schools  on  an  equality  with  England. 
It  is  our  policy  to  make  the  system 
uniform  as  far  as  possible,  and  it  was 
by  inadvertence  that  this  was  not  effect- 
ed as  regards  Day  Industrial  Schools  in 
the  Bill  referred  to. 

Ma.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 

I  think  this  supports  the  contention  of 

Scotch  Members  that  this  Department 

should  be  placed  under  the  control  of 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  I  hope  at 
an  early  day  that  transfer  will  be  carried 
into  effect. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness):   Constant 

complaint  is   made    of   the  very  high 

standard  taught  in  these  schools.  You 
give  children  from  the  lowest  ranks 
high  class  teaching,  especially  in 
arithmetic. 

*Thb  chairman  :  The  Vote  refers 
exclusively  to  Industrial  Schools. 

Db.  CLARK  :  To  that  I  was 
speaking. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  Supplementary  sam,  not  exceeding 
£200,  be  granted  to  Her  Mi^esty,  to  defray 
the  charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  aist  day 

Mr.  Donald  Crawford 


jOOitMOi^SJ 


bivil  Serviees. 


iu6 


of  March,  1889,  for  certain  Expenses  of  the 
Law  Agent  in  Scotland  for  Gh>yernment  De- 
partments." 

*Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow) :  I  rise, 
Sir,  to  oppo  se  the  grant  of  this  moneyt 
and  the  Government  know  that  they 
have  no  right  to  make  this  demand  upon 
us  for  this  sum.  They  tell  us  now  what 
we  could  not  get  from  them  last  Session ; 
it  was  merely  by  chance  that  a  Question 
elicited  the  information  we  now  have, 
that  these  are  not  expenses  altogether  for 
Peterhead  Harbour  Works,  but  that  the 
legal  expenses  of  the  Sheriff  of  Invemess 
have  very  much  more  to  do  with  it. 
The  Vote  is  asked  for  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses incurred,  by  jShenff  Ivory  in  a 
Civil  action  for  libel  raised  against 
him  for  publishing,  in  violation  of 
his  duty,  the  contents  of  a  con- 
fidential report.  The  right  hon.  Gen« 
tleman  the  Member  for  Soath  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Childers)  was  present  at  the  time 
this  subject  was  raised  on  a  former 
occasion,  and  he,  seeing  that  the  item 
would  give  rise  to  considerable  debate, 
suggested  that  the  Vote  should  be 
put  off,  and  that,  in  the  moan- 
time,  the  House  should  have  the  papers 
giving  the  information  asked  for. 
Well,  we  now  have  the  papers,  and 
nothing  can  be  more  condosive  than 
the  evidence  they  give  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  justification  whatever  in 
making  this  demand.  If  hon.  Members 
have  read  the  papers,  they  will  find 
that  Sheriff  Ivory  is  not  only  guilty  of  a 
libel,  but  that  his  whole  writings  are  a 
series  of  libels,  and  his  ofiScial  dooa- 
ments  one  long  string  of  libels  against 
many  persons,  including  myself.  He 
cannot  even  allow  the  late  Lord 
Advocate  to  escape,  because  he  thinks 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  influence 
with  the  Treasury  was  used  against 
him.  Sheriff  Ivory,  as  the  House  will 
remember,  was  in  charge  of  mili- 
tary expeditions,  which  were  sent  to 
Skye  a  couple  of  years  ago,  and  he 
carried    out   those    operations    in    a 
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manner  which  appeared  td  myself,  to 
other  Sootch  Members,  and  to  a  very 
large  portion  of  the  Scotch  people,  to  be 
an    illegal,    bmtal,    and  unjustifiable 
manner.    This  matter  has  been  brought 
before  the  House  repeatedly.    We  have 
shown    how  he  broke  the  law  in  the 
matter  of  the  secrecy  of  Postal  Telegraph ; 
how    he    went  to   a    Post    Office  and 
bullied  the  postmaster  and  the  telegraph 
clerk  until  he  obtained  the  information 
he  sought  from  a  telegram.     He  denied 
that,  but  he  has  published  a  Report  con- 
taining a  number  of  private  telegrams 
which  he  obtained  illegfally,  and  he  made 
that  publication  in  an  utterly  illegal  and 
unjustifiable    manner.       Whoever   has 
happened  to  cross  the  path  of  Sheriff 
Ivory  has  been  crushed  m  the  most  vin- 
dictive   manner.      Such  was  the   case 
with  the  Sheriff's  Olerk  Depute  of  Por- 
tree.   He  had  the  misfortune  to  come 
across   Sheriff   Ivoiy,    and    has    been 
hounded  out  of  his  post.  A  telegraphist, 
from   whom  he  obtained    information 
illegally,  was  so  persecuted  that  she  was 
unaole  to  remain  at  Portree,  and  ap- 
plied to    be  transferred   to  Glasgow. 
That  is  a   matter  within  my  personal 
knowledge.     He  quarrelled  even  with 
the    Ohief  Constable   of   the    Police. 
Well,    in   the  course  of  this    expedi- 
tion  searches  were  made;    but  these 
searches    were    conducted     with     no 
regard  to  moderation.    Whole  villages 
were    ransacked;    troops    surrounded 
houses,  and  every  room  was  invaded, 
no    distinction     being    made,     though 
invalids    and    females    were    therein. 
Now,  it  seemed  to  us  that  this  was  a 
matter    of    Oonstitutional  right;    that 
the   sanctity    of    these  crofters    homes 
should  not  be  allowed  to  be  violated 
without  trying  to  obtain  redress  in  a 
Court  of  Law.  A  subscription  was  raised, 
a  considerable  amount  ofmoney  was  sub- 
scribed, and  an  action  was  coomienced. 
Three  actions  were  raised,  one  against 
the  Prosecutor  Fiscal  and  two  against 
Mr.  Sheriff  Ivory,  one  of  these  actions 
being  taken  by  a  cow-herd.    It  seems 
that  a  detachment  of  military  was  sent 
into  a  district  to  capture  a  certain  indi- 
viduals who  had  deforced  a  sheriff's  offi- 
cer on  the  previous  day,  and  a  man  being 
esj^iedon  the  topof  ahUl,  in  spite  of  there 
being  no  presumption  of  guilt  against 
him,  and  though  no  warrant  had  been 
taken  out  for  his  oapturoi  he  was  sieced 
and     imprisoned    oy    Sheriff    Ivory. 


Subsequently,  however,  there  being 
no  evidence  against  the  man,  he 
was  liberated,  and  an  action  was 
brought  against  Sheriff  Ivory  for  the 

Sart  he  had  taken  in  the  matter.  The 
k>urt,  however,  held  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  action  of  the  Sheriff 
was  privileged,  and  a  verdict  was  given 
in  his  favour.  The  second  case — ^that  of 
Stewart — sprung  out  of  a  Report  which 
Sheriff  Ivory  wrote  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, and  this  Report  was,  of  course,  in 
itself  a  confidential  and  a  privileged 
document.  Sheriff  Ivory,  however,  ap- 
pears to  have  been  aggrieved  by  some- 
thing said  against  him  by  a  clergyman  in 
Skye,  and,  instead  of  availing  himself  of 
the  ordinary  means  that  the  law  or  the 
newspapers  put  in  his  power  to  vindicate 
himself  against  the  assertions  of  this 
clergyman,  he  thought  it  would  be  more 
dignified  to  devote  a  large  portion  of  his 
Report  to  the  vindication  of  his  action, 
and  to  publish  that  Report  in  the  news- 
papers. If  the  Home  Secretaiy  had 
thought  it  desirable  to  make  this  Report 
public.  Sheriff  Ivory  must  have  known 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  done  so  by  laying  it  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.  But  Sheriff  Ivory  did 
not  consult  the  Home  Secretary,  and,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  then  Home  Secre- 
tary, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  I)erby,  was  dead  against 
the  publication  of  it,  and  positiv^  re- 
fused to  put  the  document  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.  Sheriff  Ivory  alleged 
that  in  a  conversation  with  the  Lord 
Advocate  of  that  time  he  had  received 
permission  to  publish  the  Report;  but 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Clackmannan  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour) 
denied.  Sheriff  Ivory,  in  his  Report, 
spoke  of  Stewart  as  being  the  ringleader 
of  the  mob,  an  accusation  which  the 
result  of  Stewart's  trial  proved  to  have 
been  entirely  unfounded.  Actions 
having  been  broueht  against  him, 
the  Sheriff  appliea  to  the  Grown 
to  undertake  his  defence,  on  the 
ground  that  the  action  which  formed 
the  subject  of  the  cases  was  taken 
by  him  as  servant  of  the  Crown.  The 
Lord  Advocate  replied  that  if  the  Sheriff 
had  acted  properly,  he  would  be  able  to 
defend  his  charallter,  in  which  case,  if 
he  found  himself  unable  to  recover  his 
costs,  it  would  be  for  the  Crown  to  saj 
whether  they  would  not  hdld  him  free 
from  the  loss  of  his  expenses.    Hete  a 
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question  arose  as  to  whether  the  Treasury  I 
had  taken  any  steps  to  see  that  Sheriff 
Ivory  had  asked  that  his  expenses 
from  the  pursuer  in  one  of  the  cases 
where  his  defence  was  sustained 
before  the  indemnity  was  paid  him  by 
the  Government.  The  fact  was  that, 
although  there  was  sufficient  money  in 
the  hands  of  the  pursuer  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses, they  were  never  asked  for  pay- 
ment. Sheriff  Ivory  did  not  consider  it 
a  dignified  course  to  ask  for  his  ex- 
penses, and  in  spite  of  this  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  was  prepared  to  pay  the 
money.  In  Stewart's  case,  the  Lord 
Advocate  refused  to  recommend  the 
Treasury  to  pay  the  expenses,  asserting 
that  the  action  of  the  Sheriff  had  been 
most  imprudent,  and  it  was  utterly 
unusual,  and  opposed  to  official  prece- 
dent, to  publish  a  Eeport  such  as  that 
supplied  by  the  Sheriff  without  official 
sanction  in  writing.  In  the  course  of  the 
correspondence  which  ensued  it  was 
stated  that  Sheriff  Ivory  was  acting  in 
honaJideBy  and  believed  he  had  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Lord  Advocate  for  what 
he  had  done.  Well,  one  circumstance 
threw  great  doubt  upon  Sheriff  Ivory's 
feeling  in  the  matter  —  namely,  that 
when  he  published  it  he  prefaced  it  with 
a  lie — with  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
it  had  been  placed  before  a  meeting  of 
the  Oommissioners  of  Supply  of  Inver- 
ness-shire. I  asked  a  Question  about 
this,  and  was  told  that  Sheriff  Ivory 
had  never  laid  the  Keport  before  the 
Oommissioners  of  Supply  of  Inverness. 
This  piece  of  duplicity  on  the  Sheriff's 
part  seems  to  me  to  be  matched  by  the 
way  that  the  matter  was  brought  under 
our  notice  last  Session,  this  Vote  being 
put  down  as '' Peterhead  Harbour,  Woods 
and  Forests,"  and  so  on.  I  hold  that  to 
pass  this  Vote  would  be  a  gross  insult  to 
the  people  of  Scotland.  There  is  not  a 
man  in  the  whole  of  that  country  who  has 
been  so  severely  criticized  as  Sheriff 
Ivory,  and  there  is  not  a  man  there  who 
has  given  anything  like  the  occasion  for 
censure  that  he  has  given.  After  in  vain 
approaching  this  House  to  seek  redress, 
and  being  repulsed  by  Parliament — or 
the  Parliament  House  element  that  has 
control  in  this  House  of  Scotch  affairs — 
we  took  the  only  means  to  have 
questions  of  important  Constitutional 
rights  settledi  We — a  large  section  of 
the  Scotch  people — were  determined  to 
put  an  end  to  these  high-handed  pro- 

Dr.  Cameron 


ceedings  on  Sheriff  Ivory's  part,  so  we 
took  the  only  course  in  our  power.  We 
subscribed  to  a  fund  to  enable  the  ques- 
tion to  be  tried  in  the  Law  Courts,  and 
there,  forsooth,  because  Sheriff  Ivory 
is  found  to  have  been  wrong,  or 
because  it  does  not  suit  Sheriff  Ivory 
to  send  in  his  bill  of  costs,  the 
Treasury  magnanimously  come  for- 
ward and  make  him  a  present  of  the 
whole  sum  out  of  the  public  money. 
That,  I  say,  is  an  insult  to  the 
people  of  Scotland,  and  I  defy  the  Lord 
Advocate  to  get  up  and  defend  it  without 

Cutting  a  deliberate  slight  upon  his 
'redecessor.  In  Beaton's  case  the  agents 
for  the  pursuer  were  prepared  to  pay 
Sheriff  Ivory's  expenses,  but  he  did  not 
apply  for  them.  The  Treasury  paid 
them,  and  in  recommending  their  pay- 
ment, the  late  Lord  Advocate,  I  contend, 
showed  the  Sheriff  too  much  favour.  In 
the  second  case  the  then  Lord  Advocate 
went  dead  against  the  whole  affair, 
being  unable  to  see  any  reason  what- 
ever to  recommend  a  grant  of  money. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Clackmannan  said  nothing  to  justify 
Sheriff  Ivory;  and  I  should  uke  to 
know  why  that  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
letter,  which  was  laid  before  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury,  is  not  included  in  the 
papers  which  have  been  supplied  to  the 
House  ?  I  ask  the  attention  of  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Treasury  to  the  fact  of  the 
omission  of  this  letter.  The  oalumniooa 
and  mendacious  attacks  of  Sheriff  Ivory 
upon  myself  and  others  have  been  put 
in  the  papers — why  could  not  the 
Government  have  spared  a  page  for  the 
letter  of  the  late  Lora  Advocate, 
especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  they 
found  their  whole  defence  on  that  letter? 
I  suppose  it  did  not  suit  their  purpose* 

Mb.  JACKSON :  It  was  private. 

*Dr.  CAMERON :  Then  why  did  the 

Government    go    out    of     their    way 

to    act    on    this     private     document 

in  the  teeth  of  i^Q  official  advice  of  their 

own  Legal  Adviser  ?    Now,  I  have  laid 

before  the  House  as  briefly  as  I  can  the 

facts  of  this  case^     We  shall  require  to 

have  a  full  explanation^     I  shall  pro-* 

bably  have  to  recur  to  the  matter  again, 
as  I  am  certain  we  shall  have  a  ffood 
deal  of  shuffling,  and  that  it  will  be 
necessary  to  put  the  facts  very  clearly 


1245 


Supply — 


(March 


6 


["  Oh,  oh !  "]  WeU,  roan  only  judg 
by  what  has  already  taken  place.  The 
matter  is  a  small  one  from  a  monetary 
point  of  yiew,  bat  it  is  a  large  one  in 
point  of  principle ;  and  I  yenture  to  say 
that  if  the  Treasury  officials  had  prin- 
ciple at  heart,  as  the  amount  in  question 
is  so  small,  they  would  rather  haye 
made  a  present  of  this  £200  to  Sheriff 
lyory  in  payment  of  his  expenses,  as  pri- 
yate  subscribers  haye  been  content  to  do 
on  the  other  side,  than  allow  the  case  to  be 
discussed  in  the  House.  I  shall  moye 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  whole 
sum — that  is  to  say,  I  shall  oppose  the 
Vote. 

♦Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  J.  P.  B. 
BoBBBTsoir,  Bute) :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down  has  certainly  im- 
ported a  tone  of  acrimony  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  sum  of  £200,  which  has 
already  been  amply  explained,  because 

he  has  explained  that  while  his  speech 
purports  to  criticize  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  refunding  this  money  to 
a  public  seryant,  yet  he  personally  has 
this  complaint  to  make  against  Sheriff 
lyory — namely,  that  Sheriff  Ivory  has 
defamed  him  (Dr.  Cameron). 

*Db.  CAMEEON:  I  made  no  com- 
plaint. I  merely  mentioned  it  as  a 
matter  of  fact.    It  does  not  concern  me. 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  He  men- 
tioned that  as  a  matter  of  fact  inci- 
dentally, and  then,  anxious  that  persons 
in  a  responsible  position  should  not  de- 
fame others,  proceeds  to  use  against 
Sheriff  lyory  language  which,  if  used 
outside  this  House,  would  be  distinctly 
held  to  be  defamatory.  The  question 
is,  how  far  are  public  officers  to  be  de- 
fended by  their  superiors  in  this  House, 
when  Members  of  Parliament  use  lan- 
guage against  them  here  which,  if  used 
elsewhere,  would  be  clearly  actionable  ? 
This  matter  is  a  yery  clear  one.  In  the 
first  place,  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  not 
mentioned  the  libel  alleged  to  haye  been 
uttered  by  Sheriff  lyory.  What  Sheriff 
lyory  said  was  that  a  certain  person 
was  the  ringleader  of  a  mob  and  the 
chief  promoter  of   lawleoanees  in  the 
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district.  But  under  what  circumstances 
was  this  written  ?  Why,  Sheriff  lyory, 
with  the  approyal  of  the  Goyernment, 
went  down  on  an  expedition  to  arrest 
those  who  were  the  ringleaders  in  what 
were  unquestionably  lawless  proceed- 
ings. He  went  down  and  executed  a 
most  difficult,  delicate,  and  inyidious 
duty,  and  on  his  return  it  became 
necessary  for  him  to  write  a  Report 
of  the  result  of  his  proceedings. 
That  Report  was  presented  to  the 
Lord  Adyocate.  The  document  he 
prepared    contained    a  full   report    of 

what  had  taken  place,  and  incidentally 
a  person  was  named  as  one  of  the  ring- 
leaders of  the  mob.  That  was  not  an 
opinion  of  Sheriff  lyory's;  but  he 
founded  his  statement  upon  the  distinct 
information  of  those  accountable  to  him 
upon  the  subject ;  and  therefore,  in 
making  his  statement  to  the  Lord  Ad- 
yocate, Sheriff  lyory  was  doing  no  more 
than  his  duty.  But  the  matter  did  not 
end  there.  He  came  to  town  and  saw 
the  Lord  Adyocate,  and  the  result  of 
that  interyiew  was  that  Sheriff  lyory 
carried  away  the  impression  that  the 
Lord  Advocate  recommended  or  told  him 
to  send  his  Report  to  the  newspapers. 
The  reason  why  that  was  a  plausible 
step  was  yery  obvious.  It  was  because 
defamatory  statements  had  been  made 
against  this  learned  Sheriff,  and  because 
every  attempt  was  being  made  by  agi« 
tators  to  bring  him  into  disrepute,  and 
it  was  only  just  that  in  some  form 
or  other  the  public  should  have  brought 
before  them  the  lines  of  his  defence.  That 
was  Sheriff  Ivory's  opinion,  and  the 
opinion  of  the  Lord  Advocate.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  College 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
allows  that  if  Sheriff  Ivory,  instead  of 
sending  his  Report  to  the  papers,  had 
placed  it  before  the  Government,  and 
the  Government  had  laid  it  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  it  could  then  have 
been  published. 

*Db.  CAMERON .  I  beg  pardon.  I 
distinctly  said  that  the  Home  Secretary 
refused  to  lay  it  upon  the  Table. 

«Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  But  he 
pointed  out  that  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  GK>yemment  to  publish  it,    dearly 
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Sbeziff  Ivory  could  have  obtained  it 
pnblioatioiL  He  could  haye  sent  biB 
Report  to  the  Police  Oommittee  of  Inyer- 
nees,  and  they  would  have  been  at 
liberty  to  publish  it  in  one  way  or 
another.  It  that  were  all,  there  would 
have  been  no  difficulty  in  getting  the 
document  published  under  the  shelter 
of  privilege,  and  then  there  oould  have 
been  no  action  in  respect  of  it.  The  sole 
technical  point  Was  this — ^that  Sheriff 
Ivory  sent  the  Beport  direct  to  the  news- 
papers instead  of  to  the  authorities.  Ac- 
cordingly Sheriff  Ivory's  error  lies  not 
in  the  fact  of  publication,  but  merely  in 
the  mode  of  publication.  The  only  point 
attempted  to  be  made  against  Sheriff 
Ivory  is  the  frankness  and  directness 
with  which  the  publication  was  made* 
Sheriff  Ivory  was  under  the  belief 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  had  authorized 
the  publication  of  the  Beport.  I  re 
gret  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Clackmannan  is  not  here, 
because  I  have  reason  to  know  that  he 
would  have  completely  confirmed  what 
is  now  stated.  If  any  of  his  Colleagues 
sitting  on  the  bench  opposite  are  going 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion,  I  presume 
they  have  been  made  acquainted  with 
his  views.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
Sheriff  Ivory  acted  in  the  hondfid$  belief 
that  the  Lord  Advocate  had  approved  of 
the  publication  of  the  Beport  in  the 
newspapers ;  and  what  the  Government 
had  to  consider  was  whether  an  error 
— which  was  merely  a  misconception  of 
what  took  place  at  aninterview — was  one 
which  should  be  visited  with  liability 
for  the  payment  of  this  £200  ?  As 
a  matter  of  fact,Sheriff  Ivory  had  been 
discharging  the  duty  of  a  public 
servant  under  great  difficulties;  and  I 
trust  that  this  House  will  affirm  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  sustain 
the  action  of  public  officers,  even  when 
they  err,  if  they  act  in  good  faith.  That 
is  a  point  on  which  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  not  give  an  undecided  opinion,  and 

Mr.  J.  P.  B,  RoberUon 
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it  is  the  only  question  raised  in  the  pire* 
sent  discussion, 

Mn.  CALDWELL:    I  think  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  referred  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
action,  he  would  have  seen  that  it  was 
one  which  altogether  precluded  the  idea 
of  privilege.    I  cannot  agree  that,  when 
an  officer  takes  a  certain  action  in  the 
execution  of  his  duty,  he  is  invariably 
entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  Trea- 
sury.   The  ground  of   action   in    this 
particular  case  was  that  Sheriff  Ivory 
was  acting  altogether  outside  his  judi- 
cial  functions.    There  could  have  been 
no  action  whatever  based  on  the  footing 
that  Sheriff  Ivory  had  acted  according  to 
the  duty  that  devolved  on  him ;  but  the 
sole  ground  of  action  was  that  he  pub- 
lished   this  Beport  without  authority, 
acting,  in  so  doing,  altogether  outsiae 
his    proper  functions,   and,    therefore, 
having  no  title  to  protection.    How  was 
the  matter  decided?     The  then   Lord 
Advocate  stated  very  clearly  that  Sheriff 
Ivory,    in    publismng    a    confidential 
document,  had  not  acted  prudently. 

It  being  midnight,  the  Chairman  left 
the  Chair  to  make  his  Beport  to  the 
House. 

Progress  reported. 
House  resumed. 

M  0TI0N8. 


7BIENDLY  SOOISTISS  OOMICITTBB. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  James  Stuart  be  discharged 
from  the  Select  Committee  on  Friendly 
Societies. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Cremer  be  added  to  the 
Committee. — (Mr»  Arnold  MorUy.) 

TRIAL  BY  JUBY  (IBELAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Sexton,  Bill  to  amend  the 
law  relating  to  Trial  by  Jury  in  Ireland » 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Hunter,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  and  Mr.  Edmnud 
Bobertson. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.   [Bill  150.] 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
after  Twelve  o*olock 
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HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  %th  March,  1889. 


Their  Lordships  met,  and  having 
ffone  through  the  business  on  the  paper 
(which  consisted  of  the  Second  Reading  of 
certain  unopposed  Private  Bills)  without 
debate, 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Four  o'clock, 
till  Monday  next,  a  quarter  before 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  %th  March,  1889. 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


LONDON  CENTRAL  (SUBWAY)  RAIL- 
WAY BILL    (By  Ord$r). 

SECOND  RBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time.*' 

Mb.  SEAGER  hunt  (Marylebone, 
W.) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  moving 
that  this  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on 
this  day  six  months.  It  is  a  Bill  which 
contains  provisions  of  an  exceedingly 
novel  character.  The  line  itself  goes 
from  nowhere  and  leads  to  nowhere  ;  it 
is  an  experiment  in  the  shape  of  con- 
struction, and  it  is  to  run  right 
through  some  of  the  best  streets  of 
London — from    St.  James's    Street   to  1 
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Shaftesbury  Avenue,  and  then  on  to 
Holbom  Oircus.  It  will  disturb  people 
who  have  only  recently  been  enabled  to 
settle  down  in  the  locality ;  it  will  pro- 
duce a  great  hindrance  to  trade ;  and,  in 
addition,  the  Company  will  not  be  com- 
polled  to  take  the  whole  of  the  property 
their  prmected  line  will  interfere  with, 
because  by  one  of  the  provisions  of  tJie 
Bill  they  can  take  what  portion  of  a 
particular  property  they  choose — that  is 
to  say,  they  can  take  the  underground 
portion  of  a  shop  without  being  com- 
pelled to  take  that  which  is  above 
ground.  It  runs  through  a  street  which 
IS  now  one  of  the  leading  lines  of  com- 
munication between  the  North  and  South 
of  London,  and  tbe  competition  which 
will  necessarily  spring  up  between  the 
omnibuses  and  the  railway  for  the 
traffic  of  the  district  will,  in  the  end,  be 
ruinous  to  both.  So  far  as  the  capital 
is  concerned,  it  is  to  consist  of  74,950 
ordinary  shares  of  £10  each,  and  500 
deferred  shares  of  £l  each,  and  the 
management  and  control  of  the  under- 
taking will  be  virtually  in  the  hands  of 
the  deferred  shareholders.  This  is  cer- 
tainly one  of  the  most  novel  features  we 
have  yet  seen  in  connection  with  railway 
enterprise.  There  is  another  curious 
feature — namely,  power  to  sell  the  rail- 
way to  the  London  County  Council,  and 
when  we  come  to  look  at  the  amount  of 
capital  proposed  to  be  spent,  the  means 
of  communication  which  already  exist, 
and  have  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
undertaking  is  to  be  carried  on  solely 
by  five  gentlemen  acting  as  directors,  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  it  18  not  a  Bill  that  ought  to  be 
nassed 

♦Mk.  '  QAINSFORD  BRUCE  (Fins- 
bury,  Holborn) :  I  beg  to  second  the 
Amendment,  and  I  regret  that  in 
addressing  the  House  for  the  first  time 
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I  should  hare  to  ask  the  House  to  do 
vhatitiBor^inaril;  very  reluctant  to  do 
— aametj,  reject  a  Private  Bill  on  the 
Second  Beading.  I  hope,  however,  to 
be  able  to  place  before  the  House  reasons 
why  the  Bill  should  be  rejected.  It  ia  a 
scheme  for  carrying  a  railway  from  the 
top  of  St.  James's  Street  to  Holbom 
Circu'ainthreeaections— (No.  l)fromSt. 
James's  Street  to  (No.  2)  the  south  west 
corner  of  Shafteabury  Avenue;  from 
Shaftesbury  Avenue  to  Oxford  Street, 
and  (No.  3)  from  Oxford  Street  to  Hol- 
born  Circus.  The  line,  wheuconstructed, 
vill  not  be  in  communication  with  any 
other  line  of  railway.  The  promoters 
may  say  that  it  is  thebegianingof  a  new 
system, and  that  it  ia  capable  of  indefinite 
extension  ;  but  when  we  consider  the 
enormous  inconvenience  and  interference 
with  traffic  which  must  result  from  the 
oariyiug  out  of  extensive  Torks  in  great 
thoroughfares  of  London,  I  think  hon. 
Members  will  concur  with  me  that  it 
ought  not  »o  be  left  to  private  indivi- 
duals to  lay  down  a  line  a  mile  and  a- 
half  in  length  between  any  points  that 
caprice  may  determine  in  the  centre  of 
London,  learing  it  to  chance  or  accident 
to  determine  whether  hereafter  the 
Boheme  is  capable  of  such  development 
as  to  form  a  connecting  link  between 
distant  parts  of  the  Metropolis.  In  my 
opinion  the  public  have  suffered  in 
times  past  from  the  too  great  readinesa 
of  Parliament  to  sanction  partially 
developed  railway  schemes.  Already 
London  is  cut  up  by  railways  ;  and  the 
public,  although  they  have  suffered  the 
maximum  of  inconvenience,  have  as  yet 
derived  only  the  minimum  of  accommo- 
dation. Xhe  line,  when  constructed,  is  to 
be  worked  by  electricity.  Professors  of 
science,  who  also  claim  to  be  prophets, 
tell  us  that  electricity  ia  destined  to 
supersede  steam  as  the  locomotive 
power ;  I  am  not  concerned  to  doubt 
their  prophecy,  but  all  I  say  is  that  the 
time  has  not  yet  arrived.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  toy  railway  at  Brighton,  I 
am  not  aware  that  at  present  there 
is  a  single  line  which  ia  worked  by  eleo- 
tricity,  and  it  has  not  yet  been  deter- 
mined that  electricity  can  be  used  with 
such  regularity  and  certaiuty  as  is  neces- 
sary for  buaJDesa  purposes-  I  think 
some  streas  ought  to  be  laid  on  the  h' 
midity  of  the  climate  with  which  the 
electriciaaa  will  have  to  cope.  The  un- 
dertaking is  put  forward  as  an  esperi- 
Afr.  Oaint/ord  Bruce 
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ment,  but  I  wish  the  hon.  Members  for 
Stoke-upon-Trent  (Mr.  W.  L.  Bright) 
and  Wolverhampton  (Sir  W.  Plowden), 
whose  names  are  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill,  had,  in  the  first  instance,  tried  it  id 
their  own  districts  before  attempting  to 
carry  it  out  in  the  Metropolis.  I  main- 
tain that  not  only  is  the  scheme  in 
itself  impracticable,  but  that  the  means 
by  which  it  is  proposed  to  carry  it  out 
are  indicative  of  the  unsoundness  of  the 
proposals  in  the  Bill.  The  promoters 
seem  to  have  ransacked  every  Porlia — 
mentsry  precedent  in  order  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  every  clause  at  any  time 
sanctioned  granting  special  favours  tO' 
promoters  of  companies,  so  that  the 
Company  ask  for  the  maximum  of 
privilege  and  the  public  are  deprived 
of  nearly  all  the  protection  which  the 
Land    Clauses    Act    was    intended    to 

Erovide.  For  the  first  time  in  the 
iatory  of  legislation  the  promotere 
have  introduced  the  principle  of 
founders'  shares.  In  comparatively 
recent  times  founders'  shares  have  been 
introduced  in  Limited  Liability  Com- 
panies, founded  on  contract.  It  may 
be  right,  when  a  number  of  persona  ars 
brought  together,  to  carry  out  a  pro- 
posal that  a  founder  should  be  remoae- 
rated  somehow  or  other,  but  a  proposal 
to  pay  a  founder  900  per  cent  of  the- 
funds  of  the  Company  is  very  novel  in- 
deed, and  involves  a  principle  which  I 
think  the  House  will  be  very  jealous  to 
eanotion.  It  may  be  right  where  the 
shareholders  come  in  by  agreement 
upon  particular  terms  to  pay  900  per 
cent,  but  this  House  cannot  by  Act  of 
Parliament  turn  £500  into  £5,000,  and 
yet  that  is  what  this  Bill  does.  Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  is  an 
experiment,  and  taking  into  account 
also  the  mode  by  which  it  is  proposed 
to  carry  it  out,  I  think  the  House  will 
do  well  to  reject  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  thia 
day  six  mouths." — {Mr.  Seagur  Sunt.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  " 

Mr.  W.  L.  BRIGHT  (Stoke-upon- 
Trent) :  There  seems  to  be  a  great  deal 
of  misapprehension  in  regard  to  thia 
Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  West 
Marylebone  (Mr.  Seager  Hunt)  began 
by  saying  that  it  is  proposed  to  tak*- 
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underground  property  and  leave    that 
whioh  is  overhead.      If  he  will    take 
the  trouble  to  examine  the  Bill,  he  will 
find  that  it  is  not  true.     Then  he  said 
that  in  certain  streets   omnibuses  are 
careering  to  and  fro  from  morning  till 
night.     That  is  exactly  what  we  say — 
namely,  that  the  street  traffic  is  so  great 
that   it    is   necessary    to  divert    some 
of  it.     As  to  the  founders'  shares,  they 
are  simply  deferred  shares,  and  they  are 
provided  for  the  simple  purpose  of  pay- 
ing the  expenses  of  those  who  will  have 
to  construct  the  railway.    The  interest 
upon  them  will,  however,  be  deferred 
until  5  per  cent  on  the  ordinary  capital 
has  been  paid  to  the  ordinary  share- 
holders of  the  Company.     I  submit  that 
if  the  Metropolitan  and  District  Hail- 
ways  had  been  made  upon  this  principle 
anyone  who  embarked  his  capital  at  the 
commencement  of  those  schemes  would, 
up  to  the  present  moment,  never  have 
realized  a  single  sixpence  out  of  them. 
So  far  as  the  clause  in  the  Bill  relating 
to  the    voting    power  of  the  deferred 
shareholders  is  concerned,  we  abandon 
the  provision  altogether,  and  agree  that 
the  ordinary    shareholders    shall  have 
full  control  of  the  Company,  and  that 
the  qualification  of  directors  shall  also 
be  decided  by  the  shareholders.     The 
clause  entitling    the    London     County 
Council  to  buy  the  railway  is  a  usual 
one,  and  simply  entitles  the  Council  to 
fiad     money    or    take    shares.       Hon. 
Members  will  be  aware  that  the  City  of 
London    subscribed    £300,000    to    the 
Metropolitan  Railway.   These,  however, 
are  all  of  them  questions  of  detail,  and 
I  submit  that  they  can  only  be  discussed 
properly  in  a  Committee  upstairs.     The 
shopkeepers  of  Holbom  oppose  the  Bill, 
and    I    find    that  a  gentleman  named 
Wallace  has  taken  the  chair  at  one  or 
two  meetings  which  have  been  called  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill.     Mr.  Wallace  is 
a  large  shopkeeper  in  Holbom,  and  he 
is  very  indignant  at  this  scheme ;  but 
I  find  that  in  1884  this  very  gentle- 
man   stated     that      some    thousands 
of     persons      were      daily      resorting 
to  his  premises  from  all  parts  of  the 
Metropolis  and  the  suburbs,  and   that 
any  scneme  that  would  give  facilities  of 
access  cheaply,  expeditiously,  and  com- 
fortably, would  be  a  boon.    In  the  face 
of  this  declaration,  can  the  House  con- 
sider that  the  opposition  of  this  gentle- 
man is  worth  much  ?    It  is  said  that  the 


omnibus  fare  is  only  one  penny.     Well,, 
we  are  only  (coing  to  charge  a  penny. 
But  I   submit  that   all  the  difficultie» 
which  have  been  raised  are  difficulties- 
which   ought  to    be    settled    in    Com- 
mittee ;  we  are  perfectly  ready  to  face- 
the  Committee.     We  believe  that  we- 
have  sufficient  evidence  to  prove  our 
case;  and  we  ask  this  House  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time. 
♦Sir  E.    N.   FOWLER  (London):  I 
liave    presented    a    petition.    Sir,    very 
numerously  signed,  from  my  constituency 
against  this  Bill.     It  seems  to  me  to  in- 
volve a  new  movement  as  regards  un- 
derground railways,    and    that  we  are 
hardly  in   a  position  to  deal  with  the 
question    piecemeal    until  this   House 
has    investigated    the    whole    subject. 
Nearly  30  years  ago,  a  very  influential' 
Committee  of  this  House,  presided  over 
by  the  present  Earl  of  Derby,  inquired 
into  the  railway  system  of  London.     I 
think  that  the  Metropolis  owes  a  great 
deal  to  the  labours  of  that  Committee  ^ 
and  before  we    enter  into   the    ques- 
tion   again,   I    think    it   is    desirable^ 
that  we  should  appoint  a  strong  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  whole  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  ISAACSON    (Tower    Hamlets, 
Stepney) :    I  wish   to    enter  my   most 
emphatic  protest  against  a  Member  of 
Parliament  using  the  machinery  of  this 
House  for  the    purpose  of  promoting 
public  Companies  in  order  to  foist  shares 
upon    a  misguided  and  gulled  public. 
In  this  case  we  have  an  hon.  Member,, 
who     represents     Stoke  -  upon  -  Trent, 
coming  here  to  teach  the  Metropolitan' 
Members    what    is    necessary  for    the 
benefit  of  London.      We,    the  Metro- 
politan Members,  are  rather  a  numerous 
body,  and  we  fancy  that  we  know  quite 
as  much  about    London    as    an    hon. 
Member  who  represents  a  constituency 
like  Stoke-upQQ-Trent.     And  what  is  it 
that  the  h6n.  Member  wishes  the  House* 
to  do  ?    He  asks  us  to  sanction  an  ad- 
ditional  expenditure  ot  a «  million   of. 
money  npon  an'  gjllef^rouad  railway, 
when  many  milHIfiB  have  alr^dy  been 
expended  on  similar  undertakings,  and 
up  to  the  present  day  the  unfortunate^ 
shareholders  have  not  received  sixpence 
in   the  shape  of  dividends.     I  do  not 
think  that  the  machinery  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ought  to  be  employed  in 
order  to  foist  such   schemes  upon  the 
public. 

8  C  2 


1265     London  Central  ( Suhwa^)      { COM M0N8  \ 


Bailway  Btil. 


1856 


Mr.  OOOHILL  (Newoastle-under- 
TiTme) :  I  cannot  help  regarding  this 
«eoeine  as  one  of  the  most  foolish  pro- 
poaitioDs  ever  submitted  to  this  House. 
It  it  a  Bill  iDtroduoed  in  the  iiitereetaof 
-th«  Meti  opolis.  jet  th^  name  of  no  Metro- 
politan Member  is  on  the  back  of  it ; 
"Uie  only  names  which  appear  are  those 
-of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke- upon- 
Trentand  the  hon.  Member  forWolver- 
liAmpton.  I  think  that  if  those  hon. 
Members  would  devote  a  little  more  of 
'tkeir  time  to  their  own  oonstituents 
instead  of  to  the  Metropolis  their  services 
would  be  of  considerably  more  value 
than  they  are  at  present.  Of  all  the 
•streets  of  which  we  ought  to  be  proud  in 
London,  St.  James's  Street  is  one  of  them. 
It  is  one  of  the  finest  streets  in  this 
<<sapital  or  in  any  capital  in  Europe, 
and  yet  it  is  proposed  to  run  an  under- 

S'ound  railway  from  the  top  end  of  it  to 
olbom  Oircus.  I  think  it  is  most 
undesirable  that  such  a  railway  should 
he  allowed  to  run  through  the  heart  of 
Iiondon,  and  I  can  only  characterise  the 
<urcular  sent  to  Members  of  this  House 
this  morning  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke- upon- Trent  as  an  outrage  upon 
.good  taste. 

Mn.  LABOUGHERE  (Northamp- 
ion) :  The  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
••at  down  commenced  by  saying  that  this 
as  a  Bill  which  concerns  the  Metropolitan 
Members  alone ;  therefore,  as  represent- 
ing Newcastle- under-Ly me,  he  gives  us 
Ibis  views  on  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Member  attacked  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke-upon- Trent,  and  he  says  that  a 
circular  has  been  sent  round  by  which 
my  hon.  Friend  is  an  outrage  upon  the 
House.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  make 
any  further  reply  than  this — that  the  hon. 
Oentleman  who  has  just  sat  down  is  an 
Unionist.  Then,  again,  there  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stepney  (Mr.  Isaacson). 
I  never  heard  such  arguments 
addressed  to  this  House.  If  the  hon. 
Member  would  bring  forward  a  pro- 
posal that  no  Member  of  this  House 
should  be  a  Director  of  a  Company, 
that  would  be  a  matter  for  discussion, 
but  to  say  that  he  will  oppose  a  Bill  be- 
oause  of  the  Members  whose  names  are 
on  the  back  of  it  is  going  a  little  too 
far. 

Me.  ISAACSON :  What  I  said  was, 
that  this  was  a  Bill  proposed  by  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  who  have  no  con- 
upofion  T»  ith  the  locality  whir-h  it  affectp. 


Mb.    LABOUOHEBE:    The      hon. 
Gentleman  protested  against  the  use  of 
the  machinery  of  Parliament  for  the  par- 
pose  of  carrying  Railway  Bills.     jBat 
how  can  a  railway  be  made  without  the 
consent  of  Parliament  ?     I  came,  as  I 
always  do,  with  a  very  open  mind  to  the 
consideration  of  this  measure.     If  my 
mind  was  closed  at  all,  it  was  to  a  certain 
extent  closed  against  the  Bill,  becaase  I 
thought  it  contained  an  improper  clause 
— namely,  the  clause  which  threw  the 
voting  power  into  the  hands  of  a  few 
individuals.    That  clause,  however,  has 
been  entirely  given  up  by  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill,  and  I  find  it  is  an  entire  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  there  is  any  inten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  promoters  to  take 
portions  of  houses.    The    proposal    is 
simply  this  :  to  be  allowed  to  take  any 
portion  of  a  cellar  running  imder  the 
roadway  without  being  obliged  to  take 
the  rest  of  the  house.    In  the  event  of 
a  dispute,  the  matter,  by  the  Bill,  is  to  be 
referred  to  a  jury,  so    that   full    and 
ample  compensation  may  be  given  to  the 
owner  of  the  house  for  any  injunr  he 
may  sustain.    I  do  not,  therefore,  think 
that  that  is  a  point  which  ouffht  to  pre- 
vent us  from  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Com- 
mittee.   It  is  said  that  the  Bill  will  in- 
volve a  disturbance  of  the  streets  and  a 
hindrance  to  the  traffic ;  but  that  is  an 
argument  against  any  improvement  in 
the  Metropolis.    No  doubt  the  construo- 
tion  of  this  Railway  will  disturb  the 
streets,  but  I  find  that  the  Bill  provides 
that  a  large  subway  shall  be  made  by 
the  Company  to  carry  all  the  gas  and 
water  pipes,  and  I  apprehend  that  when 
that  subway  is  made  the  disturbance  of 
the  streets  will  be  much  less  than  it  is  at 
present,  for  we    know  by   painful  ex- 
perience that  at   the  present    moment 
the  streets  are  being  taken  up  every  day 
by  some  gas  or  water  company.    There 
win  be  a  disturbance  for  once  and  all, 
and  it  will  then,  to  a  great  extent,  cease. 
We  are  told  that  we  ought  not  to  pass 
this  Bill  because  it  is  likely  to  injure 
the  omnibus  traffic ;  but  that  is  sioiilar  to 
the  argument  that  was  used  against  the 
institution    of   railways — namely,    that 
they  would  injure  the  stage  coaches.     I, 
as  an  inhabitant  of  London,  and  one  of 
the  public,  think  that  this  line  will  be  of 
great  advantage  to  the  public,  and  for  that 
reason  I  shall  vote  in  favour  of  it.  I  have 
no  personal  interest  in  it  except  as  one 
of  the  public.     The   Member  for    the 
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Oity  of  London  (Sir  B.  Fowler)  tells  us 
Ihat  we  ought  tctti^intaOomaiittee  to 
investigate  the  railway  system  in 
London.  We  have  already  had  a  Oom- 
mittee,  and  it  gave  us  the  Underground 
Bail  way  system  that  already  exists  in 
London,  and  this  Bill  simply  proposes 
to  add  to  it.  The  real  question  is  this, 
whether  primA  fueii  this  is  a  system 
whioh  ought  to  be  submitted  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  I  think  it  is. 
♦Mb.  OOUBTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min): No  doubt  this  is  a  scheme 
which  involves  many  proposals  of  con- 
siderable novelty.  It  proposes  to  run 
under  a  very  important  part  of  London, 
commencing  from  the  top  of  St.  James' 
Street,  and  it  proposes  to  use  a  power 
of  locomotion  which  as  yet  has  been 
practically  untried.  There  may  be 
some  practical  difficulty  in  carrying  out 
the  scheme,  and  the  line  may  prove  to 
be  unworkable,  but  I  think  the  case 
presented  by  the  promoters  is  one  which 
IS  entitled  to  reasonable  examination. 
It  will  be  backed  up  by  guarantees  of 
the  usual  character,  and  all  doubtful 
questions,  whether  engineering  or 
financial,  or  the  relations  between  the 
Company  and  the  Metropolitan  au- 
thorities, will  be  closely  examined  by  a 
Committee,  to  which  alone  we  can  look 
for  a  solution  of  such  questions.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Holbom  (Mr.  Gainsford  Bruce),  who 
spoke  with  great  ability  against  the 
Bill,  adduced  a  single  argument 
which  might  not  be  brought 
against  any  scheme,  or  which  ought  to 

Srevent  us  from  referring  the  Bill  to  a 
elect  Committee  in  the  usual  form. 
There  was  one  provision  in  the  Bill 
which  was  of  a  character  that  I  think 
no  Committee  would  pass,  and  if  it  were 
accepted  by  a  Committee  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  sanctioned  by  the  House 
itself — namely,  the  proposal  that  the 
founders'  shares  should  be  able  to 
outvote  or  to  nullify  any  vote  of  the 
ordinary  shareholders.  It  was  a  pro- 
vision rashly  inserted  in  the  Bill,  and  I 
am  glad  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stoke-upon-Trent  that  it  has  be^n 
entirely  abandoned.  The  mere  creation 
of  founders'  shares  is  an  item  of 
novelty,  but  it  does  not  appear  to  be  one 
that  ought  not  to  be  investigated  with 
perfect  fulness.  There  may  be  no 
reason  for  believing  that  founders' 
shares,  properly  controlled,  may  not  be  a 


judicious  way  of  meeting  the  preliminary 
expenses  of  schemes  of  this  nature.  I 
would  suggest  to  the  House  that  we* 
should  act  upon  the  ordinary  prinoiples- 
which  guide  us  in  regard  to  Private 
Bills,  and  refer  this  measure  to  a  Seloot 
Committee,  who  will  have  full  power  to 
consider  all  the  points  which  have  been 
raised. 

•Mb.'bAKTLEY  (Islington,  N.):  Aa 
a  Metropolitan  Member  and  one  who 
has  been  in  London  all  his  life,  I  think 
the  great  object  we  ought  to  have  at  heart 
is  the  provision  of  facilities  for  moving 
readily  and  cheaply  from  one  part  of  the 
Metropolis  to  the  other.  Now,  tho 
only  argument  I  have  heard  against  this 
railway  is  that  it  is  an  experiment.  If 
the  House  of  Commons  had  thrown  out 
every  railway  scheme  which  was  an 
experiment,  I  am  afraid  that  we  should 
have  been  in  a  state  of  barbarism 
as  regards  travelling  at  this  moment.. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  if  this  scheme 
can  be  successfully  carried  out  it 
will  be  of  immense  value.  The  idea^ 
that  it  will  ruin  the  omnibus  traffic  is  a 
very  old,  fashioned  notion.  The  Under- 
ground Bail  way,  so  far  from  ruining  tho 
omnibuses  as  was  originally  predicted^ 
has  greatly  added  to  their  traffic. 

Mb.  SEAOEB  HUNT:  What  I 
said,  or  meant  to  say,  was  that 
the  omnibus  fares  at  this  moment 
are  very  low,  and  that  the  con* 
struction  of  this  railway  is  likely 
to  bring  about  a  competition  betweea 
the  omnibuses  and  the  railway  which, 
will  reduce  the  fares  and  make  the* 
traffic  ruinous  to  both  parties. 
*Mb.  BABTLET  :  That  is  the  argu- 
ment which  was  used  when  the  omnibua 
fares  were  much  higher  than  they  are* 
now,  but  the  London  General  Omnibus 
Company  manage  to  pay  a  dividend  of 
10  per  cent.  I  trust  that  the  Bill  will, 
as  is  usual  in  such  oases,  be  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee,  and  that  the  scheme 
will  prove  to  be  a  useful  addition  to  tho 
system  of  underground  railways. 

Sib  W.  HABCOUBT  (Derby) :  It  ia 
very  rarely  that  I  take  part  in  the 
discussion  of  a  Private  Bill,  but  I  think 
that  we  should  be  adopting  a  strong 
course  if  we  were  to  refuse  to  refer  thia 
or  any  other  Bailway  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  There  are,  no  doubt, 
questions  of  great  importance  involved 
in  this  proposal,  but  thev  will  receive 
full    consideration    at    the  hands    of 
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a  Oommittee,  and  the  House  must  re- 1 
collect  that  in  reading  the  Bill  a  aeoond 
time  it  will  not  be  parting  with  its  juris- 
diction  in  the  matter,  because  if,  after 
the  investigation  upstairs,  the  House  is 
dissatisfied  with  the  proposals  contained 
in  the  Bill,  it  will  always  have  the  power 
of  throwing  it  out  upon  the  Third  Head- 
ing. I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Islington  (Mr.  Bartley)  that  it  is 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  provide  all 
classes  of  society,  and  especially  the 
humbler  classes,  with  facilities  for  cheap 
travelling.  To  throw  out  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  on  the  Second  Heading  would,  I 
think,  be  an  unusual  and  an  unwise 
course,  and  therefore,  although  I  do  not 
often  vote  upon  ft  ^ivate  Bill,  I  shall 
vote  in  favour  of  this. 

Mr.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finabuiy,  E.)  : 
I  am  not  going  to  oppose  the  Second 
Beading  of  the  Bill,  but  I  propose  to 
reserve  to  myself  the  right  to  oppose  it 
upon  the  Third  Beading  if  I  think  it 
necessary.  I  canie  down  to  the  House 
determined  to  vote  against  the  Second 
Beading,  but  the  promoters  have  now 
withdrawn  some  of  the  most  objection- 
Able  clauses,  I  think  tha  Bill  is  one 
which  might  be  carefully  investigated 
by  a  Select  Oommittee. 

Question  "  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand 
partof  the  Question,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

M  0  TI  0  NS. 


KILSYTH  AND  BOMNTBRIDOE  BAILTAT  BILL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Order  [27th  Fehruair]  that 
the  KiUyth  and  Bonnybridge  Railway  BOl  b» 
referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  fox 
Private  Bills  be  read  and  discharged. 

Ordered,  Thiit  the  Bill  be  withdrawn.— (3fr. 
Herbirt  Gardner.) 


Rtguhtion  Act. 
QUESTIONS. 


T  LIVING  ANIMALS  BILL. 
Addreiia  for  Copy  of  the  Keport  from  the 
Insuuctor  ahowiiig  the  Qumber  of  Eiperimentd 
performed  on  Living  AainiBlH  during  the  year 
ISBS,  under  licencea  granted  under  the  Act,  3!) 
and  40  Vic.  c.  77,  distinguisbing  painless  from 
painful  EiperimeDts  (in  continuation  of  Par- 
liamentary Paper,  No.  186,  of  Hesaion  1888'<. 
—  {Mr.  StutH-WortUy.) 

GUNS  AND  rROJBUTILBS  (PALLISBU  SYSTEM) 
BIU,. 
Address  fur  Heturn  of  nuniber  of  Onna  con  - 
VFTted  on  ihe  PiilliBor  syetem,  and  of  the  ap- 
proximate weight  of  the  Shot  »nd  Shell  cast  on 
the  I'alliscr  system.— (Co/.  JVofan.) 
Sir  W.  Harcourt 


IRELAND— CONSTABLE  M'NEANT. 

Mr.  BLANE  (Armagh,  8.) :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lietenant  of  Ireland  if  it  hae  been 
reported  to  him  that  Constable  M'NeaDj 
pomted  in  a  threatening  manner  hia 
revolver  at  a  man  named  Patrick  O'Don- 
nell,  on  28th  January,  in  County  Done 
gal;  if  other  constables  have  been 
reported  in  a  similar  way;  and,  if  be 
will  make  inquiries  as  to  compl^nta  on 
the  subject P 

The  chief  SECEETAHYFoa  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfotjb,  Manchester, 
East)  :  The  Constabulary  Authorities 
report  that  it  is  the  case  that  O'Donnell 
has  alleged  that  the  constable  pointed  a 
revolver  at  him,  and  threatened  to  shoot 
him.  The  case  has  been  returned  for 
trial  at  the  Assizes  to  ba  held  in  a  few- 
days.  No  other  constables  appear  to 
have  been  reported  in  a  similar  way. 
I  shall,  of  course,  make  full  inquiry 
as  to  any  specific  complaints  oa  the 
subject. 

INFRINGEMENTS  OF  THE  COAL  MINB8 
REGULATION  ACT,  1888. 
Me.  CUNINGHAME  aEAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.):  I  bug  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment whether  the  workmen  em- 
ployed in  Knockterra  Pit  appointed 
Mr.  KeirHardie,  their  Union  Secretary, 
to  intimate  to  the  manager  their  ap- 
pointment of  a  check-weigher;  whether 
the  manager  refused  to  accept  the  in- 
timation from  Mr.  Hardie ;  whether  the 
Mines  Inspector  for  the  district  refused 
to  interfere  in  the  matter ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  these  facte,  a  body  of  work- 
men have  not  power  to  appoint  their 
Union  Secretary  to  make  an  intimation 
on  their  behalf;  and,  if  they  have  such 
power,  on  what  grounds  the  Inspector 
of  Mines  refused  to  prosecute  the  mana- 
ger for  a  breach  of  "The  Goal  Mines 
Begulation  Act,  1888,"  in  having  pre- 
vented the  cheuk-weigher  from  perform- 
ing his  duties  after  suchlegalnntice  had 
been  given  ?  I  beg  also  to  ask  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment whether  notice  of  the  election  of 
a  check-weigher  at  Knockterra  Pit  waa 
made  to  the  manager  in  writing,  signed 
by  two  of  the   workmen  ;  whether,  on 
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the  morning  following  the  said  notice 
being  g^^en,  the  two  men  signing  it 
were  dismiseed  and  the  check-weigher 
prevented  by  force  from  performing  his 
duty;  and,  whether  this  case  was  re- 
ported to  the  Inspector  of  Mines,  who 
caused  an  invoAtigation  to  be  made,  and 
found  the  facts  to  be  as  recited  above  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  in  contempla- 
tion to  prosecute  the  manager  for  a 
-contravention  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Mines  Act;  and,  if  not,  can  he  explain 
for  what  reason  ? 

The  home  SECEETARY  (Mr.  H. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  East) :  Mr. 
Keir  Hardie  wrote  a  letter  to  the  over- 
man of  the  Knockterra  pit  informing 
him  that  Richard  Young  had  been  duly 
elected  check-weigher  by  the  miners  em- 
ployed in  the  pit.  He  did  not  state  that 
be  was  appointed  by  the  workmen  to 
give  this  notice,  and  the  owners  of  the 
pit  refused  to  accept  it.  The  inspector, 
on  being  appealed  to,  wrote  to  both 
parties,  saying  it  was  a  pity  that  snch 
diftputes  should  arise,  ana  pointing  out 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  owners  were 
entitled  to  an  intimation  from  the  work- 
men themselves  and  not  from  an  out- 
sider. Afterwards,  two  workmen  in  the 
pit  left  a  letter  for  Mr.  Angus,  the 
manager,  informing  him  that  they  had 
been  appointed  by  the  workmen  to  give 
him  notice  of  the  appointment  of  a 
<!heck- weigher,  and  after  Mr.  Angus  had 
received  this  letter  the  check-weigher 
was  installed  in  his  position.  In  the 
meantime,  the  two  workmen  had  been 
dismissed  by  the  overman,  not  for  giving 
the  notice,  but  for  absenting  themselves 
from  work.  They  have  since  been  re- 
instated, and  are  at  work  again.  On 
the  general  question  I  have  nothing 
to  add  to  what  I  said  in  the  House  on 
the  28th  ult. 

Ma.  FEN  WICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man say  whether  a  notice  tendered  on 
behalf  of  the  workmen  by  the  general 
secretary  of  their  Association  is  in- 
sufficient under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  decline  to  give  an  opinion  on  a 
legal  question  arising  under  the  Act. 
The  section  is  not  explicit  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  notice  is  to  be 
given.  I  gave  the  best  answer  I  could 
on  the  28th  of  last  month,  and  I   will 


not  take  upon  myself  to  say  what,  in  all 
cases,  will  be  sufficient. 

IRELAND-FATHER  STEPHENS. 

Mb.  BLANE  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  part  of  the  evidenee 
against  the  Bev.  Daniel  Stephens,  of 
Faloarragh,  county  Donegal,  who  was 
recently  sentenced  for  conspiracy  against 
payment  of  rents  to  six  months'  im- 
prisonment in  Londonderry  Qaol,  waa 
statements  made  on  oath  as  witness 
before  two  Eesident  Mafristrates  sitting 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  which 
statements  were  used  against  him  in  his 
own  trial;  and,  if  so,  can  he  state  if 
such  be  English  Court  practice  except  in 
case  of  perjury ;  if  the  second  part  of 
the  case  consisted  of  evidence  of  a  letter 
found  in  a  drawer  at  the  house  of  the 
Bev.  James  M'Fadden,  P.P.  Oweedore, 
said  to  be  in  handwriting  of  defendant ; 
whether  any  proof  of  publicity  amongst 
the  tenants  of  the  Olphert  estate  were 
given  at  trial ;  and,  if  he  can  state  the 
grounds  of  decision  relied  on  by  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  :  I  am  informed 
that  the  defendant  has  appealed.  I  am, 
therefore,  precluded  at  the  present  time 
from  making  any  statement  in  regard 
to  the  evidence  produced  or  with  respect 
to  the  grounds  of  the  decision  come  to. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  as 
a  matter  of  fact  whether  a  portion  of 
the  evidence  produced  against  Mr. 
Stephens  was  evidence  he  had  given 
himself  in  the  case  of  another  defen- 
dant? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  would 
rather  not  answer  Questions  on  this 
matter,  as  an  appeal  is  pending. 

DRAWING  IN  SCHOOLS. 

Sib  HENBY  BOSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education 
•  whether,  before  the  issue  of  the  Minute 
I  of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Educa- 
tion in  January,  extending  to  Scotland 
the  provision  that  no  gprant  for  drawing 
should  be  made  on  account  of  crirls  to 
whom  cookery  is  not  also  tauprht,  due 
account  was  taken  of  the  circu  in  stances 
of     Scotch     mixed     schools     and    the 
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opiiiicniB  of  Scotch  educational  authori- 
ties; whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
effect  of  this  restriction  in  England  has 
been  larselj  to  crush  out  the  teaching 
of  drawing  to  both  boys  and  girls  in 
mixed  schools;  whether  it  is  antioi- 
pated  that  this  will  be  the  case  in  Scot- 
fand  under  the  new  Minute;  and, 
whether,  since  this  is  in  direct  conflict 
with  the  advice  of  the  Report  of  the 
Boyal  Oommission  on  Technical  In- 
struction, and  of  both  the  majority  and 
minority  of  the  Beyal  Commission  on 
Elementary  Education,  in  all  of  which 
the  extension  of  drawing  teaching  is 
strongly  recommended,  he  can  see  his 
way  to  remove  the  restriction  ? 

The  vice  PJBtESlDENT  of  the 
OOUNOIL  (Mr  EDUCATION  (Sir  W. 
&ABT  Dtki,  Kent,  Dartford) :  The 
lorm  in  which  the  Minute  was  issued 
was  due  to  an  understanding  with  the 
Treasury  that  Scotland  should  be  placed 
on  an  equality  with  England,  but  there 
is  no  reason,  so  far  as  I  know,  why  the 
change  shoidd  have  the  effect  my  hon. 
Friend  seems  to  anticipate,  seeing  that 
in  mixed  schools  boys  alone  may  be 
taught  drawing,  as,  I  believe,  is  largely 
done  in  England.  Further  changes  in 
the  English  Code  are  in  prospect  which 
will,  I  hope,  facilitate  and  promote  the 
leaching  of  drawing  to  both  boys  and 


Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) : 
Was  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
consulted  before  the  Minute  was  issued  ? 

Snt  W.  HART  DYKE :  I  apprehend 
that  was  the  case ;  but  I  have  no  right 
ito  answer  positively  in  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. 

Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire): 
When  is  it  proposed  to  lay  the  new  Code 
on  the  Table  ? 

Sib  W.  hart  DYKE:  The  new 
Code  will  be  placed  on  the  Table  well 
within  the  limit  of  time— probably 
within  the  next  fortnight. 

IRELAND  —  THE  TREATMENT  OP 
MICHAEL  DAVITT  IN  THE  CONVICT 
PRISONS. 

Mb.  BLUNDELL  MAPLE  (Camber- 
well,  Duiwich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  his  attention  has  been  called  to  Mr. 
Miobael  Davitt's  letter,  which  appeared 
in  the  Fall  Mall  OautU  of  4th  March  in- 

Sir  Henry  Ro9co$ 


stanty  in  which  he  states  that,  having  been 
tried  and  convicted  in  1870.  on  a  charge 
of  treason-felony,  he  was  degraded  to 
the  level  of  a  non-political  prisoner ;  ia 
ittme  that  he  was  so  treated,  and 
dressed  like  a  convict  in  Porduid  in 
1881-2,  or  did  he  receive  any  exceptional 
indulgence;  and,  when  in  Dartmoor, 
was  he  made  to  wear  acoUar  and  yoked 
to  a  cart  to  do  the  work  of  a  beast  of 
burden? 

Sib  W.  HARCOUBT  (Derby):  With 
the  assent  of  the  Home  Secretary,  as 
part  of  this  Question  relates  to  a  matter 
m  my  knowledge,  I  will  answer  that 
portion  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question. 
What  I  have  to  reply  to  is  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  Question. 
As  to  what  took  place  on  the  first 
imprisonment  of  Michael  Davitt,  I  know 
nothing.  It  was  not  under  my  admin- 
istration. But  as  to  what  took  place 
in  1881-2  I  will  reply.  The  hon. 
Member  asks  whether  Davitt  was  treated 
and  dressed  as  a  convict  in  Portland,  or 
whether  he  received  any  exceptional  in- 
dulgence. I  will  first  answer  that  in 
the  words  of  Davitt  himself.  He  wrote 
a  letter  to  me — very  much  to  my  sur- 
prise— immediately  he  was  released  from 
Portland.    In  it  he  says — 

'*  Learning  since  my  release  from  Portland 
that  I  am  indebted  to  yon  for  whaterer  kind 
treatment  I  have  receired  while  inoaroemted 
there,  I  beg  yon  will  accept  this  as  an  ezprenion 
of  my  grateful  acknowledgment  of  saon  kiBd«> 


That  is  the  first  answer,  and  they  are 
his  thanks  for  the  exceptional  treatment 
he  received.  As  it  is  a  matter  of  some 
importance,  I  will  tell  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  what  the  exceptional  treatment  was. 
Mr.  Michael  Davitt  was  arrested  oa 
February  4,  a  Friday,  and  I  gave  im- 
mediate directions  that  he  was  not  to 
be  treated  as  an  ordinary  convict,  and  I 
wish  it  to  be  quite  understood  that  I 
acted  on  my  own  personal  respon- 
sibility as  Secretary  of  State,  on  tha 
authority  of  the  Prisons  *Act|  by 
which  the  control  of  all  prisona 
and  prisoners  is  vested  in  and  exercised 
by  the  Secretary  of  State.  So  that  tha 
Home  Secretary  is  the  prison  authority. 
The  Prison  Commissioners  are  stated  ia 
the  6th  section  to  be  appointed  for  the 
purpose  of  aiding  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  Uie 
Act,  and  m  the  9th  section  they  ara 
ordered  in  the  exercise  of  their  powara 
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to  conform  to  anj  direotions  of  the 
(Seeretary  of  State  which  thej  may 
receive  from  time  to  time.  Therefore  I 
ooneidered  it  my  duty  to  determine  and 
order  how  Mr.  Davitt  should  be  treated. 
I  aecordingly  sent  for  Sir  E.  Du  Oane, 
one  of  the  ablest  administrators  I  have 
ever  come  across,  and  told  him  what  my 
views  were,  and  desired  him  to  com- 
mvnicate  them  to  the  (Governor  of 
Portland  Prison.  As  far  as  my  recollec- 
tion goes,  Sir  E.  Du  Oane  entirely 
coincided  with  my  view,  although  I 
need  hardly  say,  if  he  had  not  done  so, 
he  would  have  loyally  carried  it  out. 
Mr.  Davitt  having  been  arrested  upon 
the  Friday,  on  the  Monday,  February  7, 
I  was  asked  a  Question  in  the  House 
of  Oommons  upon  the  subject,  and  I 
stated  then  that  Mr.  Davitt  was  to  be 
removed  to  Portland,  and  was  not  to  have 
his  hair  cut.  The  next  thing  I  directed 
was  that  he  should  not  be  moved  in  his 
prison  clothes.  These,  of  course,  were 
special  directions  in  his  case.  Im- 
mediately upon  his  being  removed  to 
Portland,  I  bad  an  applicadon,  which  I 
also  stated  to  the  House^-indeed,  every- 
thing I  did  in  this  matter  was  stated  to 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  presence 
of  a  very  experienced  Home  Secretary, 
Sir  Bichard  Cross,  who  could  have 
challenged  my  conduct  if  he  had 
thouffht  it  open  to  observation.  This 
apphcation  I  refer  to  was  made  on 
FeDruarjr  1 1th,  and  was  from  a  private 
friend  of  Mr.  Davitt's,  to  see  him.  That 
was  not  allowed  by  the  prison  rules.  I 
ought  to  have  mentioned,  when  I  re- 
ferred to  the  Prisons  Act,  that  the  convict 
prisons  are  not  under  the  Prisons  Act, 
but  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  is  the  same ;  in  fact,  if  it  be  pos- 
sible, he  has  more  absolute  control  over 
the  convict  prisons  than  he  has  over 
the  ordinary  prisons.  This  friend  of 
Mr.  Davitt's  was  the  wife  of  an  honoured 
and  respected  Member  of  this  House, 
now  unfortunstely  deceased,  I  mean 
the  late  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan.  Mrs. 
Sullivan  wished  to  see  Mr.  Davitt,  and 
I  wished  her  to  see  Mr.  Davitt  for  two 
reasons.  I  wanted  his  friends  to  be 
satisfied  with  his  treatment,  and  I 
wanted  to  be  satisfied  with  their  report 
myself,  and  not  merely  with  official 
reports.  The  constant  communication, 
which  passed  between  Mr.  Sullivan  and 
myself  at  that  time  were  the  foundation 
of  a  friendship  which,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 


lasted  too  short  a  time.  Mrs.  Sullivan 
visted  Mr.  Davitt,  and  from  that  moment 
down  to  a  year  aiter  the  imprisonment 
of  Mr.  Davitt  there  never  was  a  question 
or  complaint  in  this  House  as  to  hia 
treatment.  I  ordered  constant  visits  oT 
his  friends  not  allowable  by  prison  rules,, 
and  there  were  other  female  friends  or 
Mr.  Davitt  who  wished  to  see  him.  [^A 
laugh,  I  I  do  not  see  why  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  laugh.  I  will  tell  you  why 
I  preferred  that  these  ladies  should  visit 
him.  I  treated  him  as  a  political  pri- 
soner, and  I  said  that  I  did  not  think  it 
desirable  that  his  political  colleagues- 
should  visit  him,  but  I  wished  his  per- 
sonal friends  to  do  so.  That  was  the 
distinction  I  drew.  I  ordered  also  that 
his  own  personal  friend  and  medical 
adviser.  Dr.  Kennedy,  should  visit  him. 
He  did  so,  and  reported  to  me  constantly 
upon  his  condition,  and  I  have  those  re- 
ports still.  I  said  there  were  no  fur- 
ther questions  asked  in  the  House  of 
Commons  until  March  20th,  more  than 
a  year  after  his  imprisonment.  On 
March  20th,  1882, 1  made  a  statement  in 
this  House  of  all  the  particulars  of  the^ 
treatment  of  Mr.  Davitt.  It  is  in  Han^ 
iordj  and  my  statement  was  made  in  the 
face  of  this  House,  so  that  my  conduct 
could  be  challenged  and  I  could,  if 
necessary,  be  called  to  account.  I  said — 

**  1  not  only  wished  to  satisfy  myself  but  also 
the  friends  of  Mr.  Davitt  by  allowing  friends 
of  his  to  visit  him,  and  they  have  reported  to 
me  privately  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  I  could 
not  give  those  private  reports,  but  I  see  one  of 
those  visitors  has  published  a  letter  in  an 
American  paper,  in  which  he  said: — *You 
will  be  glad  to  hear  that  Mr.  Davitt  is  well,, 
and  that  he  has  increased  six  pounds  in  weight 
since  I  last  saw  him,  that  he  has  no  complaint 
to  make,  that  he  seems  in  wonderful  spirits,, 
and  that  he  reads  and  writes  every  day.* ' 

I  had  given  orders  that  he  should  re- 
ceive  writing  materials  and  whatever- 
books  he  desired.     This,  of  course,  was- 
contrary  to  all  prison  rules — 

••Mr.  Davitt,"  his  friend  says,  "is  in  the 
enjoyment  of  excellent  health,  and  has  nothing 
to  complain  of  in  his  trestment.  He  is  in  as- 
good  spirits  as  if  he  were  outside ;  satisfied 
with  his  cUet  and  sleeping  accommodation,  and 
he  takes  an  intense  pleasure  in  the  care  of  hi» 
garden.*' 

I    wish  to  mention  another  thing.     I 
ordered  that  he  should  not  consort  with 
any  of  the  other  convicts.     I  gave  a 
direction  that   he  should    not  be  put. 
to   any    disagreeable  labouri  and  tnat- 
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lie  was  to  amuse  himself  in  the  garden ; 
and  his  friend  called  it  **  his  garden.'' 
As  a  fact,  it  was  the  Governor's 
garden  which  he  so  much  enjoyed.  "To 
wind  up,"  his  friend  said,  "we  can  say 
that  his  health  has  materially  improved, 
and  that  he  is  now  sound  and  strong." 
And  I  added  at  the  time — 

**  I  thought  that  a  man  in  his  position  would 
require  mental  as  well  as  physical  recreation, 
and,  therefore,  I  have  ordered  that  what  hooks 
he  wishes  he  should  he  allowed  to  use,  and  that 
lie  should  have  the  use  also  of  writing  materials. 
These  have  heen  a  great  satisfaction  to  him,  I 
have  also  permitted  his  friends  to  see  him,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  they  will  take  an  improper 
advantage  of  that  permission.  This  will  allow 
his  friends  to  satisfy  themselves  as  to  his  con- 
dition." 

Then,  Sir,  a  question  was  put  to  me 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Longford — "  Have  you  not  refused  him 
Hansard  f  "  I  confessed  that  I  had  not 
thought  of  that,  and  I  gave  the  answer 
that — 

*'  If  anyone  likes  to  read  Hansard  he  may  do 
so  as  far  as  I  am  concerned.      I    should  have 
thought  that   would  have  been  an  additional 
punishment." 

The  only  point  on  which  Sir  E.  Du 
Cane  expressed  any  doubt  as  to  Mr. 
Davitt's  treatment  was  as  to  whether 
Mansard  should  be  allowed  him.  On 
consideration  I  thought  that  if  Mr. 
Davitt  wished  to  have  Hansard  for  the 
j)urpo8e8  of  the  writing  on  which  he  was 
CD  gaged,  he  should  have  Hansard  ^  and 
he  did  have  Mansard,  That  is  the 
history  of  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr. 
Davitt  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
asked  a  Question.  Now,  just  to  sum  up 
what  the  exceptional  treatment  was, 
Mr.  Davitt  )iad  a  separate  and  comfort- 
able room  where  he  could  read  and 
write;  be  had  a  supply  of  writing 
materials  and  books,  including  Hansard; 
he  was  not  allowed  to  consort  with  con- 
victs ;  he  had  iio  irksome  occupation, 
but  occupied  himself  in  an  agreeable 
way  in  the  garden ;  and  he  received 
visits  from  his  friends.  There  is  another 
point  I  ought  to  refer  to,  and  that  is  with 
regard  to  the  prison  clothes.  Now,  I 
have  already  said  that  Mr.  Davitt,  when  he 
was  removed  to  Portland,  was  moved  in 
his  own  clothes  and  not  in  prison  clothess. 
I  was  not  asked,  I  think,  in  this  House, 
but  I  made  a  statement  on  this  matter 
at  the  very  beginning;  and  I  said  I 
thought  prison  clothes  could  not  be  dis- 
pensed with,  because  if  he  were  allowed 

Sir  W,  Harcourt 


to  wear  his  own  clothes  they  niight 
litate  escape.  From  that  time,  as  fax  as 
I  can  recollect,  there  was  no  question  in 
this  House,  and  I  do  not  find  that  in  any 
correspondence  the  matter  of  the  prison 
clothes  was  pressed  upon  me.  Mr.  Davitt 
wore  the  prison  clothes  all  the  time  he 
was  at  Portland ;  but  if  the  matter  had 
been  pressed  upon  me,  all  I  can  say  now 
is  that,  as  in  the  case  of  Hammri. 
I  think  I  should  have  dispensed  wiili 
them.  These  are  the  facts  of  the  ease. 
When  I  was  consulted  by  Lord  Spencer 
as  to  the  treatment  of  Irish  prisoners  I 
referred  to  the  details  of  this  case,  and 
I  recommended  him  in  a  letter  that  I 
have  already  read  to  the  House  to  fol- 
low the  example  I  had  set.  I  thank  the 
House  for  having  enabled  me  to  make 
this  statement,  I  have  told  the  hon. 
Member  that  my  determination  was  that 
Mr.  Davitt  should  not  be  treated  as  a 
convict,  and  he  was  not  so  treated.  In 
that  respect  I  followed,  I  believe,  the 
course  taken  by  my  predecessors  and  by 
my  successors;  and  if  anybody  had 
desired  to  challenge  that  course  of  oon- 
duct,  it  was  stated  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  they  had  the  opportunity 
here  and  at  the  time  to  do  so.  Having 
stated  these  facts  as  to  the  treatment  of 
Mr.  Davitt,  I  confess  I  was  a  little  sur- 
prised— I  am  not  going  into  details — at 
the  tone  of  Mr.  Davitt^s  letter  on  which 
this  Question  was  founded ;  but  I  do  not 
complain,  because  in  these  days  one  ought 
not  to  be  surprised  at  anything. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  afraid  that 
the  hon.  Member  will  find  my  answer 
most  uninteresting  and  jejune  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  from 
the  fulness  of  his  personal  knowledge, 
while  my  answer  contains  only  such 
particulars  as  I  have  been  able  to  gather 
from  the  official  sources  at  my  command, 
Mr.  Davitt,  whUe  at  Portland  in  1881-3, 
was  clothed  as  a  convict,  but  on  medical 
grounds  he  was  at  once  located  in  the 
infirmary  in  the  usual  course,  and  was 
there  allowed  such  indulgences  as  were 
expressly  recommended  by  the  medical 
officer,  including  tht^  use  of  books  and 
writing  materials.  The  Secretary  of 
State  himself  verbally  expressed  the 
desire  that  every  consideration  should 
be  shown  to  Mr.  Davitt.  While  at 
Dartmoor  in  1872  and' subsequent  years 
Mr.  Davitt  was  employed  as  an  ordinary 
convict,   and  had  to  assist,   with  five 
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•others,  in  drawing  a  oart  with  a  yoke 
made  of  webbing  placed  on  the  shoulder 
^nd  passed  across  the  breast. 

Mb.  db  lisle  (Leicestershire, 
Mid)  :  Under  whose  Administration 
leas  Mr.  Davitt  first  imprisoned,  and 
who  was  Home  Secretary  at  the  time  ? 

Mk.  MATTHEWS :  The  right  hon. 
•Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  was  Premier  in  1872,  and  Mr. 
Bruce,  now  Lord  Aberdare,  was  Home 
Secretary. 

THE  BANKRUPTCY  ACT,  1883. 
CoLONBL  HILL  (Bristol,  8.):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  Trustees  under  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  and  the  estates  which 
they  represent,  are  now  put  to  consider- 
able expense  in  disclaiming  leasehold 
and  other  onerous  property  which  is  of 
no  yalue  to  the  debtor's  estate,  but 
which  must  be  disclaimed  in  order  to 
jivoid  personal  liability;  and,  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
propose  any  amendment  of  the  law  with 
the  view  of  diminishing  such  expense? 
♦The  PEESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach, 
Bristol,  W.)  :  The  alterations  in  the  law 
relating  to  the  disclaimer  of  onerous 
property  effected  by  Section  55  of  the 

S  resent  Bankruptcy  Act  have  un- 
oubtedly  been  a  serious  source  of  ex- 
pense to  bankrupt  estates,  as  has  been 
pointed  out  in  the  Annual  Reports  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  bv  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  the  Board  of  Trade  are  in 
oommunication  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
•ou  the  subject,  with  the  view  of  ascer- 
taining whether  any  measures  can  be 
■adopted  to  diminish  such  expense. 

IRELAND— MR.  CECIL  ROCHE,  R.M. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  is  it  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,  after  presiding 
at  the  trial  of  Mr.  Wm.  O'Brien,  M.P., 
at  Killarney,  proceeded  with  the  accused 
to  Tralee,  and  followed  the  vehicle  con- 
taining the  prisoner  through  the  streets 
of  Tralee ;  that  Mr.  Roche,  finding  the 
townspeople  cheering  Mr.  O'Brien, 
ordered  them  to  be  prosecuted,  and,  in 
the  case  of  at  least  one  of  them  (Mr.  M. 
Stack),  swore  a  deposition  before  another 
Resident  Magistrate  (Capt.  Welch) ; 
that  upon  Mr.  Roche's  evidence,  Mr. 
Stack  was  sentenced  to  six  months'  im- 


Erisonment,  or  to  give  bail  for  his  good 
ehaviour,  for  cheering  for  Mr.  O'Brien ; 
was  this  trial  held  in  the  police  barracks, 
and  was  this  legal  under  the  Petty 
Sessions  Act ;  can  the  deposition  made 
by  Mr.  Roche  be  laid  upon  the  Table ; 
and,  is  there  any  precedent  under  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1882  for  this  blending  of 
judicial  and  administrative  functions  by 
Kesident  Magistrates,  or  for  their  acting 
in  this  way  in  cases  where  they  have  sat 
as  Judges  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  in- 
formed that  Mr.  Roche,  on  the  occasion 
in  question,  accompanied  ou  his  way 
home  Captain  Welch,  who  was  in  charge 
of  the  forces,  and  who  was  going  in  the 
same  direction.  Mr.  Roche  did  not  take 
any  part  in  the  management  of  the 
forces,  nor  did  he  direct  any  prosecution. 
He  did,  when  required  to  do  so,  give 
sworn  testimony  as  to  the  riotous 
behaviour  of  Mr.  Stack.  Mr.  Stack  was 
ordered  to  find  bail  to  be  of  good 
behaviour,  or  in  default  to  be  im- 
prisoned. He  found  bail,  as  did  the 
others  charged  on  that  occasion.  I  see 
no  ground  to  adopt  the  unusual  course 
suggested  of  laying  the  deposition  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  answered  the  part 
of  the  Question  which  asks  if  the  trial 
was  held  in  the  police  barracks,  and 
whether  that  was  legal  under  the  Petty 
Sessions  Act  ? 

Mr.  A.J.BALFOUR:  Notice  of  the 
Question  was  not  given  me  in  time  to 
get  those  particularR. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  has  been  on 
the  Paper  the  last  two  days.  I  will  put 
it  down  for  Monday.  I  beg  also  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  why 
did  Mr.  Cecil  Roche  cease  to  be  em- 
ployed as  Legal  Sub- Commissioner 
under  the  Land  Act,  1881,  when  he 
received  £1,000  per  annum  travelling 
expenses ;  aod,  is  it  the  case  that  since 
he  was  disemployed  under  the  Land. 
Commission  other  Legal  Sub-Com- 
missioners have  been  appointed  by  that 
body,  although  Mr.  Roche's  salary  as 
Resident  Magistrate  is  only  £425  and 
allowances  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  appoint- 
ment held  by  Mr.  Roche  as  Legal 
Assistant  Commissioner  was  an  annual 
one.  He  was  re-appointed  by  Lord 
Spencer  no  less  than  four  times,  and,  I 
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understaod,  was  informed  by  all  the 
heads  of  the  Oommiesion  that  they 
were  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  manner 
in  whioh  he  had  discharged  his  duties. 
He  was  not  appointed  by  the  present 
Oovemment  as  an  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner, nor  did  he  sabsequently  seek  to 
be  so  re-appointed.  His  present  re- 
muneration as  a  Resident  Magistrate  is 
£425  and  allowances. 

IRISH  NATIONAL  TEACHERS. 

Me.  peter  Mcdonald  (Siigo.  n  o 

I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
the  Poor  Law  Guardians  of  Clones  and 
other  Unions  in  Ireland  have  declined 
to  certify  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  as  required  by  the  Probate 
Duties  Act  of  1888,  that  the  con- 
tributory grant  to  National  teachers  is 
included  under  the  head  of  "  Salaries, 
&c.''  as  they  are  empowered  to  do  by 
that  Statute ;  and,  whether  he,  as  head 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  will 
take  steps  to  enforce  this  necessary 
requirement  to  be  complied  with,  so 
that  an  equitable  proportion  of  the 
Probate  Duty  Grant  shall  be  applied  to 
supplement  the  miserable  salaries  of 
National  teachers  in  such  Unions  as  do 
not  otherwise  become  contributory  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  hon. 
Member  appears  to  be  under  some 
misapprehension.  By  Section  3  of  the 
Probate  Duties  (Scotland  and  Ireland) 
Act,  1 888,  the  basis  of  the  allocation  of 
the  grant  is  confined  to  the  amount 
expended  by  the  Guardians  on  the 
salaries  and  renumeration,  &c.,  of  the 
officers  of  the  Union  in  connection  with 
the  relief  of  the  poor  or  under  the 
Medical  Charities  Act  of  1851.  Con- 
sequently, in  making  the  allocation,  no 
account  can  be  taken  of  sums  con- 
tri bated  or  paid  by  the  Guardians  under 
the  National  School  Teachers  Act. 

PROVISIONAL    ORDERS, 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  what  steps  are  being  taken  by  the 
Board  in  reference  to  making  Pro- 
visional Orders,  as  directed  by  Section 
62  of  the  Local  Government  Act  of  last 
Session,  iu  the  case  of  boroughs  and 
sanitary  districts  in  the  same  area,  and 
when  such  Provisional  Orders  will  be 
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introduced  for  confirmation  by  Pariia- 
ment? 

♦The  PRESIDENT  op  thk  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  BiroHii, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  The- 
Local  Government  Board  haye  in 
each  of  the  cases  referred  to  directed 
a  local  inquiry  by  one  of  their  in« 
specters,  and  the  several  inquiries 
have  now  been  held.  The  prepara- 
tion of  the  Orders  whioh  are  re- 
quired is  being  proceeded  with,  bat 
before  the  Orders  are  issued  the  drafts* 
will  be  forwarded  to  the  local  authori- 
ties. There  will  be  no  delay  that  can. 
be  avoided  in  submitting  the  Orders  to* 
Parliament  for  Confirmation. 

NATIONAL    RIFLE   ASSOCIATION- 
ACCOMMODATION  FOR  ANNUAL 
MEETINGS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preetan) :  I  beff  to- 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  what 
acreage  of  Government  land  the  War 
Office  has  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the 
National  Kifle  Association;  for  what 
portion  of  the  year,  for  how  many  years, 
and  upon  what  terms ;  and  whether,  a» 
stated  in  the  TimM^  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  War  Office  to  acquire  control  of  Bislej 
Common  and  to  place  it  together  with 
the  land  it  already  holds  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Association ;  and,  if  so,  what  ia 
the  agreement  or  understanding  with 
the  Association  as  to  Bisley  Oommon  ? 
♦The  secretary  op  STATE  job 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopk,  Lincoln- 
shire, Homcastle) :  No  detailed  arrange* 
ments  for  the  user  of  GK>yemment 
land  have  yet  been  made,  as  I 
have  not  yet  received  official  intimation 
that  the  Brook  wood  site  has  been 
finally  adopted.  I  have  intimated 
informally  to  the  Association  that  if 
they  will  grant  the  War  Department 
the  user  over  the  land  at  Brookwood 
which  they  may  purchase,  I  would  tak» 
steps  to  extinguish  the  common  riffhta 
over  a  wedge-shaped  plot  of  Bialey 
Common  which  juts  into  War'  Depart- 
ment property,  and  allow  the  Associa- 
tion the  user  of  it.  Such  an  arrange- 
ment would  add  considerably  to  the 
ground  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Aldershot  available  for  military  ma- 
ncBuvroB 

MARAUDING  AT  SIERRA  LEONE 

Sib  E.  FOWLEE  (London):  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
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the  Oolonies  whether  he  haa  reoeired 
information  as  to  a  coroner's  inquest 
held  at  Free  Town,  Sierra  Leone,  on 
Pebmary  1st  last«  on  the  body  of  the 
Chief,  Gabanna  Gombo,  brought  as  a 
political  prisoner  from  the  Gallinas 
country,    who  died  on  January  26th ; 

whether  he  is  aware  that  it  was  alleged 
before  the  jury  that  the  prisoner  died  of 
strangulation,  having  during  four  days 
been  tied  round  the  neck  and  other 
parts  of  his  body  with  a  rope,  on  the 
excuse  that  no  handeuffs  were  available, 
and  that  the  jury  were  only  persuaded 
to  pass  a  verdict  of  "  death  resulting 
from  blood  poisoning,  the  effect  of  ill- 
usage,"  on  the  coroner's  promise  that 
the  facts  of  the  case  should  be  reported 
to  the  authorities  with  a  recommenda- 
tion that  the  police  officers  in  charge  of 
the  prisoner  be  brought  to  justice ; 
whether  any  action  is  being  taken  in 
accordance  with  this  compromise;  and 
whether  he  can  acquaint  the  House  with 
the  circumstances  under  which  a  native 
chief  who  has  for  a  long  time  been 
an  ally  of  the  British  Gt>vemment  in 
its  advances  in  the  West  Ooast  of 
Africa  has  been  thus  sererely  dealt 
with. 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOB  THB  COLONIES  (Baron  db 
Woaiis,  Liverpool,  East  Tozteth) :  This 
«hief,  who  cannot  correctly  be  styled  a 
political  prisoner,  was  conveyed  as  a 
prisoner  to  Sierra  Leone,  having  been 
guilty  of  marauding  and  raiding  a  short 
time  after  he  had  been  present  at  a 
meeting  of  chiefs  when  they  were 
ivarned  that  such  practices  must  cease. 
We  have  not  heard  officially  of  the 
inquest ;  but  the  Governor  has  reported 
the  chiefs  death,  owing  to  blood  poison- 
ing, in  consequence  of  a  wound  caused 
by  the  rope  with  which  he  was  secured. 
This  tseatment  is  very  much  to  be 
regretted  ;  and  the  Governor  has  issued 
a  strict  order  to  the  police  that  as  a  rule 
handcuffs  only  should  be  used,  and  that 
when  it  is  unavoidable  to  tie  prisoners, 
great  care  should  be  taken  that  no  injury 
or  undue  harshness  is  permitted  ;  and 
that  any  remissness  will  be  severely  dealt 
with. 

Dr.  CLA.RK  (Caithness) :  Has  any- 
thing been  done  to  the  police  officers 
who  dragged  the  raau  along  with  a 
rope ;  have  they  been  suspended  and 
tried,  or  are  they  still  at  work  and  in 
full  pay  ? 


Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester) :  When  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  says  that  an  in- 
dependent chief  has  been  guilty  of 
marauding,  does  he  mean  that  the  man 
was  guilty  of  making  war  ? 
*BAROir  H.  DB  WORMS :  I  cannot 
give  a  definition  of  marauding. 

Mb.  WINTERBOTHAM  (Gloucester, 
Oirenoester) :  Will  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman make  inquiries  as  to  what  has 
been  done  to  the  policemen  ? 

Db.  CLARK :  May  I  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  question,  which 
he  has  not  answered  ? 
*Babon  H.  db  WORMS:  I  have 
given  an  answer.  I  said  I  haye  not 
heard  of  the  inquest  officially ;  until  I 
do  I  cannot  give  the  hon.  Member  any 
further  information. 

LIVERPOOL  BOARD  OF  CUSTOMS. 

Mb.  NEVILLE  (Liverpool,  Ex- 
change) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to 
the  !nreasury  whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  action,  at  Liverpool 
in  February  last,  of  the  Deputy-Chair- 
man of  the  Board  of  Customs  in  ordering 
the  immediate  dissolution  of  the  joint 
committee  of  the  examining  officers  and 
outdoor  officers  of  Customs,  censuring 
the  members  of  that  committee  and 
other  officers,  and  ordering  the  removal 
to  other  posts  of  five  examining  officers 
and  six  outdoor  officers ;  whether  the 
committee  had  been  guilty  of  any  breach 
of  existing  regulations  which  justified 
such  action ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he 
will  instruct  the  Board  of  Customs  to 
remore  the  censure  passed  on  the  officers 
and  the  interdict  on  their  association; 
what  was  the  reason  of  the  removal  of 
the  officers  from  Liverpool ;  and  whether 
they  have  been  restored  to  their  former 
positions  ? 

Thb  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds  N.) :  I  haye 
received  a  Report  from  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Customs  with  reference  to  the 
hon.  Member's  Question.  The  Treasury 
does  not  interfere  with  matters  of 
discipline  in  the  Revenue  Depart- 
ments unless  specially  appealed  to. 
In  the  present  case  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  Board  of  Customs  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  committee  re- 
ferred to  was  organizing  opposition 
throughout  the  service  to  the  orders  of 
the  Board,  and  the  Commissioners  took 
steps  for  the  dissolution  of  the  committee 
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and  for  the  removal  to  other  ports  of 
certain  officers.  I  am  informed  that 
sereral  of  the  officers  selected  for 
removal  petitioned  to  he  allowed  to  re- 
main at  Liverpool,  and  that  the  Oom- 
missioners,  their  directions  having  heen 
obeyed,  have  granted  this  request. 

THE  ARREST  OF  DR.   TANNER. 

Mr.  CONDON  (Tipperary,  E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  true 
that,  on  the  arrival  of  Dr.  Tanner  on 
Sunday  morning  last  in  Clonmel,  a 
reporter  of  the  Tipperary  Nationalist 
sought  admission  to  the  railway  station 
in  nis  professional  capacity,  and  was 
refused  by  the  police;  that  he  asked 
for  the  name  of  the  sergeant  in  charge, 
and  was  also  refused  and  told  "  to 
ffo  to  the  devil "  ;  and  that,  imme- 
diately after,  the  police  charged  and 
batoned  him,  inflicting  several  wounds ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  policeman 
who  committed  the  assault  was  fined 
2 Is.  at  the  Clonmel  Petty  Sessions,  on 
Wednesday,  6th  March ;  and,  what 
notice  the  Government  intends  to  take 
of  this  policeman's  conduct  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottingham, 
Bushcliffe)  :  I  beg  also  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  Constable  Doyle, 
of  the  Eoyal  Irish  rionstabulary,  was 
fined  20s.  and  costs  by  the  magistrates 
at  Clonmel  for  unnecessarily  using  his 
baton  in  Clonmel  on  the  drd  March,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  arrival  there  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid- Cork? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Constabu- 
lary authorities  report  that  it  is  the 
case  that  on  the  arrival  of  Dr.  Tanner  at 
Clonmel  a  cordon  of  police,  which  was 
keeping  back  a  disorderly  crowd,  re- 
fused admitance  to  a  reporter  of  the 
Tipperary  Nationalist^  as  they  could  not 
let  him  through  without  giving  an 
opportunity  for  others  to  force  their  way 
in  also.  The  two  sergeants  in  charge 
denied  that  they  refused  their  names,  or 
heard  any  offensive  expression  used  to 
the  reporter.  The  police  did  not  charge 
until  they  were  severely  struck  with 
stones,  one  constable  being  knocked 
down  insensible.  The  reporter  appears 
to  have  received  a  blow  in  the  charge, 
but  it  is  not  true  that  a  policeman  was 
fined  in  respect  to  it.  A  man  who  was 
arrested  in  another  part  of  the  town, 
when  in  the  act  of  picking  up  a  stone, 

Mr,  Jackson 


and  who  resisted  arrest,  was  in  the  m^ 
struck  with  a  baton.  For  this  he  som- 
moned  Constable  Doyle,  who  was  fined 
in  the  Borough  Court,  from  which,  how* 
ever,  he  has  appealed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  how  it  is  the  polics 
took  upon  themselves  the  right  to  ex- 
clude persons  from  the  railway  station?' 
Does  the  railway  station  belong  to  the 
police,  or  is  it  not  private  property  be-^ 
longing  to  a  Limited  Liability  Coni"^ 
pany? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  police 
have  a  right  to  prevent  a  disorderly  mob 
entering  the  railway  station  upon  an 
occasion  like  that  referred  to  in  the 
Question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Does  the  rail- 
way station  belong  to  the  polioe,  or  to  a 
Company  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  hare  no^ 
official  knowledge  as  to  whom  it  be- 
longs to. 

IRELAND— MR.  JOHNSON. 

Mr,  M'CARTAN  (Down,  South): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the^ 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  Mr. 
Johnson,  who  was  formerly  employed  as- 
sub-agent  in  a  landlord's  office  where 
Mr.  Commissioner  Wrench  was  then  the- 
landlord's  rent  agent,  has  been  pro- 
moted to  an  important  office  in  the 
Land  Commission  at  a  salary  of  £500 
a  year ;  whether  Mr.  Johnson  some  time- 
ago  appeared  before  the  Sub-Com- 
mission, instructing  the  landlord's 
solicitor  against  the  fair  rent  applica- 
tions of  the  tenants  ;  whether  he  is  now, 
or  was  lately,  in  charge  of  that  depart- 
ment of  the  Land  Commission  whieh 
has  custody  of  and  control  over  the  lists 
of  prices  and  the  reports  furnished  by 
the  scrutineers,  &c.,  for  the  purpose  ot 
altering  or  revising  the  judicial  rents;, 
and,  why  Mr.  Johnson  was  promoted 
over  the  heads  of  the  four  Heg^trart- 
appointed  in  1881,  and  in  preference  to- 
them  and  to  others  in  the  Land  Com- 
mission, who  were  led  to  believe  that 
they  would  be  treated  as  Civil  Service- 
officials  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  He  was  em- 
ployed in  the  office ;  I  do  not  know 
whether  as  a  sub-agent.  He  haa  not 
been  appointed  to  a  place  of  £500  a 
year.  He  gets  £1  \s,  a  week,  and  hia 
place  is  temporary.  The  answer  to  the* 
second  and  third  paragraph  is  in  th& 
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negative.  His  duties  are  oonfined  to 
clerical  and  arithmetical  work.  He  has 
not  been  promoted  over  the  head  of  any- 
one. The  Registrars  alluded  to  have  much 
better  places.  No  officials  of  the  Land 
Commission  have  been  given  to  under- 
stand that  they  will  be  treated  as  Oivil 
Servants. 

IRISH  BANKS, 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
laeutenant  of  Ireland  what  were  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  the  North  Dublin  Poor 
Law  Union  recently  applied  to  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board  to  sanction  the 
substitution  of  the  Munster  and  Leinster 
Bank  for  the  Bank  of  Ireland,  as 
treasurer  of  the  Union:  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  maintain  their 
refusal  to  sanction  the  substitution 
desired  by  the  Guardians  ;  and,  whether 
a  copy  of  the  correspondence  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.BALFOUR:  As  regards  para- 
gpraphs  1  and  2,  I  beg  to  refer  the  hon. 
Member  to  the  reply  given  by  me  yes- 
terday to  a  Question  on  this  subject  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  County, 
North.  With  respect  to  paragraph  3,  I 
do  not  see  that  any  public  advantage 
would  be  gained  by  following  the  course 
suggested.  The  correspondence  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Guardians  of  the  Union, 
aod  has  already  obtained  publicity. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  I  intend  to  raise 
the  UuestioQ  on  a  future  occasion,  would 
it  not  be  of  advantage  that  all  the  facts 
contained  in  the  correspondence  should 
be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  consider 
the  point. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  GILL  (Louth,  S.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  whether  Head  Constable 
Preston,  in  visiting  certain  prisoners  in 
Millbank  without  direction  from  any 
one,  was  acting  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  answer  is 
in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  GILL  :  Is  it  the  custom  to  allow 
a  constable  to  rove  about  English  gaols 
for  the  purpose  of  seeing  prisoners  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
Member  asks  me  the  Question,  I  do  not 


know  anything  about  the  circumstancesr 
but  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  in  accordance^ 
with  the  English  practice. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  Preston  is 
an  Irish  Constable,  will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  us  what  he  is  doing  in 
England  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  believe  I 
have  answered  before  that  Head  Con- 
stable Preston  was  in  London  on 
subpcena  from  the  Commission. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Does  that  give^ 
him  the  right  to  visit  gaols,  and  do  the 
Government  approve  of  a  constable 
brought  over  here  to  g^ve  evidence^ 
taking  other  duties  and  functions  on 
himself  and  visiting  prisoners  in  gaols  in 
the  interests  of  the  Times  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  did  not  reply. 

Mr.  GILL :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
in  what  capacity  did  Head  Constable^ 
Preston  visit  certain  prisoners  in  Mill- 
bank  ;  was  his  application  for  leave  to- 
visit  them  made  in  writing ;  and,  in^ 
virtue  of  what  consideration  or  autho- 
rity was  it  that  Preston  was  held  en- 
titled to  have  his  application  to  visit 
these  prisoners  granted  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  Head  Constablo 
Preston  visited  the  prisoner  Tracy  on 
two  occasions  as  the  representative  of 
Mr.  Soames.  The  application  was  made 
in  writing  on  the  first  occasion.  Tho 
second  visit  was  allowed  on  personal 
application.  The  applications  were 
granted  in  accordance  with  the  usual 
practice,  which  I  have  more  than  once 
explained. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Was  the  prisoner 
Tracy  asked  in  advance  whether  these 
visits  were  acceptable  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  think  I  have 
answered  that  Question  onne  or  twice- 
before,  but  I  really  do  not  carry  these 
particulars  in  my  mind. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  on  the  occasion  of 
the  first  visit  a  written  application  waa 
made.  Who  made  the  written  applica* 
tion  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  The  written  ap- 
plication was  from  Mr.  Soames. 

Mr.  gill  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  the  written  application 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  ;  and  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  under  what 
understanding  a  Head  Constable  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  is  authorized 
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to   siot  M  the  repreaantatiTe   of  Mr.  tion  yeatorday.    That  atuwar  waa  gma 

'43oamea  ?  in  praoiae  aooordanoa  with  th«  infSoniw- 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  did  not  raply.  tion  oonTeyad  to  ma.    I  atill  beliafra  itto 

Mb.  ICOABTAN:  May   I  aak  the  beaocnrate. 

•Chief  Secretary  whether  we  aze  now  to  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :   As  the  right 

nnderatand  that  it  waa  not  correct,  aa  he  hon.  Oentleman  haa  stated  that  (£■• 

atated.  that  Preston  went  to  ririt  Tracy  atable  Preaton,  inrisiting  the  priaonw 

■on  behalf  of  the  Government  to  find  on    a  letter    from    Mr.    Soamea,   was 

who  waa  tamperine  with  him  f  not  acting    for    Mr.    Soamea    or    the 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  believe  that  T^mm,  will  he  be  good  enough  to  stats 

to  be  perfectly  and  abaolntely  accurate,  if  he  waa  acting  for  the  Gk>Tenun«at; 

I  stated  that  thia  conatable,  who  waa  and  will  he  be  good  enough  to  atate 

-over  here  on  subpoena,  did  ask   Mr.  whether   the  Gk>vemment  were  aware 

Soamea  to  get  leave  to  visit  thia  prisoner,  that  he  was  so  aotine  for  them  ? 

4tad  I  also  informed  the  House  thattfie  Mb.  A.  J.  BALfOUB:  I  have  at' 

object  with  which  he  visited  him  was  ready  stated  that  thia  oonatable  aotad 

for  the  purpoae  I  then  indicated.  entirely  on  hia  own  responsibility,  and 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  now  aak  the  Government  were  not  oognixaat  of 

the  right  hon.  Oentleman  if  he  approvea  it.    But  I  may  remind  the  House  that 

of  the  Irish  Ooostabulaiy  acting  on  the  the  oircnmstanees  under  which  any  oon- 

-initiative  of  Mr.  Soameein  visiting  these  stable  viaited  Tracy  were  theee :  Traey, 

furiaonera?  when  in  Ireland,  volunteered  informa- 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  did  not  answer-  tion  of  a  very  serious  and  a  very  impor- 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:    I  will  put  the  tantohararter  connected  with  crime  in 

•Oueetion  again.    Does  the  right  hon.  J"'"^;    ^?  ""S, ?*  ™t  t"."®  ^^  <>»•  »* 

Gentleman  approve  of  Head  Oonetable  *^tJ*^^  "^aSpTT     niiirL 

Preston,  of  thelloyallrish  Constabulary,  ^b.  T.  W  KUSSELL  :  Oajrtlebar. 

acting  for  Mr.  Soames  in  this  matter?  **?•  '^\^-  ^'^^y^"'':  ^^  ^* 
Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  did  not  V^^^^  denounced  in  the  local  Roman 
oatch  whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Catholic  ohapel  as  an  informer.  Thei» 
GenUeman  addressed  his  Question  to  me  "P??  ^^  7^  removed  to  Belfast,  and  la 
or  to  the  Home  Secretary.  Belfast  also  polioe-I  am  not  sure  whe- 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  intimated  that  he  *«'  *"»  particular  constable,  but  mem- 
addressed  the  Question  to  the  Chief  ^?"  *»'.  ^*  ^?'"'®  Force-again  visited 
jg^g^l^m-  him,  with  a  view  of  seeing  whether  he 

Mb.  a."  J.  BALFOUR :  I  wiU  give  T*"*'^  P""?'  "t  ~f  P^****  *^«  «"»|'«^ 
my  answer.  I  do  not  think  any  general  aion-complete  the  statement;  and  I 
rule  can  be  laid  down  as  to  what  is  opnc^^e  that  the  police  were  unques- 
proper  or  improper  in  the  matter,  tionably  not  only  doing  their  duty,  but 
{ironical  che«r*.-\  I  repeat,  I  do  not  T*"  ^?*°«  that  which,  if  they  had  not 
think  any  general  rule  can  be  laid  down  *<"»•'  ^''•y  would  have  been  guilty  of  a 
as  to  what  is  proper  or  improper  in  the  T'fy  grave  derehotion  of  duty.  I  am 
actions  of  constables  in  the  matter  to  informed  that  when  the  pnsoner  waa 
which  t».e  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  brought  over  to  London  on  the  subpoena 
Toferred.  It  depends  upon  the  circum-  ^^  *^®  ^'^  ^^  "^"^  *°.r®  ^•*^  ^on- 
stances  of  the  case.  For  my  own  part,  •*»^^®  Preston.  He  either  made  the 
I  will  lay  down  no  other  general  propo-  '®<1"J«8*  »°  Ix)ndon  or  just  before  he  left 
sitions  on  the  subject  than  those  I  have  Belfast;  and  the  Head  Constable,  I  be- 
already  stated  to  the  House  on  more  'i®^®»  ^!"*  *»  **'®  P".*l"®'L  ^  ®°°'*" 
than  one  occasion;  but,  as  a  matter  of  quenoe  of  the  request  of  the  Treasury- 
fact,  I  believe  in  this  case  the  constable  hw. object  being,  as  I  have  stated,  to 
in  question  was  not  acting  as  agent  for  «1»°»'>  so  far  as  he  could,  the  truth  of  this 
the  Txm4».  I  stated  so  yesterday.  ™»'*®'"  /rom  the  man,  and  to  see  what 
ir  m  ir  ttt^  4  T -xr  nri.  -l  moans  had  been  used  to  tamper  with 
Mr  T.  M.  HEALY:  Who  was  he  j^.^  and  the  fact  that  he  got  permisaioxi 
4icting  for  then  ?  ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^y^^  prisoner  through  Mr. 
Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  Soames,  who  was  the  instrument 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  One  hon.  through  which  he  had  been  brought  to 
Gentleman  has  already  referred  to  the  London  as  a  witnetss,  appears  to  me  to 
answer  which  I  gave  to  a  similar  Ques-  be  immaterial. 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Geiitleinan  haa  made  a  long 
statement,  but  he  has  not  answered. 
[''Oh,  oh!"]  I  do  not  complain  at 
all;  but  what  I  am  going  to  point 
out  is 

Me.  E.  STANHOPE :   Oh,  oh! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Hear,  hear ! 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  only  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  What  I 
was  going  to  point  out  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
the  Question  put  to  him — namely,  Did 
Constable  Preston  go  into  this  prison  on 
behalf  of  the  Times  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Government ;  and  if  he  did  not  go  on 
behalf  of  either,  I  think  we  must  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  by  what  right 
Irish  constables  go  into  English  prisons 
on  roving  commissions  of  this  kind  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  I 
have  answered  that  point,  Sir.  I  have 
stated  that  I  believe  this  Head  Con- 
stable acted  on  his  own  responsibility. 
It  appears  to  me  he  acted  perfectly 
rightly.  Tracy  was  already  giving 
very  interesting  and  important  informa* 
tion  to  the  Government,  and  this  man 
was  perfectly  right  to  try  and  follow 
it  out. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  In  reference  to  the 
statement  just  ma.de  that  while  Tracy 
was  in  Castlebar  he  was  publicly 
denounced  in  the  Roman*  Catholic 
Chapel,  as  he  had  turned  informer,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  letter  of  the  Rev.  Patrick  Lyons, 
P.P.,  of  Castlebar,  who  is  Chaplain  of 
the  prison,  in  which  he  states :  — 

'*  I  feel  it  my  imperative  daty  to  give  that 
statement  an  emphatic  and  unqualified  con- 
tradiction. It  is  utterly  and  absolutely  untrue 
that  Tracy's  name  was  mentioned  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  under  any  circumstances 
whatsoever,  either  in  the  Prison  Chapel  or  the 
Parish  Church  at  Castlebar." 

I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  now  withdraws  the  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  I 
do  not  withdraw  my  statement.  I  can- 
not recollect  the  name  of  the  chapel  at 
this  moment,  but  I  know  it  is  not  in  the 
parish  church  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers.  Of  course  I  am  quite  open 
to  correction,  but  so  far  no  reason  has 
been  stated  in  this  House  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  induce  me  to  believe 
I  am  wrong. 

VOL.  OOCXXXni.    [third  SSBIE8.] 


Mr.  SEXTON  rose  to  put  a  further 

Question,  but 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
think  any  further  Questions  should  be 
put  on  the  paper.  The  supplementary 
Questions  are  becoming  very  nume- 
rous. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  a  personal  ex- 
planation, I  wish  to  state  that  I  quoted 
from  the  verbatim  report  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  which 
Castlebar  Church  is  mentioned. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
I  the  Home  Department  whether  there  is 
any  precedent  for  the  course  which  has 
been  taken  with  reference  to  the  visit  of 
the  agent  of  the  Timet  to  Nally  in  Mill- 
bank  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  g^ve 
the  date,  names,  and  circumstances  re- 
lating to  the  last  precedent  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  course  followed  was  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  and  frequent 
practice.  It  is  quite  unnecessary  that  I 
should  refer  to  precedents. 

Mr.  COBB:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  g^ve  one  similar  case  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  can  give  many; 
but,  inasmuch  as  the  Question  appears 
to  throw  doubt  on  my  veracity,  I  decline 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  LALOR  (Queen's  Co.,  Leiz) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  whether  Delaney,  the  Invincible 
convict,  was  accorded  any  special  privi- 
leges; and  in  virtue  of  which  of  the 
prison  rules  was  it  that  he  was  exempt 
from  the  compulsion  to  wear  prison 
dress,  and  to  have  his  beard  and  mous- 
tache shorn  when  he  appeared  to  give 
evidence  at  the  Special  Commission  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  House,  Delaney 
was  accorded  no  special  privileges  what- 
ever. I  am  informed  he  was  brought 
over  from  Ireland  in  private  clothes,  in 
pursuance  of  the  discretion  exercised  by 
the  General  Prisons  Board,  which  was 
responsible  for  seeing  that  the  convict 
was  safely  produced  in  Court  in  com- 
pliance with  the  order  of  the  three 
Judges. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment upon  whose  authority  or  in- 
structions he  stated  that  Mr.  Anderson, 
of  the  Home  Office,  would  g^ve  evidence 
before  the  Special  Commission ;  and  if 
Mr.'  Anderson  has  been  absent  from 
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"to    ut  a»   the  reprssentatiTe    of   Mr. 
^amee? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUK  did  notraplj. 

Mb.  M'OABTAN:  May  I  ask  the 
■Ohief  Seoretarj  whether  we  are  now  to 
uDdentand  that  it  was  not  oorreot,  se  he 
stated,  that  Preaton  went  to  viait  Tracy 
OD  behalf  at  the  Ghivernmeiit  to  find 
who  was  tamperinff  with  him  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  believe  that 
to  be  perfectly  and  absolutely  aoourate. 
I  stated  that  this  conatable,  who  waa 
-over  here  on  subpoeoa,  did  ask  Mr. 
Soamea  to  get  leave  to  viait  this  priaoner, 
.and  I  aleo  informed  the  House  that  the 
object  with  which  he  visited  him 
for  the  purpose  I  then  indicated. 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY :  May  I  now  ask 
the  right  hoo.  Qentlemon  if  he  approves 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary  acting  oa  the 
initiative  of  Mr.  Soamesin  vieitmg  these 
prisoners  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  did  not  answer 

Mr.  T.  M.  HBALT  :  I  will  pnt  the 
Question  again.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  approve  of  Head  Constable 
Preaton,  of  theRoyallrishConstabulai;, 
acting  for  Mr.  Soamea  in  this  matter? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  did  not 
catch  whether  the  boo.  and  learned 
Qentleman  addreeaed  hia  Question  to  me 
or  to  the  Home  Secretary. 

Mb-  T.  M.  HEALY  intimated  that  he 
addressed  the  Question  to  the  Ohief 
Secretary. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  will  give 
my  answer.  I  do  not  think  any  general 
rule  can  be  laid  down  as  to  what  is 
proper  or  improper  in  the  matter. 
[Ironieal  chiri.'\  I  repeat,  I  do  not 
think  any  geDeral  rule  can  be  laid  down 
AS  to  what  is  proper  or  improper  in  the 
actions  of  constables  in  the  matter  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
referred.  It  depends  upon  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  For  my  own  part, 
I  will  lay  down  no  other  general  propo- 
sitions on  the  subject  than  those  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  House  on  more 
than  one  occasion ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  I  believe  in  this  case  tbe  constable 
in  question  wae  not  acting  as  agent  for 
the  Tinua.     I  slated  so  yesterday. 

Mb.  T.  M.  TIEALT:  Who  was  be 
acting  for  then  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:    Order,  order! 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  One  hon. 
Qentleman  has  already  referred  to  tbe 
answer  whicJi  I  gave  to  a  similar  Qnes- 
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tion  yesterday.  That  answer  was  given 
in  precise  aooordanoe  with  the  iofomift- 
tion  conveyed  to  me.  I  still  believe  it  to 
be  aoourate. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Aa  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that  Oon- 
Btable  Preaton,  in  visiting  the  prisoner 
on  a  letter  from  Mr.  Soames,  was 
not  acting  for  Mr.  Soames  or  the 
T^ttMf,  will  be  he  good  enough  to  state 
if  he  waa  acting  for  the  Qovemmsnt; 
and  will  be  be  good  enough  to  state 
whether  the  Government  were  aware 
that  be  waa  ao  acting  for  them  F 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  I  have  al- 
ready stated  that  this  uonstahle  anted 
entirely  on  his  own  responsibility,  and 
the  Government  were  not  cognizant  of 
it.  But  I  may  remind  the  House  that 
the  circumstances  nnder  which  any  eon- 
stable  visited  Tracy  were  these :  Traoj, 
when  in  Ireland,  volunteered  informa- 
tion of  a  very  serious  and  a  very  impor- 
tant character  connected  with  crime  ia 
Ireland.  He  was  at  that  time  in  one  of 
the  local  gaols — Sligo,  I  think 

Mb.  T.  W.  BU98ELL  :  Oastlebar, 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Yes.  He 
waa  then  denounced  in  the  local  Roman 
Oatholie  nhapel  as  an  informer.  There- 
upon he  was  removed  to  Belfast,  and  in 
Belfast  also  police— I  am  not  sure  whe- 
ther this  particular  constable,  but  mem' 
hers  of  the  Police  Force — again  visited 
him,  with  a  view  of  seeing  whether  he 
would  pursue  and  complete  tbe  oonfee- 
sion — complete  the  statement;  and  I 
conceive  that  the  police  were  anquee- 
tio&ably  net  only  doing  their  duty,  but 
were  doing  that  which,  if  they  had  not 
done,  they  would  have  been  guilty  of  a 
very  grave  dereliction  of  duty.  I  am 
informed  that  when  the  prisoner  was 
brought  over  to  London  on  the  subpcena 
of  the  Titnt»  he  asked  to  see  Head  Con- 
stable Preston.  He  either  made  the 
request  in  London  or  just  before  be  left 
Belfast ;  and  the  Head  Constable,  I  be- 
lieve, went  to  the  prisoner  in  conse- 
quence of  the  request  of  the  Treasury- 
hie  object  being,  as  I  have  stated,  to 
elicit,  so  far  as  be  could,  the  truth  of  this 
matter  from  the  man,  and  to  see  what 
means  had  been  used  to  tamper  with 
bim  ;  and  the  fact  that  he  got  permission 
to  go  aud  see  tbe  prisoner  through  Mr. 
Soames,  who  was  tbe  instrument 
through  which  he  bad  been  brought  to 
London  as  a  witoeus,  appears  to  me  to 
be  immaterial. 
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Sir  W.  HARCOURT:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  haa  made  a  long 
statement,  but  he  has  not  answered. 
['*  Oh,  oh!"]  I  do  not  complain  at 
all;  but  what  I  am  going  to  point 
out  is 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :   Oh,  oh! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Hear,  hear ! 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  It  is  only  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  What  I 
was  going  to  point  out  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
the  Question  put  to  him — namely,  Did 
Constable  Preston  go  into  this  prison  on 
behalf  of  the  Times  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Government ;  and  if  he  did  not  go  on 
behalf  of  either,  I  think  we  must  ask 
the  Home  Secretary  by  what  right 
Irish  constables  go  into  English  prisons 
on  roving  commissions  of  this  kind  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  I 
have  answered  that  point,  Sir.  I  have 
stated  that  I  believe  this  Head  Con- 
stable acted  on  his  own  responsibility. 
It  appears  to  me  he  acted  perfectly 
rightly.  Tracy  was  already  giving 
very  interesting  and  important  informa* 
tion  to  the  Government,  and  this  man 
was  perfectly  right  to  try  and  follow 
it  out. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  In  reference  to  the 
statement  just  made  that  while  Tracy 
was  in  Castlebar  he  was  publicly 
denounced  in  the  Roman*  Catholic 
Chapel,  as  he  had  turned  informer,  I 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  letter  of  the  Rev.  Patrick  Lyons, 
P.P.,  of  Castlebar,  who  is  Chaplain  of 
the  prison,  in  which  he  states :  — 

*'  I  feel  it  my  imperative  duty  to  give  that 
statement  an  emphatic  and  unqualified  con- 
tradiction.  It  is  utterly  and  absolutely  untrue 
that  Tracy's  name  was  mentioned  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  under  any  circumstances 
whatsoever,  either  in  the  Prison  Chapel  or  the 
Parish  Church  at  Castlebar.*' 

I  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  now  withdraws  the  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  I 
do  not  withdraw  my  statement.  I  can- 
not recollect  the  name  of  the  chapel  at 
this  moment,  but  I  know  it  is  not  in  the 
parish  church  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man refers.  Of  course  I  am  quite  open 
to  correction,  but  so  far  no  reason  has 
been  stated  in  this  House  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  induce  me  to  believe 
I  am  wrong. 

VOL.  CCCXXXni.     [third  8IRIE8.] 


Mr.  sexton  rose  to  put  a  further 

Question,  but 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
think  any  further  Questions  should  be 
put  on  the  paper.  The  supplementary 
Questions  are  becoming  very  nume- 
rous. 

Mr.  sexton  :  As  a  personal  ex- 
planation, I  wish  to  state  that  I  quoted 
from  the  verbatim  report  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  which 
Castlebar  Church  is  mentioned. 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
I  the  Home  Department  whether  there  is 
any  precedent  for  the  course  which  has 
been  taken  with  reference  to  the  visit  of 
the  agent  of  the  Times  to  Nally  in  Mill- 
bank  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  g^ve 
the  date,  names,  and  circumstances  re- 
lating to  the  last  precedent  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  course  followed  was  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  and  frequent 
practice.  It  is  quite  unnecessary  that  I 
should  refer  to  precedents. 

Mr.  COBB:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  give  one  similar  case  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  :  I  can  give  many; 
but,  inasmuch  as  the  Question  appears 
to  throw  doubt  on  my  veracity,  I  decline 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  LALOR  (Queen's  Co.,  Leix) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  whether  Delaney,  the  Invincible 
convict,  was  accorded  any  special  privi- 
leges; and  in  virtue  of  which  of  the 
prison  rules  was  it  that  he  was  exempt 
from  the  compulsion  to  wear  prison 
dress,  and  to  have  his  beard  and  mous- 
tache shorn  when  he  appeared  to  give 
evidence  at  the  Special  Commission  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  I  have 
already  stated  to  the  House,  Delanej 
was  accorded  no  special  privileges  what- 
ever. I  am  informed  he  was  brought 
over  from  Ireland  in  private  clothes,  in 
pursuance  of  the  discretion  exercised  by 
the  General  Prisons  Board,  which  was 
responsible  for  seeing  that  the  convict 
was  safely  produced  in  Court  in  com- 
pliance with  the  order  of  the  three 
Judges. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment upon  whose  authority  or  in- 
structions he  stated  that  Mr.  Anderson^ 
of  the  Home  Office,  would  give  evidence 
before  the  Special  Commission ;  and  if 
Mr.'  Anderson  has  been  absent  from 
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William  Batcher,  Thomas  Scragg, 
Joseph  Brindlej,  Caleb  Johnson,  and 
James  Llojd  to  receive  Second  Class 
Certificates  under  section  80  of  "The 
Coal  Mines,  Ac.  Reinilation  Act,  1 887  ?  " 
Mr.  MATTHEWS:  In  the  case  of 
Isaac  Dale,  William  Butcher,  and 
Thomas  Scragg,  certificates  of  fitness 
under  the  Cual  Mines  Hegulation  Act 
will  be  granted.  No  certificate  can  be 
given  in  the  case  of  Thomas  Oswald,  as 
L  find  on  inquiry  that  the  applicant's 
previous  service  did  not  substantially 
correspond  to  that  of  an  under-manager 
of  a  mine.  The  inquiries  into  the  merits 
of  the  applications  of  Joseph  Brindley, 
Caleb  Johnson,  and  James  Lloyd  are 
not  yet  completed. 

POSTAGE  TO  AUSTRALIA. 
Me.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  can  explain  why 
newspapers  four  ounces  in  weight  are 
charged  IJd.  to  Ceylon,  but  only  Id.  to 
Sydney,  Australia,  6,000  miles  further, 
and  although  the  Australian  mail 
steamers  of  the  Penninsular  and  Oriental 
Company  call  at  Ceylon  ? 
♦The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL 
fMr.  Raikes,  Cambridge  University)  : 
Ceylon  is  in  the  Postal  Union, 
and  consequently  the  postage  rates 
on  newspapers  for  that  Colony  are 
governed  by  the  Union  regulations. 
Newspapers  sent  vid  Brindisi  to  all 
places  in  the  Union  are  charged  l^d. 
for  four  ounces.  The  Australian  Colo- 
nies, on  the  other  hand,  are  not  within 
the  Union,  and  under  an  arrangement 
made  with  them  in  1880,  when  the 
Southampton  route  for  mails  to  Australia 
was  abandoned,  it  was  agreed  that  the 
old  long  sea  rate  of  Id.  should  continue 
to  be  charged  on  newspapers  for 
Australia,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
they  would  be  forwarded  in  future  by 
the  quicker  and  more  expensive  route  of 
Brindisi.  I  need  hardly  say  that  this 
was  a  very  advantageous  arrangement 
for  the  Australian  Colonies. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  Is  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  France, 
which  is  also  in  the  Postal  Union, 
charges  50  per  cent  less  than  England 
for  letters  and  newspapers  to  our  British 
Colony  of  Ceylon.  May  I  ask,  too, 
what  excuse  the  British  Postal  Authori- 
ties give  for  taking  advantage  of  a 
clause  in  the  Postal  Union  for  doubling 
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the  rates  to  Ceylon,  and  whether  Eng- 
land cannot  withdraw  from  the  Poatal 
Union  by  giving  six  months'  notice.  ? 

*Mb.  RAIKES  :  I  must  have  notice  of 
the  Question. 

DINIZULU. 

Mb.  WALTER  M'LAREN  (Cheshire, 
Crewe)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether 
he  has  had  notice  of  the  fact  that  an 
appeal  is  now  pending  before  the  Privy 
Council  upon  the  question  of  the  validity 
of  the  warrant  by  virtue  of  which  the 
Zululand  officials  claim  the  right  to  try 
Cetshwayo's  son,  Dinuzulu,  by  the 
Special  Commission  now  sitting  in 
Zululand  ;  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
upon  the  occasion  of  the  Privy  Council 
granting  leave  for  the  said  appeal,  used 
these  words  with  reference  to  such 
notice,  viz. :  '*  Anybody  who  with  notice 
proceeds  to  tiy  him  (Dinizulu)  now 
would  be  ffuilty  of  a  very  g^ave  dere- 
liction of  duty  ;  "  and  whether  he  has 
reason  to  fear  that  this  warning  will  be 
disregarded  ? 

Bakon  H.  de  WORMS :  No 
appeal  is  actually  pending ;  but 
leave  to  appeal  has  been  granted.  The 
jurisdiction  of  the  Special  Commission 
to  try  Dinizulu  does  not  depend  upon 
the  validity  of  the  warrant  for  his  re- 
moval from  Natal.  I  am  informed  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  use  the  words 
in  question  ;  but  he  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  if  the  trial  proceeded  and 
sentence  of  death  were  passed,  Dinizulu 
might  be  executed  before  the  appeal 
could  be  heard.  This,  however,  is  not 
the  case,  as  distinct  instructions  have 
been  long  ago  sent  to  the  Governor  that 
no  sentence  passed  on  any  of  the  accused 
chiefs  is  to  be  carried  out  until  the  pro- 
ceedings have  been  reviewed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  may  also  add  that 
the  Qovemor  reported  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  that  further  postponement  of 
the  trial  was  most  undesirable  and 
possibly  dangerous ;  and  that  delay  had 
already  caused  apprehension,  and  created 
a  bad  impression  on  the  well-disposed. 
In  these  circumstances  the  Secretary  of 
State  considered  it  proper  that  the  trial 
should  proceed. 

THE  MURDER  OF  DISTRICT  INSPECTOR 

MARTIN. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield):    I  beg   to    ask    the   Chief 
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fais  liberty  if  h«  would  Ktteod  the  Special  |  ordinary  prisoneTB;  and  (2),  whether  il  is 
Oommisaion  and  swear  aooordingly  ;  the  fact  that  a  numher  of  prisoneri  oos- 
whether  Traoy,  haring  again  refused  t-.i  Tioted  of  disgraceful  orimea,  piokpoohets, 
8we«r  falsely  as  required,  was  told  by  j  burglars,  and  othera  have  been  tram- 
Preston  that  ho  would  not  be  called  as  I  ferred  from  Dublin  to  Wexford,  and  i 


witnesa;  whether  these  officers  of 
police  were  the  only  persons  who  hsltl 
oommiinicatioo  with  Tracy  on  behalf  of 
the  Timu;  and,  whether,  considering 
the  serious  nature  of  the  allegations 
made  by  Tracy  as  to  threats  and 
promises  of  reward  held  out  to  him  by 
the  polica  officers  who  visited  him  ai 
Belfast,  in  the  event  of  his  refusing  or 
coDsentioi;  to  swear  as  instructed  at  thf 
Special  Commission,  he  will  grant  an 
independent  inquiry  into  all  the  oircum- 
stances  in  connection  with  these  visits. 
and  as  to  the  communications  made  to 
faim  by  the  police  at  and  since  bis 
removal  from  Castlebar  Oaol  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  ground 
for  refusing  the  application  was  that 
Tracy  had  no  legal  case  pending. 
Under  the  circumstances  there  did  not 
appear  to  be  any  necessity  for  an  inter- 
view. I  am  not  aware  that  Tracy 
made  any  such  allegations  as  are  con- 
tained in  the  second  paragraph  of  ths 
Question,  and  if  he  has  done  so  they 
are  untrue.  The  allegations  in  the 
third  and  fourth  paragraphs  against 
Preston  are  also  untrue.  If  by  para- 
graph S  it  is  intended  to  be  conveyed 
that  these  police  officers  held  communi- 
cation wiih  Tracy  on  behalf  of  tbe 
Timti,  I  have  already  statsd  that  they 
did  not  do  bo.  As  to  the  last 
paragraph,  I  do  not  see  any  necessity 
for  gran  tin  If  such  an  inquiry. 

Mr.  U'CARTAN:  If  a  statement  in 
writing  by  Tracy  of  the  character 
indicated  is  produced,  will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  grant  an  inquiry  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  Of  course,  I 
should  be  glad  to  consider  that  or  any 
other  communication,  hut  such  a  state-  i 
ment  would  not  of  itself  be  adequate 
ground  tor  an  inquiry. 

IRELAND— REV.  FATHER  ULAHKE. 

Mr.  WILIAM  CORBET  (Wicklow, 
E.):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  (i) 
whether  the  Beverend  Father  Clarke, 


[tended  to  require  the  Beverend 
Father  Clarke  to  take  exercise  in  the 
same  yard  and  at  the  same  time  with 
such  criminals  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  As  regards 
the  inquiry  in  the  first  paragraph,  I  beg 
to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  my  reply  of 
yesterday  on  this  subject,  I  may,  how- 
ever, add  that  I  am  informed  that  one  of 
the  terms  of  punishment  was  remitted 
on  medical  grounds.  With  respect  to 
the  inquiry  in  paragraph  2,  tinle  has  not 
admitted  of  the  receipt  of  a  Report,  a 
local  reference  being  necessary. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  IN  COUNTIES- 
Sib  J.  DOBINGJTON  (Gloucester, 
Tewkesbury):  I  beg  to  ask  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  state 
when  the  first  instalment  from  the 
local  taxation  account  will  be  paid  to 
cjunties,  and  what  proportion  it  is 
likely  to  bear  to  the  whole  amount  pay- 
able in  the  coarse  of  the  year,  and  also 
at  what  periods  similar  instalments  will 
be  paid,  such  information  being  necessary 
to  enable  County  Councils  to  arrange 
their  Budgets? 
*Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  have  under  con- 
sideration the  arrangements  which  it 
may  be  practicable  to  make  for  the 
distribution  of  the  licence  duties  and  the 
proportion  of  the  probate  duty  payable 
to  focal  authorities,  and  I  am  anxious, 
so  far  as  possible,  to  meet  the  oon- 
venience  of  the  authorities  in  this 
matter.  I  am  endeavouring  to  arrange 
that  an  instalment  shall  be  paid  in  July, 
and  a  second  instalment  in  October  or 
November,  the  two  together  making  up 
an  amount  not  much  less  than  one-hau 
of  the  sum  which  it  is  estimated  that  the 
authorities  will  he  entitled  to  receive  in 
the  course  of  the  year. 

COAL  MINE  CEBTIFICATES. 

Captain     HEATHCOTE     (Stafford- 

ihire,  N.W.) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secre- 


now  undergoing  sentence  in  Wexford  Cary  of  State  for  t  he  Home  Department 
Oaol  has  undergone  the  two  terms  of  i  if  he  is  now  able  to  say  whether  the 
punishment  on  bread  and  water  imposed  i  additional  certificates  of  fitness  now  in 
on  him  by  the  governor  of  the  |-aol  for  I  the  poasession  of  the  Home  Offioe 
refusing    to   take     exercise   with    the    oDtitle   Isaac   Dale,   Thomas    Oawii^, 
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cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  asked  the 
noble  Lord  wliether  he  would  lay  on  the 
Table  certain  information.  The  first 
thing  I  asked  for  was  a  statement  as  to 
the  waste  of  ships  in  the  Fleet;  the 
second  was  a  statement  as  to  the  effect 
of  what  was  known  as  Lord  North  brook's 
scheme  since  it  was  adopted ;  and  the 
third  was  a  statement  in  print  of  the 
figures  contained  in  the  noble  Lord's 
speech.  Will  the  noble  Lord  give  the 
House  that  information  ? 
♦Lord  Qt.  HAMILTON :  I  have  directed 
the  first  two  statements  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  be  pre- 
pared, and  I  will  circulate  the  third 
statement  for  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  in  the  course  of  24  hours. 

MOTIONS. 

SUPPLY— MORNING  SITTINGS. 

♦The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand 
"Westminster),  in  rising  to  move,  **That 
until  Easter  whenever  the  Committee  of 
Supply  is  appointed  for  Tuesday  or 
Thursday  the  House  shall  meet  at  2  of 
the  clock.  At  siich  Morning  Sittings  the 
Committee  of  Supply  shall  be  the  prin- 
cipal business,  and  the  provisioDS  of 
Standing  Order  56  shall  be  extended  to 
Tuesday.  The  Motion  appointing  the 
next  Sitting  of  the  Committee  of  Supply 
may  be  taken  at  any  hour,  though  op- 
posed," said  :  During  the  past  20  years 
the  difficulties  which  have  been  ex- 
perienced by  the  House  itself  in  regard 
to  the  discussion  of  the  Estimates  have 
been  considerable.  I  remember,  in  pre- 
Tious  years,  to  have  taken  part  in  the 
objections  urged  in  the  House  against 
the  practice  of  asking  for  repeated  Votes 
on  Account,  and  have  myself  deplored 
the  delay  connected  with  the  business 
of  Committee  of  Supply  in  many  Sessions 
of  Parliament.  I  believe  that  every 
Government,  without  exception,  has 
been  most  anxious  to  take  steps  to 
remedy  that  acknowledged  evil,  and 
make  a  serious  attempt  to  g^rapple  with 
it.  Various  Select  Committees  have 
from  time  to  time  been  appointed 
to  consider  whether  better  arrange- 
ments cannot  be  made  for  that  pur- 
pose. A  strong  Committee  in  1885  gave 
the  question  a  great  amount  of  con- 
sideration ;  but  they  were  unable  to 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  which  offered  any 

Mr,  Childers 


hope  of  affording  the  relief  deaired  in 
regard  to  the  despatch  of  public 
business.  Last  Session,  again,  a  Oom- 
mittee,  of  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Rossendale  (the  Marquee* 
of  Hartington)  was  Chairman,  rery 
seriously  considered  the  question.  It 
has  been  suggested  that  a  Standing 
Committee  might  be  appointed  to  deal 
with  the  questions  involved  in  the 
voting  of  Supply ;  but  no  conclusion  has 
been  adopted  which  will  be  sufficient  to 
justify  the  House  in  making  any  very 
considerable  departure  from  the  present 
form  of  procedure  in  Committee  of 
Supply.  I  think  that  anyone  who 
looks  back  to  our  past  experience  must 
feel  that  many  of  the  discussions  in 
Committee  of  Supply  have  not  been  of  a 
businesslike  or  satisfactory  character, 
and  that  it  is  very  desirable,  if  possible, 
that  questions  involved  in  Votes  of 
Supply  should  be  considered  by  an 
authoritative  body,  which  will  aid  the 
House  and  the  Government  in  arriving 
at  a  satisfactory  result.  But  no  suck 
suggestion  has  been  made  in  any  form 
that  gives  the  slightest  hope  that  it  ia 
likely  to  be  accepted  by  the  House,  and, 
therefore,  the  Government  are  forced  to 
fall  back  on  the  existing  system,  with 
such  modifications  as  are  found  to  be 
practicable.  Under  the  present  practice 
the  pressure  of  public  business  has  driven 
the  voting  of  Supply  to  a  late  period  of  the 
Session,  and  the  very  prolonged  discus- 
sions on  certain  Votes  has  led  to  other 
Votes  having  afterwards  to  be  passed 
with  a  slight  amount  of  consideration. 
Now,  if  it  should  be  decided  that  tho 
Government  must  appropriate  the  ordi- 
nary Government  days,  Mondays  and 
Thursdays,  to  Committee  of  Supply,  it 
will  result  in  this — that,  taking  yester- 
day, the  7th  of  March,  as  the  first  day  of 
Committee  of  Supply  this  Session,  every 
Monday  and  Thursday  up  to  the  end  of 
July  will  be  absorbed  by  Committee  of 
Supply.  That  is  assuming  the  business 
of  Supply  to  occupy  as  much  of  oar  time 
as  it  did  in  the  Sessions  of  1887  and 
1888.  I  wish  to  show  that  some  change 
is  absolutely  necessary  if  the  House  is  to 
give  proper  consideration  to  the  business 
of  Supply.  I  do  not  doubt  that  hon. 
Members  themselves  may  effect  a  con- 
siderable change  in  our  progress  with 
the  Votes  if  they  slightly  condense  their 
speeches  in  Committee  of  Supply  and 
proportion  their  observations  to  the  im- 


1298 


Suppijf — 


{M^&gh8,  1889} 


Morning  SUtwgs,      ItMk 


portanoe  of  the  items  discuseed.  I 
remember  that  in  former  years  both  sides 
of  the  House  approached  Supply  in  a 
perfect  impartial  spirit,  with  a  deftire  to 
assist  the  progress  of  business,  and  with 
much  less  of  that  kind  of  discussion 
which  tends  to  delay  it.  But  I  do  not 
wish  to  say  anything  to  protract  this  dis- 
cussion. I  am  only  anxious  to  invite 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  most 
grave  and  important  question,  and  to 
recommend  it  to  accept  the  proposal  of 
the  Qoveroment.  by  which  I  hope  we 
shall  be  better  able  to  get  through  the 
business  of  the  country,  and  to  abate 
what  has  amounted  to  something  like  a 

gublic  scandal.  In  proposin^j^  that 
upply  should  be  taken  at  the  Morning 
Sittings  of  Tuesday  and  Thursday,  I 
fully  recognize  that  it  must  be  reserved 
to  the  House,  to  the  Qovemment,  and 
to  the  Opposition  itself  to  require  a 
different  appropriation  of  the  time  of 
the  House  for  special  reasons ;  but  I 
trust  that,  if  the  Hesolution  is  passed, 
we  shall  at  least  endeavour  to  make  the 
best  use  of  the  time  so  appropriated  for 
the  purpose  of  making  progress  with 
Supply,  and  so  rendering  Votes  on 
Account  less  necessary  than  they  have 
been  in  the  past.  It  is  not  necessary  to 
discuss  the  matter  historically,  and 
therefore,  I  will  only  say  that  I  prefer 
to  begin  the  Session  this  way  rather 
than  at  a  later  period  to  have  to  make 
appeals  for  concessions,  which  then 
take  the  character  of  a  much  more  com- 
plete absorption  of  the  time  of  private 
Members  than  I  now  desired  to  make. 
The  absorption  of  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  bv  the  Government  has  been 
necessary  in  the  public  interest,  but  it 
is  an  exceedingly  unsatisfactory  condi- 
tion of  things,  and  it  is  one  which  I 
hope  may  be  avoided  by  the  assistance 
of  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House. 
If  we  can  only  find  a  method  of  dealing 
with  the  problem  before  us  in  a  busi- 
ness-like manner — in  something  like  the 
manner  in  which  other  great  Assemblies 
transact  theirs,  I  think  we  may  ac- 
complish even  better  results  with  a 
saving  of  time.  I  beg  to  move  the 
Resolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  until  Easter,  whenever  the  Committee 
of  Supply  is  appointed  for  Tuesday  or  Thurs- 
day, the  House  shall  meet  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
At  such  Morning  sittings  the  Committee  of 
Supply  shall  be  the  principal  Business,  and  the 


provisions  of  Standing  Order  6%  sImU  be  At- 
tended to  Tuesday*.  The  Motion  iippoiptinjg 
the  next  Sitting  of  the  Committee  of  Supp^ 
may  be  taken  at  any  hour,  though  opposed.*  — 
{Mr,  William  Htnry  Smith.) 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby) :  I  am 
very  sorry  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  is  not  able  to  be  present 
to-day.  but  I  am  sufficiently  acquainted 
with  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  be  able  to  answer  the  Leader 
of  the  House.  I  will  not  dispute  that 
the  condition  of  buuiness  in  the  House 
is  unsatisfactory,  and  that  it  has  been 
so  for  a  long  time  ;  but  I  am  afraid 
that  the  Opposition  and  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  agree  as  to  the  causes  ql 
that  unsatisfactory  condition ;  and  the 
remedy  I  would  recommend  would  be 
very  much  wider  and  broader  than 
Motions  of  this  kind.  We  have  been 
promised  over  and  over  again  that  t^e 
House  of  Commons  shall  have  plenty  of 
time  to  deal  with  all  the  subjects  it  de- 
sires to  discuss,  because  in  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  United  Kingdom  the  success 
of  the  Government's  administration  has 
been  such  that  there  is  really  no  ques- 
tion of  difficulty  there.  If  tbat  were  sp 
we  need  not  anticipate  any  discussions 
upon  that  subject ;  but  I  am  not  so  sai^- 
guine,  and  I  am  afraid  that  there  are 
difficulties  that  will  Rtill  lead  to  a  good 
deal  of  discussion.  It  is  true  that  pro- 
posals were  made  in  former  times  for 
dealing  with  the  Estimates.  In  188^6 
there  was  a  Committee  on  the  subject, 
presided  over  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Kossendale,  and  the  Go- 
vernment then  made  proposals  for  deal- 
ing with  the  Estimates,  but  thoy  were 
rejected  by  the  friends  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  mainly  through  the 
opposition  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  £|:- 
chequer.  No  doubt  the  Estimates  occu- 
pied more  time  last  year  thau  in  former 
years,  but  the  obvious  reason  was  that 
the  Government  took  the  whole  time  of 
the  House.  The  consequence  has  been 
that  the  utmost  ingenuity  has  been  em- 
ployed to  find  in  Committee  of  Supply 
opportunities  for  discussion  which  can- 
not be  had  in  any  other  w  ay.  It  is  for 
the  same  reason  that  the  Debate  on  the 
Address  has  become,  of  late  years,  po 
protracted.  The  Government  is  now 
asking  for  a  limited  sacrifice  of  the  time 
of  private  Members.  I  understand  t))e 
present  Motion  only  asks  for  the  fii|ie 
of  the  House  till  Easter,  and,  of  cotirse, 
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it  is  on  that  footing,  and  on  that  footing 
alone,  that  we  have  to  deal  with  this 
proposal.  I  quite  admit  the  great  diffi- 
culty in  which  theQovemment  are  placed 
at  this  moment  is  partly  owing  to  the 
late  commencement  of  the  Session,  with 
reference  to  Votes  in  Supply  which  must 
be  obtained  before  a  certain  date.  To 
the  limited  demand  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enabling  legal  conditions  to  be 
fulfilled  I  have  no  opposition  to  offer ; 
and  I  am  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  that  the  enforcement  of 
the  Besolution  must  be  subject  to  the 
condition  of  allowing  time  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  questions  that  may  be  raised 
by  the  Opposition.  For  I  contemplate 
that  we  shall  have  grave  matters  to 
bring  before  the  House,  and  I  desire 
that  they  shall  be  submitted  to  the 
House  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
On  the  Vote  on  Account  we  shall  desire 
to  challenge  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government  in  this  country  and  in 
Ireland.  There  are  questions  to  be 
raised  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
principal  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  and 
with  regard  to  Irish  magistrates  and 
constables ;  and  these  are  matters  which 
might  be  properly  discussed  on  the  Vote 
on  Account.  There  is  also  another 
matter,  which  it  would  be  premature  to 
refer  to,  but  upon  which  it  will  be  our 
duty  to  ask  for  the  opinion  of  the 
House.  I  will  be  no  party  to  limiting 
the  liberties  of  private  Members,  but  I 
will  not  oppose  the  facilities  asked  for 
by  the  Government  in  the  special 
circumstances,  and  under  the  necessary 
conditions  which  have  been  recognized 
by  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
♦Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar) :  I  certainly  did  not 
expect  that  we  should  have  any  assist- 
ance from  the  Front  Bench  below  me  in 
resisting  this  demand  of  the  Govern- 
ment; the  FioDt  Benches  invariably 
agree  In  the  attempt  to  absorb  the 
time  of  private  Members.  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  anyone  in  the  House 
but  is  anxious  that  the  discussions  in 
Supply  should  be  more  frequent  and 
more  efficient  than  they  have  been  in 
the  past,  but  I  do  not  believe  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  tend  to  that  result.  There  are  two 
strong  objections  to  it ;  in  the  first  place 
it  is  an  unwarranted  infringement  of  the 
rights  of  private  Members;  and,  secondly, 
it  will  cause  an  undue  prolongation  of  the 
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Sittings  of  the  House  without  adequate 
reason  shown  for  it.      The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  let  us  meet  at  2  o'clock, 
but  he  forgot  to  remind  us  that  when  we 
do  so  we  sit  until  1  o'clock  the  next 
morning.  In  regard  to  private  Members, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  may  be  some- 
what partial  in  this  matter,  becaose  I 
have  for  the  first  time  after  four  or  five 
years  of  membership  had  the  satisfaction 
of  drawing  the  first  place  for  the  coming 
Tuesday,    and    now    the    Government 
propose  to  take  away  my  ewe  lamb.     I 
naturally  resent  it.     But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us  that  we  may  hare 
our  discussions  in  the  evening,  but  every 
Member  knows  perfectly  well  that  unless 
the  matter  is  one  combining  Hadicalism 
with  amusement,  such,  for  instance,  as 
the  reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  it  is 
impossible  for    a    private    Member  to 
make    or    keep    a    House     after  five 
hours'  work  and  the  two  hours'  inter- 
val,  and   practically  it   comes  to  this, 
that  the  Government  secure   five  horns 
for  official  work,  the  House  is  counted 
at   9    o'clock,  and  you,  Sir,    have    an 
opportunity  of  going  to  bed  at  a  reason- 
able time.     I  must  say,  if  the  Govern- 
ment  are   to  make   a    proposal   in  re- 
ference    to    Tuesdays,     it    would    be 
much    better    for    them     to    be  bold, 
and  to  say  the  exigencies  of  the  tama 
require  us  to  take  the  whole  day.     As  ft 
is,  they  only  get  five  hours,  and  the  rest 
of  the   time   is  almost  certain    to    be 
wasted.     I  would  much  rather  see  them 
get    a    good    night    of    the    ordinaiy 
hours  for  Supply  than   see  this    time 
wasted.      It    is     perfectly     true    that 
one    reason    why  there    is     so     maoh 
time    absorbed     in     Motions     on    the 
Estimates,  on  adjournments  and  discos* 
sions  in  Supply,  is  that  the  Government 
are  always  intruding  on  the  rights  of 
private  Members.     If  private  Memban 
cannot    get     these     rights     in     mesl 
they    will    have    them    in     malt.     I 
do  not  believe  this    appropriation   ol 
Tuesdays  will  save  any  of  the  time  of 
the  House,  because  Members  who  find 
themselves  counted  out  will  take  eais 
to  raise  questions  in  which  they  are  in* 
terested  on  the  Estimates  or  in   some 
other  way.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
says  he  only  asks  this  now  inordwto 
save  the  absorption  of  time  of  privsts 
Members  later  on  in  the  Session.  I  new 
yet  heard  a  Government  make  thjiy  mo- 
posal,  without  saying  that  they  do  U  Is 
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safeguard  future  rights;  and  after  Easter 
we  shall  find  the  Government  ready  with 
another  proposal  to  absorb  more  of  our 
rights.  So  much  in  regard  to  Tuesday. 
But  I  do  want  to  ask  what  in  the  world  is 
the  reason  for  making  this  proposal  in 
reference  to  Thursdays  ?  It  simply  comes 
to  this — that  instead  of  sitting  from 
3  to  12  we  shall  sit  from  2  to  7, 
and  from  9  to  1.  Why,  we  all  know 
perfectly  well,  and  I  should  have 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  know,  that  the  best  time  to  get 
through  business,  especially  Supply,  is 
just  those  two  hours  about  dinner-time. 
We  shall  have,  instead  of  nine  consecu- 
tive hours,  a  division  into  five  hours 
and  four  hours— the  first  period  taken 
up  by  the  front  benches,  and  a  g^eat 
part  of  the  second.  What  possible  gain 
can  be  expected  I  cannot  see.  The 
number  of  hours  will  be  exactly  the 
same,  and  hon.  Members  will  be  incon- 
venienced by  having  the  hour  in  the 
morning  and  the  hour  after  1 2  o'clock 
added ,  crone  hour  at  eachend,  theGovern  • 
ment  losing  two  hours,  and  those  the  two 
best  hours,  in  the  middle.  I  protest  most 
emphatically  against  the  proposal — not 
that  we  do  not  desire  that  Supply  should 
be  adequately  discussed,  but  we  object 
at  this  early  period — the  third  week  of 
the  Session — to  private  Members'  rights 
being  ruthlessly  invaded  ;  and  the  pro 
posal  as  to  Thursday  is  one  of  the  must 
extraordinary  with  reference  to  businens 
that  any  Government — even  a  Conser- 
vative Government  —  ever  made  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  R.  T.  REID  (Dumfries):  I 
will  not  prolong  the  debate  beyond  a 
few  words.  Certainly  I  am  somewhat 
disappointed  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  W.  Harcourt)  has  taken  the  course 
he  has  taken ;  for,  although  I  have 
every  confidence  in  him  upon  other 
matters,  I  have  not  on  this  subject — 
the  protection  of  the  rights  of  private 
Members.  Now,  what  is  the  situation  ? 
At  the  very  beginning  of  the  Session, 
and  with  no  special  circumstances  to 
justify  them,  the  Government  take  away 
a  considerable  portion  of  private  Mem- 
bers' time  down  to  Easter ;  and  if  they 
do  it  now,  I  do  not  see  why  they  should 
not  do  it  at  the  commencement  of  every 
Session.  There  are  important  questions 
which  hon.  Members  desire  to  raise ;  for 
example,  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  has  a  Motion  in  reference 


to  the  condition  of  the  poor  in  our 
great  cities.  Last  year  his  oppor- 
tunity was  taken  away  in  this 
manner,  and  now  it  is  to  be  taken  away 
again,  merely  to  enable  the  Government 
easily  and  leisurely  to  ge^.  through 
Supply.  Many  projects  have  at  different 
times  been  submitted  to  the  House,  any 
one  of  which  the  Government  might 
have  adopted  instead  of  thus  taking  away 
private  Members'  rights.  These  en* 
croachments  are  continually  going  on. 
From  1880  to  1885  there  were  few;  in 
1886  and  1887  they  increased ;  and  in 
1888  the  time  of  private  Members  was 
almost  entirely  taken  away ;  and  now, 
at  an  earlier  stage  than  ever,  the  process 
is  continued,  against  all  the  traditions  of 
the  House.  It  has  always  been  cus- 
tomary to  allow  Members  facilities  for 
bringing  on  matters  of  public  interest, 
and,  public  attention  being  thus  directed, 
they  frequently  afterwards  become  the 
subject  of  important  measures. 
*Mr.  speaker  :  The  form  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  put  down  his 
Amendment  cannot  appear  on  the 
I  Journals  of  the  House,  a^  it  is  not,  as  it 
stands,  an  independent  proposition. 
Perhaps  it  will  suit  the  hon.  Member's 
purpose  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's proposal  with  a  negative. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON :  I  will  do 
that.  Sir.' 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford):  I  have  a  good  deal  of  sympathy 
with  Members  against  whom  there  seems 
to  be  a  conspiracy  of  the  two  front 
benches.  I  confess  I  am  not  surprised 
in  the  least  at  the  course  taken  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt).  He  is  alwajs  extremely 
liberal,  and  in  this  case  he  does  not 
mind  how  much  of  private  Members' 
time  is  taken  up,  provided  he  gets  the 
opportunity  of  ventilating  any  grievance 
against  the  Government  whenever  he 
pleases.  That  is  an  attitude  I  am  not 
surprised  at.  But  I  submit  there  is  an- 
other side  to  this  question.  Un- 
doubtedly it  is  desirable  that  we  should 
get  on  better  with  Supply  than  we  have 
done  in  recent  Sessions.  Undoubtedly, 
in  these  days  it  does  take  a  great  deal 
longer  for  any  Government  to  get  Sup- 
ply than  it  did  some  years  ago,  when 
first  I  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
this  House,  and  this  is  mainly  owing 
to  the  increase  and  development  of 
the  talking  powers  of  hon.  Memben. 
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Now  we  are  told  that  to  fulfil  the 
oonditiona  of  the  law  these  days  must 
be  appropriated  by  the  Government,  and 
if  it  is  absolutely  necessary  we  must 
consent  to  it ;  but  it  appears  to  me  the 
oonditioDS  of  the  law  would  be  fulfilled 
if,  instead  of  taking  the  Tuesdays  up  to 
Easter,  the  Government  took  them  up  to 
March  31.  This  suggestion  I  submit  for 
consideration.  I  have  always  protested 
against  this  absorption  of  private  Mem- 
bers' rights,  and  I  confess  I  am  the  more 
inclined  to  to  do  so  now,  having  in  view 
a  subject  in  which  I  take  great  interest — 
interest  that  I  know  is  shared  on  both 
sides  of  the  House ;  and  certainly  I  shall 
take  what  steps  I  can  to  secure  a  day  for 
its  discussion  before  the  end  of  the  Session. 
I  hope  the  suggestion  I  have  made  to 
limit  the  Motion  to  March  31  will  find 
favour ;  but,  whether  or  no,  the  passing 
of  this  Motion  must  not  be  taken  as  a 
precedent  to  be  followed  up  with  another 
immediately  after  Easter.  My  experience 
it  that  a  Motion  made  thus  early  is  very 
likely  to  be  soon  renewed. 

Mb.    fen  wick    (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  :   There  are  strong  reasons 
why  we  should  not  consent  to  this  pro- 
posal.    It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House  that  on  Wednesday  afternoon 
a  special  appeal  was  made  to  the  Leader 
of  the  House  in  reference  to  a  Motion 
standing    in    the     name    of   the    hon. 
Member  for  West  Nottingham,  raising 
a  very  important  question,    which   we 
hoped  to  have  fully  and  properly  dis- 
cussed.     That  Motion   stands   for  the 
26th ;     but  a   week  earlier  there  is  a 
Motion  in  the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Morpeth  (Mr.  Burt),  in 
which  many  Members  on  both  sides  take 
the  deepest  interest.     During  the  whole 
of  last  Session  my  hon.  Friend  was  un- 
fortunate in    the    ballot;    but,    having 
been  more  fortunate  this  Session,  I  sin- 
cerely hope  his  opportunity  will  not  be 
taken   away.     From   the  shake  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  head  I  suppose 
I  may  infer  that  he  means  that  it  will 
not  be  taken  away,  because  there  will 
be   opportunity   for  discussion    at    the 
Evening  Sitting ;  but  I  submit  the  time 
at  our  disposal  in  the  evening  would  not 
be  sufficient  to  deal  with  a  question  of 
such  vital  importance,  for  I  know  there 
is  a  desire  among  many  Members  on 
both  sides  to  take  part  in  the  discussion. 
I  certainly  could  not  give  a  silent  vote 
on  this  occasion,  and  1  make  an  appeal 
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at  least  to  except  the  19tli  and  3Gtk 
from  this  Motion,  that  we  may  have  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  Motioiis  that 
are  of  vital  interest  to  the  industrial 
classes  of  the  country. 

♦Sm    WALTER    B.  BARTTBLOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.):  I  can  quite  understand 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt)  when  he  says  he   will  have 
ample    opportunity  of    discussing    the 
difficult  and  delicate  questions  he  is  pre- 
pared to  bring  before  the  House,  and 
that  is  a  statement  which  of  course  the 
First  Lord  will  take  notice  of,  because 
it  means  that  we  shall  be  considerably 
delayed  with  the  Estimates,  OTen  with 
the  time  the  Government  now   propose 
to  take.       The    Committee    of    Public 
Accounts  are  considering  whether  the 
number  of  Civil  Service  Votes  can  be 
reduced ;    but    there  is   another    point 
that  deserves  serious  consideration,  and 
that  is  whether,  in  this  branoh  of  the 
Estimates,  Votes   might   be  taken  and 
used  precisely  in  the  same  way  as  thsj 
are  used  in  the  Navy  and  Army  Esti- 
mates.    If  that  were  done,  1  Tentureto 
say  it  would  prevent  a  large  waste  of  the 
time  of  the  House.     I  merely  mentioB 
it  as  a  subject  deserving  serious  oon- 
sideration.      Now,  we  were  kept  here 
until  Christmas  last  year.    Do  you  want 
to  be  kept  here  until  Christmas  again  f 
I  venture  to  say  we  ought  to  do  eTSiy- 
thing  in  our  power  to  prevent  an  Autama 
Session,    and   it  is  only    by   working 
steadily  at  the  Estimates  that  we  osa 
prevent  that.     We  all   know  what  a 
melancholy  failure  that  Autumn  Session 
was,  and  I  hope  we  shall  not  be  placed 
in  such  a  position  again.     Therefore  it 
is  that  while  disliking,  as  I  do,  taking 
away  the  time  of  private  Members,  I 
shall  support  the  proposal.     It  must  be 
remembered  that  at  least  private  Mem- 
bers   will  have  as  much    time   as  tiie 
Government  up  to  Easter,  half  Tuesdays 
and  all  Wednesdays  and  Fridays.    Bat 
I  would,  however, 'make  an   appeal  to 
my  right  hon.   Friend    in    respeot   la 
Thursdavs.     I  cannot  for  the  lite  of  ms 
see  what  object  is  to  be  gained  by  tli9 
proposal.       Let    us    have    Supply  on 
Thursday     and    proceed    consecutiTiiy 
through  the  day.     I  am  not  at  all  sue 
that  even  the  Government,  without  giist 
pressure,    will     be     able    to    keep    ft 
House    at  9  o'clock.      I   am  aors    it 
would  be  more  in  the  interest  of  batt- 
ness  to  leave  Thursday  as  it  is. 
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Mb.  T.  E.  ELLIS  (MerionethBhire) : 
I  support  resistance  to  this  oombination 
of  the  front  benches  to  take  away  the 
time  of  private  Members.  Year  by 
year  this  encroachment  increases  under 
Liberal  and  Conservative  Governments 
alike.  But  our  grievances  must  be 
discussed,  if  not  in  the  old  way  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Supply,  then  upon 
special  Votes  as  they  arise,  so  progress 
is  not  actually  accelerated.  The  hope 
that  our  time  after  Easter  will  not  be 
taken  is  utterly  groundless.  It  is  a 
completely  hollow  promise  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  hold  out  any  hope 
that  the  Government  will  be  more 
tender  with  our  time  then  than  now. 
Let  me  point  to  one  consideration  in 
reference  to  this  meeting  at  2  o'clock 
on  two  days  of  the  week.  It  is  putting 
an  unnecessary  and  unfair  strain  upon  a 
large  number  of  Members  who  attend 
Committees  upstairs.  They  cannot  attend 
to  their  duties  there  commencing  at 
noon,  and  then  take  that  interest 
in  the  proceedings  here  as  they  are 
supposed  to  do  until  1  o'clock  the 
next  morning.  It  is  unprecedented  for 
the  Government  to  make  this  demand 
at  this  period  of  the  Session.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to 
work  as  other  great  Assemblies  do,  he 
asks  us  to  do  an  impossible  task.  No 
other  Assembly  attempts  to  do  the  work 
we  attempt,  attending  to  the  interest  of 
an  Empire  of  untold  millions,  and 
actively  superintending  the  government 
of  every  parinh,  county,  and  nationality 
in  the  United  Kingdom.  You  are  asking 
us  to  perform  an  impossible  task.  Various 
Governments  have  tried  to  change  our 
Hules  of  Procedure,  but  it  becomes  more 
apparent  Session  by  Session  that  this 
House  has  completely  broken  down 
under  the  strain  put  upon  it,  and  that 
you  never  will  be  able,  by  any 
changes  in  procedure,  to  keep 
abreast  of  the  work  to  be 
done.  The  only  remedy  is  that  hinted 
at  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  last 
Session,  that,  instead  of  putting  increased 
wotk  on  one  Assembly,  you  should  dele- 
gate to  local  Assemblies  in  England, 
Wales,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  work  that 
can  be  more  effectually  done  by  them. 
I  hope  opposition  to  this  Motion  will  be 
pressed  to  Division. 

Thk  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEW,  St.  George's. 
Hanover   Square) :    I   can    assure   the 


House  this  proposal  is  made  with  every 
desire  to  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. Supply  is  in  one  sense  Govera- 
ment  business,  but  in  another  sense  it 
affords  to  Members  the  opportunity  of 
criticizing  the  conduct  of  the  Executive 
Government,  and  the  performance  of  a 
certain  portion  of  those  functions  for 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site is  so  anxious  to  retain  full  time  to 
private  Members.  But  I  am  bound 
to  say  it  appears  to  me  that  a 
larger  number  of  private  Members 
have  far  more  opportunities  of  taking 
part  in  criticisui  of  the  Executive  on 
the  days  of  Supply  than  on  those  par- 
ticular days  when  a  private  Member 
brings  forward  a  Motion,  and  when  he 
does  not,  perhaps,  secure  a  very  larg& 
attendance.  I  can  assure  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  the  Government  have  a  harder 
time  when  Supply  is  before  the  House 
than  when  a  private  Member*s  Motion 
is  under  consideration.  If  we  con- 
sulted merely  our  own  convenience,  we 
should  rejoice  at  the  Motions  on  Tues- 
day, inasmuch  as  most  of  the  Ministers 
can  then  take  a  holiday,  instead  of 
having  to  be  present  in  the  House  pre- 
pared as  we  ought  to  be,  and  as  I  hope 
we  are,  to  meet  the  criticisms  that  may 
be  passed  upon  our  conduct.  The  hon. 
Member  opposite  says  no  Assembly 
in  the  world  has  such  a  mighty 
task,  and  I  entirely  agree  with 
him,  but  no  Assembly  devotes  anything^ 
like  the  proportion  of  time  we  do  to  the 
minutest  criticism  of  the  minutest  details 
in  the  Estimates.  I  have  often  wondered, 
whe;i  I  have  heard  two  Members  dis- 
cussing as  they  did  last  year  over  so 
small  an  item  aH  £10  paid  for  a  park- 
keeper's  ammunition,  if  they  consider 
that  there  may  be  others  who  desire  to 
discuss  colonial  and  other  large  matters 
of  administration.  A  small  number  of 
Members  carry  their  criticism  to  such  a 
minute  point  that  they  prevent  ^time 
being  given  to  larger  and  more  general 
questions  of  policy  which  certainly 
ought  to  engage  the  atttention  of  th& 
House.  I  can  assure  the  House  that  in 
proposing  to  take  Morning  Sittings  on 
Tuesday  and  Thursday,  it  is  with  the 
idea  that  we  should  allow  some  reci- 
procity to  Members  for  the  time  taken 
from  Tuesday.  We  do  not  seek  to  take 
the  time  from  them  without  an  assur- 
ance that  a  portion  of  the  time  shall  be 
given  to  Supply.    I  judge  that  I  am  not 
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mistaken  in  the  belief  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  considers  it  a 
reciprocal  concession  on  our  part.  It 
was  made  with  that  view,  and  we  have 
reason  to  believe  it  was  so  estimated  by 
some  Members  for  whose  judgment  we 
have  considerable  regard.  What  I 
would  suggest  to  the  House  is,  that  they 
should,  at  least,  allow  us  to  take  this  on 
trial  and  see  how  it  works.  We  are 
only  anxious  to  get  on  with  Supply. 
Hon.  Members  will  admit  that  Supply  is 
to  a  great  extent  private  Members'  time, 
for  not  only  do  we  vote  the  money,  but 
we  ventilate  grievances — and  grievances 
are  freely  brought  forward  in  relation  to 
many  subjects  for  which  Supply  affords 
ample  opportunity.  Therefore,  we 
really  thought  we  were  not  trenching 
much  on  the  rights  of  Members  in  making 
the  suggestion.  We  ask  you  at  least  to 
give  it  a  trial  until  Easter ;  and  if  it  does 
not  work  smoothly,  if  hon.  Members 
do  not  get  their  opportunity,  it  will  be 
open  to  us  to  reconsider  the  matter. 
We  do  not  wish  to  force  our  view  with  any 
degree  of  obstinacy  or  persistency,  but 
there  is  a  desire  that  Supply  should  be 
brought  on  early,  and  full  opportunity 
will  be  given  for  financial  criticism,  as 
well  as  for  the  ventilation  of  grievances 
that  arise  in  connection  with  administra- 
tion. 

Mb.  LABOUO  here  (Northampton) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  was 
willing  to  make  a  sacrifice  in  conceding 
an  al.eration  as  regards  Tuesday. 

Mil.  GO  SO  HEN  :  As  regards  Thurs- 
day. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE:  As  regards 
Tuesday,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man used  the  word  "  sacrifice."  I  can 
assure  him  we  do  not  want  him  to  make 
that  sacrifice,  and  that  we  prefer  to  re- 
main as  we  are  as  regains  Tuesday. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  makes 
the  sacrifice  to  us  as  a  sort  of  quid  pro 
^Ko,  7)ut  are  we  sure  that  he  will  put 
down  the  Estimates  on  Thursdavs  as 
well  as  Tuesdays  ?  What  is  to  prevent 
him  on  a  Thursday  going  on  with  the 
Estimates  for  a  certain  number  of  hours, 
and  then  giving  on  with  other  business  ? 
I  really  believe  the  majority  on  both 
aides    of    the    House   would  infinitely 

• 

prefer  to  meet  at  .S  o'clock  and  ad- 
journ at  VI  o'clock,  than  to  meet  at 
*2  and  adjourn  fn>m  7  till  i>  o'clock 
and  thou  sit  until  1  o'clock.  I 
xlo  hope  we  shall   have   Sv>me   sort   o: 


assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  will  not  press  this  matter  at 
regards    Thursday.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman    (Mr.    Chaplin)    came    for- 
ward as  a   private   Member,  and    said 
he   had  sympathy  with  us.     It  is   an 
exceedingly  barren  sympathy.      He  is 
going  to  vote  against  u^*,  this  sympathetic 
^iend.     He  says  that  this  will  not  be 
established  as  a  precedent  for  the  taking 
of  all  Tuesdays,  because  it  appears  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wants  it  after 
Easter,  to  treat  us  to  an  essay  on  bi- 
metallism.    I  can  tell  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  if  you  give  an  inch  to 
a  Minister  he  will  take  an  ell.     We  will 
not  get  back  the  Tuesdavs  after  Eaater, 
and  they  will  take  our  Fridays.     It  is  an 
additional  reason   with   me  for  voting 
against  the  Resolution    that   I   might 
lose  the  chance  of  hearing    the  most 
interesting  essay  on    bi-metallism.      I 
entirely  agree     with    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  Members  of  both 
front  benches  need  to  be  thoroughly  in- 
structed in  these  matters.     A  man.  once 
he  becomes  a  Minister,   loses  half  his 
virtue.     The  reason  private  Members 
have  been  crushed  like  worms  isbecanso 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  will  not  turn.  There  are  two  notss 
upon  this  question — the  official  and  ths 
non-official  or  private  Members  below  the 
Gangway  on  either  side  of  the  Honas. 
Private  Members    have    always    stood 
together  —  irrespective    of  Party  —  in 
protection  of  their  rights;  but  the  reason 
why  we  cannot  get  those  rights  now  is 
that  hon.  Grentlemen  on  those  benches  are 
too    servile    to    their    Leaders.     It   is 
notorious    that    no    reforms    whatever 
would  have  been  brought  forward  had 
i  it  not  been  for  private  Members,  who 
j  bring  forward  their  measures  or  resoln- 
I  tions,  probably  getting  small  divisioiii 
;  at  first,   but  gradually  increasing  them 
i  until  the  Ministry,  from  consideratioiiB 
of  Party    support    in   the  House   nod 
.  country,   are    at  length    oompetted   to 
;  deal  with  the  questions  so  brought  into 
:  public  view  for  settlement.     It  is  ^bso- 
'  lutely  essential  for  the   well-being   of 
this    country,    and    for    the     progrow 
of    any    epecies  of     reform,  that    yea 
should  have  private  Members'  nights. 
We      have      been      told      that      the 
Estimate:}    must    be    pressed    forward 
at  this  time  ol   the   Session,  otherwiis 
we  shall  have  to  sit  until  Christmat. 
Irrespective  of  the  E;stimatea,  there  will 


1305 


Supply — 


{March  8,  18891 


Morning  Ritiingn,       1306 


be  a  good  deal  to  discuss,  and  which  we 
will  insist  upon  discussing.  But  surely 
there  is  no  necessity  for  taking  private 
Members'  nights  after  we  have  only 
been  sitting  for  fourteen  days,  unless  it 
is  the  fear  of  sitting  until  Christmas. 
I  cannot  see  anything  in  the  gracious 
Speech  of  Her  Majesty  to  show  that 
the  Government  have  any  important 
business  to  lay  ttefore  this  House.  We 
are  going  to  have  an  increase  of  the 
Navy,  which  will  of  course  be  approved 
on  this  side  of  the  House.  We  are 
going  to  have  a  Scotch  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill,  in  respect  of  which,  knowing 
nothing  about  Scotch  business,  I  shall 
vote  with  the  majority  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, who  ought  to  know  pretty  well 
what  they  want.  I  do  hope  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  reconsider 
this  proposal,  or  if  not — for  I  know 
that  he  has  the  majority  at  his  back — 
that  he  will  reconsider  it  with  regard 
to  Thursday. 

*Mr.  de  lisle  (Mid  Leicestershire): 
I  hope  the  House  will  pardon  my  sup- 
porting the  Motion,  for,  in  doing  so,  I 
shall  be  imposing  on  myself  a  Lenten 
penance,  which,  like  other  Lenten  pen- 
ances, may  not  lead  to  an  amendment 
of  life.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  that  Morning  Sittings  do 
not  add  much  to  our  work,  and  at  the 
Evening  Sittings  it  is  often  impossible  to 
keep  a  House  for  the  discussion  of 
questions  in  which  we  are  interested.  I 
hope  this  is  the  last  time  a  Motion  of 
this  kind  will  bo  proposed.  I  hope  the 
House  will  give  a  kind  consideration  to 
the  proposal  which  I  had  on  the  Paper 
last  Session,  for  it  meets  nearly  all  the 
objections  which  have  been  urged  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  It  has  been 
said  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
that  discussions  in  Committee  of  Supply 
are  generally  not  of  a  profitable  kind. 
Now  my  proposal  is  that  thirty  days  of 
the  Session  should  be  set  apart  for  the 
discussion  of  the  Estimates,  dividing  the 
total  into  10  parts,  and  allowing  for  the 
discussion  of  each  class  of  the  Estimates 
three  days.  When  these  three  days  had 
elapsed,  then  the  Closure  would,  by 
automatic  action,  be  applied  at  mid- 
night. Thirty  days  are  in  excess  of 
the  average  number,  the  figures  g^ven 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
showing  that  the  number  of  days 
devoted  to  Supply  for  the  last  20  years 
average  26  days,  although  laat  year  42 


days  were  devoted  to  Supply.  In  classoR 
of  the  Civil  Service  which  are  sub-divided 
into  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  Estimates 
the  Government,  by  taking  English 
Estimates  the  first  day,  Scotch  the 
second,  and  Irish  the  third  day,  would 
be  able  to  reduce  the  discussion  of  Irish 
affairs  to  just  and  well-proportioned 
limits,  and  if  necessary  to  insure  ade- 
quate and  fair  discussion.  Spokesmen 
might  be  selected  on  both  sides,  who 
should  devote  their  energies  to  the  sub- 
j  ects  which  they  had  mastered .  I  hope  the 
House  will  give  this  proposal  their  care- 
ful consideration.  As  a  loyal  supporter 
of  the  Government,  I  am  bound,  though 
not  without  regret,  to  vote  for  tho 
Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury. 

Sir  W.FOSTER  (Derby,  Ilkeston): 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
says  he  will  vote  for  the  Motion 
as  a  matter  of  penance;  but  I 
must  join  with  hon.  Members  in 
protesting  against  this  interference 
with  private  Members'  rights.  Our  ex- 
perience of  Evening  Sittings  last  Session 
was  by  no  means  satisfactory,  for  the 
House  counted  out  on  several  occasions. 
Now,  when  there  are  several  questions 
affecting  the  industrial  classes  to  be 
discussed,  I  emphatically  object  to  a  re- 
turn to  a  system  that  has  worked  badly. 
I  think  it  is  time  private  Members  should 
protest  against  these  reciprocal  conces- 
sions being  made  at  their  expense.  The 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  to 
restore  the  custom  of  last  Session  with 
regard  to  Tuesdays,  and  which  did  not 
work  well,  and  further  it  seeks  to  apply 
that  which  worked  badly  to  another  day 
of  the  week.  |I  do  not  see  the  advan- 
tage of  it.  It' is  a  great  inconvenience 
to  hon.  Members  to  be  brought  down  to 
the  House  at  two  o'clock,  only  to  adjourn 
at  seven  and  meeting  again  at  nine — a 
course  which  g^ves  you  exactly  the  same 
number  of  working  hours,  only  with 
this  disadvantage,  that  an  interval  like 
that  from  seven  to  nine  retards  the  work, 
therefore,  I  holding  as  I  do,  that  the  use 
of  Thursday  as  a  day  for  Morning  Sit- 
tings would  interfere  with  the  business 
of  the  House,  I  move  that  the  words 
**  or  Thursday  "  be  omitted. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy) :  I 
beg  to  second  the  Amendment,  and 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  FinU  Lord  of  the  Treasoiy 
to    give    due    consideration     to    the 
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general  feeling  of  this  House  on 
the  subjeot.  I  am  quite  ready  to 
come  here  at  two  o'clook,  but  I 
have  a  strong  objection  to  stay  here  till 
one  o'clock  in  the  morning,  especially 
when  two  hours  in  the  middle  of  the 
time  are  rendered  absolutely  useless. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "or  Thursday."— (iSVr  Walt&r 
Foster.) 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  There  seems 
to  be  a  strong  feeling  in  the  House  as 
to  the  inconvenience  of  the  arrangement 
as  to  Thursday,  and  I  would  suggest 
that  the  Gt)vemment  might  avoid  the 
inconvenience  of  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
that  day  if  they  would  allow  the  House 
to  meet  at  the  usual  hour  on  the  under- 
standing that  after  a  certain  amount  of 
time  has  been  given  to  Supply,  progress 
shall  be  reported  and  the  legislative 
business  proceeded  with.  The  Govern- 
ment can  hardly  expect  to  get  through 
all  the  legislative  business  on  the  Mon- 
day, and  must,  therefore,  have  some 
portion  of  another  day  on  which  legis- 
lative measures  can  be  considered. 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  If  it  be 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  sit 
at  three  o'clock  on  Thursdays  in- 
stead of  two,  I  shall  not  object  so 
long  as  the  House  is  agreeable  to 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  proposal  I 
have  submitted,  and  gplve  an  amount  of 
time  to  Supply  equal  to  that  which  we 
shall  obtain  on  Tuesdays.  In  that  case 
I  will  endeavour  to  carry  out  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  and  not  insist  on 
the  part  of  the  Resolution  which  relates 
to  Thursday. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  object 
entirely  to  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  are  anxious  to  put  further 
obstacles  in  the  way  of  the  discussion  of 
Irish  business.  I  think  there  never  was 
a  time  when  the  Government  were  less 
entitled  to  take  the  time  of  private  Mem- 
bers. I  can  assure  my  Friends  below 
the  Gangway  who  have  spoken  with 
sorrow  of  the  opportunities  that  will  be 
lost  to  them  in  regard  to  the  considera- 
tion of  matters  in  which  they  are 
interested,  that  it  is  not  English  matters 
of  which  the  Government  are  thinking ; 
the  object  of  this  proposal  is  entirely  to 
extinguish  Irish  discussions.  [^Laughter.'] 
Hon.  Members  opposite  laugh,  and 
I    quite     agree     with    the    suggestion 

Sir  G.  CuinpheU 


that  laughter  conveys^ — namely,  tint 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  not 
succeed  in  preventing^  the  disouamm 
of  Irish  matters.  We  have  iu  Irelaad 
a  most  stringent  Coercion  Act — ^the 
operation  of  which  is  prodacmg 
daily  acts  of  cruelty  and  injostios 
— and  the  Irish  people,  in  view  at 
this,  have  a  right  to  have  their  affiiin 
discussed  in  this  House.  The  more  the 
Government  coerce  in  Ireland,  the  more 
strenuously  will  they  endeavour  to  ap^j 
the  Closure  with  regard  to  Irish  disem- 
sions  in  this  House ;  the  Closure  with 
them  being  the  complement  of  Coercion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  If  the  Govern- 
ment will  only  frankly  state  that  no 
business  will  be  taken  at  the  Tuesdaj 
Morning  Sittings  except  Supply,  tad 
that  no  other  business  of  a  contentioni 
character  will  be  taken,  I  think  tiie 
House  will  be  satisfied.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  the  Government  mean  by 
''the  principal  business? '*  Do  tliej 
mean  that  no  business  shall  be  taken 
on  Tuesday  mornings  except  Sapplj 
and  purely  formal  business,  and  tnit 
they  will  not  bring  on  contentiom 
matters  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  :  WUe 
thanking  the  Gt)vemment  for  the  con- 
cession they  have  made,  I  am  fully  ol 
opinion  that  it  does  not  meet  our  objee> 
tions  to  their  proposals,  and  therefore  I 
shall  feel  bound  to  divide  the  House  oa 
the  Question. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  I  think  we 
ought  to  have  some  clear  understanding 
as  to  what  is  to  be  '*  the  prinoipal  biui- 
ness  ;  "  and  that  the  Resolution  is  not  to 
be  used  except  for  the  most  lormil 
business  beyond  Supply. 
*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  might  be 
necessary  to  take  the  Report  of  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  or  a  stage  of  the  Ooa- 
solidated  Fund  Bill. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  '  or  Than- 
day '  stand  part  of  the  Question,''  pvti 
and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat:-* 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  255;  Nbei 
132.— (Division  list.  No.   11.) 

Resolved,  That  until  Caster,  wkei- 
ever  |the  Committee  of  Supply  is  ip* 
pointed  for  Tuesday, the  House  shallmeiC 
at  2  of  the  clock.  At  such  MonuBf 
Sittings  the  Committee  of  Supply  dhw 
be  the  principal  Business,  and  the  {it- 
visions  of  Standing  Order  56  tfkM  be 
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extended  to  Tuesday.  The  Motion 
appointing  the  next  Sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  may  be  taken  at  any 
hoar,  thoagh  opposed. 

PABTKEBSHIP   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Hill,  B  ill  to  consoli- 
date the  Law  of  Partnerships,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Hill,  Sir  fiemhard 
Samuelflon,  Sir  George  Elliot,  Sir  Charles 
Palmer,  Mr.  Whitley,  Sir  Albert  Rollit,  and 
Mr.  Seale-Hayne. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  151.] 

POOR  BELIEF  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Tuite,  Bill  to  amend  and 
extend  the  Acts  relating  to  Poor  Relief  in  Ire- 
land, in  order  to  enable  Boards  of  Guardians 
to  provide  Industrial  Training  for  Pauper 
Children,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Tuite,  M*Cartau,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power,  Mr.  Pinker- 
ton,  Mr.  Patrick  Joseph  0*Brien,  and  Dr.  Fox. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  152.] 

SMALL   DEBTS    (sOOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  Bill  to  extend 
and  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  recovery 
of  Small  Debts  in  Scotland,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  bv  Mr.  Caldwell,  Mr.  W.  P. 
Sinclair,  Mr.  ^orbum,    and   Mr.    Provand. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  1 53. J 

SHERIFF  OOITRTS   CONSOLIDATION  dVIL 
CODE   (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Caldwell,  Bill  to  combine 
in  one  Code  the  regulations  affecting  Sheriff 
Courts  in  Scotland,  and  to  extend  and  amend 
the  Law  of  civil  process  therein,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Caldwell,  Sir  George  Tre- 
Velyan,  and  IVIr.  Philipps. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  154.] 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DA  T, 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

PARLIAMENTIARY  ELECTIONS  (MR 
BRADLAUGH)-MOTION  TO  EXPUNGE 
FROM  THE  JOURNALS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  RESOLUTION  OF  THE  22nd 
JUNE,  1880. 

*Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
The  Amendment  which  now  stands  in  my 
name,  and  which  I  now  beg  to  move,  is — 

'*  That  the  Resolution  of  this  House  of  the 
22nd  day  of  Jane,  1880,  '  lliat  having  regard 
to  the  Reports  and  Proceedings  of  Two  Select 
Committees  appointed    by    this    House,    Mr. 


Bradlangh  be  not  pm*mitted  to  take  the  oiith  er 
make  the  affirmation  mentioned  in  the  Statnte 
29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  31  &  32  Vic.  c.  72,'  b« 
expunged  from  the  Journals  of  this  House,  as 
being  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the  whole 
body  of  electors  of  this  Kingdom." 

Now,  this  Eesolution  whieh  I  ask  the 
House  to  assent  to  will  be  found  in  the 
Commons'  Journal,  vol.  135,  page  934. 
In  asking  the  House  to  give  its  assent  to 
the  Motion,  I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  to 
express  a  hope  that  the  Government  will 
not  feel  it  its  duty  to  oppose  it.  The 
Besolution  itself  is  not  without  prece- 
dent. There  are,  indeed,  several  prece- 
dents upon  the  Journals  of  the  House, 
but  I  shall  only  trouble  the  House  with 
five  of  them,  and  those  very  briefly. 
Two  of  them  are  exactly  applicable  to 
the  state  of  things  I  am  about  to  submit 
to  the  House  this  evening.  The  one 
most  in  point  is  the  Resolution  which 
stands  in  the  Commons'  Journal,  vol.  38, 
page  937,  of  the  3rd  of  May,  1782,  and 
is  as  follows : — 

"  That  the  entry  in  the  Journals  of  the  House 
on  the  17th  of  February,  1769,  of  a  Resolution 
that  John  Wilkes,  having  been  in  this  iSession 
expelled  the  House,  was  and  is  incapable  of 
being  elected  a  Member  of  the  present  Parlia- 
ment, be  expunged  from  the  Journals  of  this 
House,  as  being  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the 
electors  of  this  Kingdom.*' 

That,  however,  was  not  the  first  Hesolu- 
tion  of  this  character.  In  vol.  4  of  the 
Commons'  Journal,  page  397,  there  is 
this  entry :  — 

**  The  House  took  into  consideration  the 
Votes  and  Orders  of  this  House  for  disabling 
Mr.  Henry  Martyn  to  sit  as  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament.'' 

After  some  discussion,  it  was  resolved — 

'^  That  this  Resolution  be  annulled  and  made 
void  and  erased  out  of  the  book,  and  that  the 
Clerk  do  vacate  the  same  accordingly." 

There  are  several  other  Besolu- 
tions  which,  by  subsequent  Beso- 
lutions,  have  been  expunged  from  the 
Journals  of  the  House.  One  will  be 
found  in  5  Commons  Journals,  page 
197,  but  itis  impossiblenowtodiscover  its 
application,  the  page  being  blank,  the 
Resolution  having  been  actually  ex- 
punged, and  no  trace  of  it  left.  Then 
there  is  in  the  11th  Commons  Journals^ 
page  210,  an  entry  of  a  payment  made 
to  Sir  Thomas  Clarges  which  is  directed 
to  be  struck  out ;  and,  curiously  enough, 
there  are  two  other  entries  on  the  same 
page  which  are  also  directed  ta  b«  as- 
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punged,  and  which  related  to  the  Eev. 
ur,  Nowel  and  Mr.  Lenthall  for  words 
spoken.  So  that  what  I  am  asking  the 
House  to  do  to-night,  if  I  make  out  a 
good  case,  is  only  a  matter  which  has 
been  done  more  than  once.  I  do  not 
propose,  in  what  I  have  to  say,  to  re- 
awaken any  of  the  bitterness  which  might 
be  found  in  portions  of  the  struggle 
which  commenced  with  this  Kesolu- 
tion.  My  desire  is  rather  to  induce  the 
House,  in  the  interests  of  my  consti- 
tuents specially,  and  in  the  interests,  I 
think  I  have  a  right  to  say,  of  the 
electors  generally,  to  erase  the  Besolu- 
tion  from  the  Eecords  of  the  House,  the 
struggle  in  this  matter  having  prac- 
tically ended  by  the  passing  into 
law  last  year  of  the  Oaths  Act. 
I  do  not  propose  to  make  any  other 
statement  of  facts  than  that  which  is 
found  in  Sir  Erskine  May's  admirable 
summary,  and  the  only  references  I  shall 
make  are  to  the  Journals  and  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee,  to 
which  I  must  refer  in  order  to  make 
myself  clear.  I  shall  abstain  from 
referring  in  any  way  to  jBansard,  be- 
cause it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to 
do  so  without  remembering  things 
which  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  have  shown  a  wise  disposition  to 
forget,  and  which  I  have  no  desire  to 
recall.  There  is  only  one  exception 
which  I  shall  make  to  that,  and  the 
House  will  see  the  reason  why  I  make 
it.  In  the  Journals  of  the  House  of 
Commons  it  will  be  seen  by  reference  to 
vol.  135,  page  123,  that  it  is  recorded 
that  I  did  not  come  to  the  House  until 
the  3rd  of  May,  1880,  to  make  my 
claim  to  affirm,  while  the  Journals  show 
that  Parliament  opened  on  the  29th  of 
April,  several  days  earlier.  I  think  it 
is  absolutely  necessary,  both  for  my 
own  honour  and  in  order  to  explain 
what  is  otherwise  not  clear,  that  I  should 
state  why  it  was  that  I  delayed  coming 
to  the  Table.  What  I  am  now  stating 
has  reference  to  the  late  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  of  whom  I  desire 
to  speak  with  the  most  profound  re- 
spect, and  for  whose  personal  courtesy 
towards  myself,  during  the  difficult 
struggle  to  which  I  am  referring,  no 
words  of  recognition  on  my  part  can 
be  too  high.  I  have  no  desire  to 
speak  of  him  except  as  a  Judge  holding 
a  high  position  in  which  I  am  sure  that 
in  every  respect  ho  tried  to  do  what  he 
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thought  to  be  right  and  Justin  reference 
to  the  honour  of  this  Hoose  and  the 
rights  of  individual  Members.  Of  course 
it  is  necessary  that  I  should  challenge 
the  decision  of  the  late  Speaker  upon 
one  point,  although  I  admit  that  the 
House  itself  acted  with  him.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  I  am  speaking  now 
of  the  opposition  which  I  received  some 
years  after  it  happened,  but  I  received 
full  permission  at  that  time  from  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  to  state  at  any  time, 
seeing  that  the  matter  had  been  alluded 
to  by  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  in  a  speech 
to  the  House,  that  I  delayed  coming  to 
the  Table  after  having  communicated 
informally  to  Mr.  Speaker  and  to  the 
;  Clerk,  subsequent  to  my  election^  my  in- 
tention to  claim  to  afl&rm,  as  I  then 
thought  I  had  a  right  to  do,  in  con- 
sequence of  Mr.  Speaker's  request 
that  I  should  wait  until  the  opinions 
of  the  then  Attorney  General,  Sir 
John  Holker,  the  Solicitor  General, 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor,  the 
Speaker's  Counsel,  and  an  eminent  legal 
personage  who  was  not  named  to  me, 
and  whose  name,  therefore,  although  I 
think  I  know  it,  I  have  no  riffht  to 
mention,  had  been  taken,  as  to  wnetlier 
my  claim  to  affirm  was  a  claim,  which, 
in  their  opinion,  was  well  founded  in 
law.  I  stated  then  to  Mr.  Speakff 
Brand  that,  if  the  opinion  of  the  majo- 
rity of  these  personages  turned  oat  to 
be  against  me,  although  I  thonglit 
myself  right  in  my  individual  opinioB, 
I  should  bow  to  their  decision.  I  wm 
told  by  the  Clerk,  Sir  Erskine  May,  and 
afterwards  by  Mr.  Speaker  Brand,  that 
if  the  opinion  of  the  majority  was  not 
in  my  favour,  the  majority  were  ear- 
tainly  not  against  me.  Under  thoaa 
circumstances  I  came  to  the  Table,  rely- 
ing not  merely  upon  my  own  view,  bvt 
knowing  that  most  eminent  legal 
authority  held  exactly  the  same  view  aa 
I  did.  I  say  this  because  the  case  haa 
been  sometimes  put  as  though  I  had 
thrust  a  conflict  upon  the  Hoose  of 
Commons,  implying  that  I  waw  wroaig 
from  the  commencement,  and  that  a 
degree  of  moral  blame  attaushes  to  ma 
which  would  naturally  attach  to 
me  if  the  statement  were  true.  I 
will  assume,  for  the  purposes  of 
my  Hesolution  this  eveningi  tiiat 
my  claim  to  affirm  was  an  ill-xoundad 
claim.  Any  way  that  is  a  positifla 
which  I  am  bound  to  accept^  beoaoM  i^ 
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was  80  decided  against  me  by  a  com- 
petent tribunal.     It  is  ri^ht,  however, 
that  I  should  inform  the  House  that  in 
the  trial  at  bar,  in   which  I  was  de- 
fendant, the  learned  Ohief  Justice   of 
England,    referring    to     that    decision 
against     my     claim    to    affirm,  said — 
*'  Whether  that  is  well  or  ill  decided  it 
is    not    for    me    to    suggest.      It    is 
decided,    and     decided    by     authority 
superior    to    the    Court  sitting  here." 
Frankly  I  admit  that  the  whole  diffi- 
culty in   the    struggle  arose  from  my 
making  a  claim   to  affirm,  which  the 
Courts    ultimately    held  to  be  an  ill- 
founded  claim.      I  have  made  that  ad- 
mission, because  I  desire  to  be  as  frank 
with  the  House  as  it  is  possible  to  be, 
because  I  wish  to  appeal  to  the  generous 
judgment  of  hon.  Members,  as  well  as 
to  their  just  judgment  in  the  way  in 
which  they  will  deal  with  my  Motion 
this  evening.     It  is  right  I  should  re- 
mind the   House  that  one  Committee 
having  decided,  as  far  as  a  Committee 
can  decide  by  its  Keport,  that  my  claim 
to    affirm  was    ill    founded,  when  the 
matter  was  referred  to  a  second  Select 
Committee  on  my  claiming  to  take  the 
oath,    this    is    what    happened.      The 
Journals  of  the  House  say — 

*'Mr.  Bradlaugh,  returned  as  one  of  the 
Members  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton, 
came  to  the  Table  to  take  and  subscribe  the 
oath,  and  the  Clerk  was  proceeding  to  ad- 
minister the  same  to  him,  when  Sir  Henry 
Drummond  Wolff,  the  Member  for  Portsmouth, 
rose  to  take  objection  and  to  submit  a  Resolu- 
tion to  the  House." 

Now,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  did  not  then  act  upon 
what  was  clearly  his  view  as  contained 
in  the  Journals  of  the  26th  April,  1881, 
when  he  said  that — 

"The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  having 
been  introduced,  has  come  to  take  the  oath  in 
the  accustomed  form,  and  is  prepared  to  comply 
with  the  provision  prescribed  by  the  House, 
ought,  under  ordinary  circumstances,  to  be  con- 
tinued  without  interruption." 

I  submit  that  the  words  ''  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances  "  ought  to  have  been 
omitted,  and  that  between  the  return  of 
a  Member  to  Parliament  and  the  per- 1 
formance  of  his  duties  at  the  Table  im- 
posed upon  him  by  law,  whatever  they 
are,  there  should  be  no  kind  of  interfer- 
ence, supposing  that  he  comes  regularly 
in  compliance  with  the  Standing  Orders 
to  that  Table  ready  to  fulfil  everything 
imposed  on  him  by  law.     If  he  does  not 
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fulfil  these  obligtions,  there  is  then  a 
method  of  trying  the  question  by  a  tri- 
bunal— a  Court  before  which  all  matters 
of  fact  would  have  to  be  proved  and  none 
assumed.  That  was  not  the  course 
adopted.  Sir  H.  D.  Wolff  was  permitted 
to  submit  a  Eesolution  under  which  the 
matter  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. The  Keport  of  the  Committee  is 
rather  long,  but  I  will  only  trouble  the 
House  with  two  material  paragraphs 
contained  in  it,  and  which  are  those 
which  come  last.     The  Committee  were 

"  of  opinion  that  in  making  the  claim  to  affirm 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  voluntarily  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  that  on  several  occasions  he  had 
been  permitted  in  Courts  of  Justice  to  affirm 
under  the  Evidence  Amendment  Acts,  1869  and 
1870." 

Therefore  the  Committee  reported  that 
the  House  could — and  in  their  opinion,  if 
it  could,  it  ought  to — prevent  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh from  going  through  the  form  of 
taking  the  oath.  The  Committee  pointed 
out  that  if  the  House  prevented  a  duly 
elected  Member  from  taking  the  oath  or 
affirming,  there  was  no  power  of  review- 
ing or  reversing  that  decision,  however 
erroneous  it  might  be  in  point  of  law. 
The  Committee,  therefore,  recommended 
that  should  Mr.  Bradlaugh  again  request 
to  make  and  subscribe  the  affirmation, 
he    should    not  be  prevented  from  so 
doing.     But  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
its  wisdom,  did  not  accep  tthat  Eeport, 
and  passed  the  Resolution  which  I  now 
ask     the     House     to    erase    from    its 
Journals,  declaring  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  not  be  permitted  either  to  take 
the    oath  or  to   make   an    affirmation. 
Having  put  this  to  the  House,  I  should 
like  to  say  that  there  is  no  truth  in  the 
statement  that  in  any  fashion  whatever, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  have  I  ever 
sought,    during    any    portion     of   the 
struggle,  to  put  upon  this  House  any 
opinions  I  hold  upon  any  matter  what- 
ever other  than   those  which  are  con- 
nected with  the  discharge  of  my  political 
duties  as  a    Member   of  this  House. 
Now,  it  is  clear  what  was  the  old  practice 
of  the  House,  and  I  am  going  to  ask  this 
House  to   renew  and  re-affirm   it   by 
erasing  this  Besolution  from  its  Books. 
The  old  practice,  as  shown  by  Hatsell, 
vol.  ii.,  p.  64,  was  that  on  a  Member  ap- 
pearing to  take  his  seat,  all  business 
was    suspended    until    he  was  sworn. 
I  do  not  ask  the  House  to  vary  the 
change  as  to  time  made  by  the  Stand- 
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trust  I  may  not  httre  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  House,  whMh,  irilUngly,  I  have 
never  wasted  and  do  not  dmre  to  waste, 
in  such  an  undertaking,  "and  I  trust  the 
House  may  feel  they  can  accept  the 
Besolution  in  the  spirit  in  which  I 
move  it,  without  taunt  or  hoastinji:,  only 
entreating  the  High  Court  of  Parlia- 
ment to  do  itself  the  justice  which  none 
other  has  the  power  to  do. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words — 

'*  The  Resolution  of  this  House  on  the  22Qd 
day  of*  June,  1S80,  *  having  regard  to  the 
Keports  and  Proceedings  of  two  Select  Com- 
mittees appointed  by  this  House,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  be  not  permitted  to  take  the  oath  or 
make  the  affirmation  mentioned  in  the  Statute 
29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  81  and  32  Vic.  c  72/  be 
expunged  from  the  Journals  of  this  Hoose,  as 
being  subversive  of  the  rights  of  the  whole 
body  of  Electors  of  this  Kingdom,*'  —  {^Mr. 
Uradlaughf) 

— instead  thereof. 

♦The  president  op  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh, 
Bristol,  W.) :  I  think  the  oalm  atmo- 
sphere of  the  House  at  the  present  time 
is  a  sufficient  earnest  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  the  question  he  has  brought 
forward  will  be  approached  by  the 
Government,  and  by  any  hon.  Member 
who  addresses  the  House,  in  no  spirit  of 
personal  hostility  to  himself,  and  with 
no  desire  to  re-awaken  unpleasant 
memories.  Sir,  I  would  point  out,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  no  mere  request  for  the 
assertion  of  a  principle  or  doctrine  in 
which  himself  believes  ;  it  is  to  ask  the 
House  to  take  the  very  serious  step  of  ex- 
punging from  the  Journals  a  Resolution 
entered  upon  those  Journals  by  the  vote 
of  a  previous  Parliament.  Now,  Sir,  I 
hope  I  shall  command  the  assent  of  the 
House,  whatever  their  opinion  upon  this 
Resolution  itself  may  have  been,  to  this 
proposition,  that  no  such  step  as  that 
which  the  hon.  Member  asks  the  House 
to  take  should  be  taken  on  account  of  a 
mere  difference  of  opinion,  if  such  dif- 
ference of  opinion  exist,  between  one 
Parliament  and  another.  If  it  were 
otherwise,  we  might  be  asked  to  rescind 
Resolutions  passed  by  previous  Par- 
liaments on  any  conceivable  sub- 
ject. Not  only  the  inconvenience,  but 
the  unconstitutional  nature  of  such  a 


course  is  obvious.  I  venture,  8ir,iiO'SlAK 
mit  to  this  House  that  the  only  fgtmoA 
upon  which  it  could  be  asked  thiM  Ate 
Resolution  of  a  former  Parliatmifiitsliovld 
be  rescinded  is  this  :    that  it  BhfMild  %^ 
clearly  proved   that  the  Resoltrtion  ^ 
either  contrary  to  the  law  or  the  ^Oote- 
stitution  of  the  country.      Well,  wo^, 
what  is  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Mem^ 
ber?      He  asks  the  House  to  i«sduA 
this  Resolution,  in  the  first  place  in^tiMd 
name    of   justice    to    himself,    btft    it 
appears  to  me  that  if  the  Resolution  H^ 
in    accordance   with    the   law   it   wite 
not  unjust.     Secondly,   he  askb  us  ^ 
do    this    as    a    protest    againtft   Mltke 
terrible   prospect  which  he  holfiis  'Otii 
— that  this  or  some  future  Parlittmeiit 
may  exercise  the  power  of  debarring  ^St) 
or  20  or  any  number  of  Members  froin 
coming  to  the  Table  to  take  the  oadli 
and  their  seats.     But,  Sir,  the  mere  eik- 
punging  of  this  Resolution — if  Parlia- 
ment possesses  4iuch  a  power— could  iMit 
deprive    it  of   that  power.     We  *mtti 
only  deal  with  this  Resolution  as  one 
arrived  at  under  certain  circumtflane^ 
and  applicable  only  to  a  particular  case. 
In  the  first  place  I  deny  that  the  preoe- 
dents  which  the  hon.  Member  has  qaottfd 
afford  any  argument  for  the  course  Ike 
recommends.    The  two  precedents  'on 
which  he  seemed  most  to  rely  are  the 
case  of   Henry  Mart3m    and    thilt    of 
Wilkes,   in    1782.     I    think   that  the 
case     of     Henry      Martyn     was     ndt 
an  expunging  by  one  Parliameirt  of  ^ 
Resolution    arrived    at    by    a  previous 
Parliament.       It   was   merely  the   ex- 
punging by  a  Parliament  of  a  Resolm- 
tion  which  the  same  Parliament  had 
previously  arrived  at,  by  which  «  dis- 
qualification had  been  imposed  on  Henry 
Martyn;  and  it  must  be  perfectly  obvious 
that  that  is  a  very  different  thing  from 
asking  the  House  to  go  back  nine  yearb 
and  expunge  a  Resolution  at  which  'H 
previous  Parliament  had  arrived,  whMi 
certainly  now  imposes  no  disqualification 
on  anybody.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Wilkes, 
that  gentleman  moved — 

'*That  the  following  Resolution,  which  lild 
been  passed  by  a  previous  Parliament,  «h6tild 
be  expunged— 'That  Mr.  Wilkes  havi:i|^  bMn 
in  this  Session  of  Parliament  expelled  f rom  flte 
House  was,  and  is,  incapable  of  being  eleeteda 
Member  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament,^  " 

And  the  House  of  Commons  of  i&e 
day,  on  Mr.  Wilkes's  Motion,  ezpuiigit 
the  Resolution  from  its  Journals  as  hmmg 
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iabreniTe  of  the  rlght«  of  the 
bodjof  el^icton  of  this  United  Kingdom. 
But  vhj  vu  ;t  4ubTen:Te  ?     Becaose  it 
was  c^>D«idered  rhat.  althotigh  the  Home 
had^   of  co'ine.    the  right  to   expel  a 

Member,  it  had  no  nght  to  debar  the  lation  which  the  hon.  Mef&b^ 
electon  frox  returning  hi 31  again  if  thej  to  hare  expunged  £rom  the  X 
00  pleajied.  That  doe>t  not  applj  to  the  think  I  can  show,  in  thefirtt 
eaae  of  the  Lon.  Member.  The  £e»jla-  it  was  exercised  stzictlT  ia 
tion  which  he  a%k«  us  to  expange  did  with  the  law.  Indeed,  the  hxML. 
not  tonch  the  j/ower  of  the  electors  of  has  not  denie<i  it.  What  har^e 
Northampton  to  return  the  hon.  the  decisions  of  the  Conras?  Oa 
Member  a^  often  9A  thev  choose,  and,  as  March  31.  18S1.  the  Court  of  AppasI 
a  matter  of  f&/;t,  thev  did  return  him  -  decided  that  the  hon.  Met&ber  wm 
after  it  was  passed.  What  the  Reso-  a  person  who,  bj  want  of  reiigaois 
Intion  did  wa^  to  express  the  opinion  of  <  beUef,  was  not  entitled  bj  the  PbSi- 
the  House  of  Oioiniocs  that  the  hon.  mentarj  Oaths  Act  or  the 
Member,  after  baring  been  bo  returned.  Oaths  Act  to  make  or  salwerib 
should  not  be  allowed  to  take  the  oath  or    afl&rmation. 

the    affirmation    prescribed   in   certain      *Mr.    BEADLAUGH  :     I    hAT« 
cases  bjlaw.     What,  .Sir,  was  the  effect    denied  that  the  conclusion  at  w; 
of  this  Hesolution,   and    how    did  the    House  arrived    was    a    oond 
cifcumstances     arise?     As    the      hon. 
Member  has  very  fairly  admitted,  thej 
arose  owing  t^i  his  own  action  in  asking 
to  be  permitted  on  the  3rd  of  May,  1880, 
to  make  an  affirmation  instead  of  taking 
the  oath  in  the  ordinary  manner ;  that 
brought  the  whole  ca.se  before  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House,  and  from  that  began 
all  the  subsequent   [iroceedings  in  the 
Parliament  of  1880   with  regard  to  it. 
I  remember  when,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Parliament  of  1886,  before  any 
hon.  Members  had  taken  the  oath,  I  felt 
it  my  duty  to  place   before   you,   Sir, 
by    letter,    the    history    of    the  case, 
and  to  ask  you  to  submit  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  now  House   of  Commons 
whether  thf;  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton should  be  permitted  to  take  the  oath 
or  to  affirm.     You,  Sir.  declined  to  com- 
ply with  the  request,  ruling  that  it  was 
not  for  you  nor  for  the  House  to  enter 
into  any  inquisition  as  to  what  may  be 
the  opinions  of  a  Member    when    he 
c^omes  to  the  Table  to  take  the  oath. 
No  question  was  then  raised,   and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  took  the 
oath  like   any  other    Member   of   the 
Tfouse.    These  circumstances  obviously 
differed    from    the    circumstances      of 
tho  Parliam(uit  of  1880,   when,  by  his 
own  action  in  claiming  to  aflirm,  the  hon. 
Member  bad  invitod  tho  judgment   of 
the  HouBO  on  his  particular  case.     Now, 
Hir,  1  contond,  in   tlio  words  of  one  of 
tho    Oommittoes,    to    which    the    hon. 
Member  liaH  referred,  that  there  is  an 
inherent  power  in  the  House  to  require 
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accordance  with  the  judgment  of  1^ 
Court,  but  I  deny  the  right  or  the  diCT 
of  the  House  to  arrive  at  any  legal  fson- 
I  elusion  at  all  respecting  a  lawfal  retuzn. 
I  held  that  the  Courts  alone  fliioiild 
do  that. 

*SiB  M.  HICKS-B£ACH :  I  am  n^ 
ing  that  the  House  in  this  matter  did 
not  arrive  at  a  legal  condiudoii,  bat 
simply  maintained  and  enforced  the  law. 
That  was  the  decision  of  the  Gomt  of 
Appeal.  The  hon.  Member,  by  his  ova 
action  in  being  primarily  reeponaiblalor 
the  passage  of  the  Oaths  Act  of  Ibh 
Session,  has  shown  that  he  JiiwiiJf  a^ 
cepts  the  decision  of  that  Court  aa  good 
law.  In  January,  1885,  the  Gourt  of 
Appeal  decided  that — 

*'  The  hon.  Member  having  been  foond  bj  t 
jury  to  be  a  person  not  believing^  in  the  ezift- 
ence  of  a  Supreme  Being,  and  upon  ^rhom  tiiB 
oath,  as  an  oath,  had  no  binding  effect,  is,ewiii^ 
to  his  want  of  religious  belief,  incapable  by  Isv 
of  taking  and  subscribing  the  oath  mt  the 
Table." 


That  was  the  law  in  1880,  both 
gards  the  taking  of  the  oath  and  the 
right  of  the  affirmation  in  the  hon. 
Member's  case.  What  the  fieaolatian 
of  the  House  did  was  simply  to  see  that 
the  law  was  enforced  and  carried  out. 
The  hon.  Member  contends  it  was  not 
the  duty  or  the  right  of  the  House  io 
do  so.  But  this  is  not  the  first  time  in 
the  history  of  the  present  Parliameoi 
that  he  has  brought  the  matter  under 
the  judgment  of  the  House.  Last  Ses- 
sion he  asked  the  House  to  deolaxe  that 
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ourious  one.  In  the  year  1769  the 
Hesolution  whioh  wae  oomplained  of 
had  been  carried  by  a  Bubstantial  major- 
ity in  a  full  Houfle.  Afterwards  Wilkes, 
haying  been  again  elected,  took  his 
•seat,  and  from  time  to  time,  between 
1775  and  1782,  made  almost  annual 
Besolutions  on  the  subject.  At  last  the 
Besolution  was  passed  in.  a  careless  and 
tired  House— a  House  which  attached 
▼ery  little  importance  to  the  matter. 
There  is  in  the  Records  of  the  House 
which  are  generally  referred  to  for  the 
facts  of  that  period  no  mention  of  the 
Debate  or  the  Division  which  resulted  in 
expunging  the  Besolution  from  the 
Journals.  In  the  seventh  volume  of 
-**debrett's  Parliamentary  Debates"  a 
reference  is  made  to  the  incident,  but  it 
is  a  very  short  one,  very  little  of  the 
Debate  is  given,  and  the  Motion  is  stated 
to  have  been  eventually  carried  by  115 
against  47.  Only  one  speech  was 
thought  worthy  of  report  by  the  editors 
of  those  reports,  and  that  speech  was 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Fox — [Sir  W.  Har- 
couRT,  Hear,  hear  I] — in  which  Mr. 
Fox  protested  strongly  against  the 
Motion  being  expunged.  Mr.  Fox  op- 
posed the  Motion,  but  said — 

"It  was  not  from  any  false  pride  or  fear  of 
being  thought  inconsistent.  He  had  turned  the 
•question  often  in  his  mind,  and  be  was  still  oon- 
vinced  that  the  Heaolution  which  gentlemen 
wanted  to  expunge  was  founded  on  proper  prin- 
<2iples.  It  was  for  the  good  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land that  the  House  should  have  a  power  of  ex- 
pelling any  man  whom  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  England  thought  unworthy  to  sit 
■among  them  :  this  was  a  privilege  too  valuahle 
to  be  given  up  Ho  supposed  some  cases  in 
which  the  public  utility  of  it  would  be  felt 
and  acknowledged  ;  if  the  Bill  for  excluding 
<:ontractors  from  seats  in  that  House  had  been 
rejected  in  the  other ;  and  that  the  House  of  Com  • 
mens  should  come  to  a  Resolution  of  their  own 
that  no  person  holding  a  contract  should  sit 
amongst  them,  the  present  contractors  losing 
their  seats  might  be  re-elected,  and  then,  if  not 
prevented  by  the  inherent  power  of  the  House 
to  expel,  the  very  men  whom  the  House 
should  have  pronounced  improper  to  sit  among 
them  might  be  returned  again*'. 

The  Besolution  passed  in  1769  was 
expunged  in  the  Manuscript  Journals  of 
the  House,  but  when  they  were  re- 
printed  in  1803  it  was  not  expunged, 
and  is  to  be  found  in  the  printedi 
Journals  to  this  day.  The  difference 
between  that  case  and  the  present  is 
perfectly  clear.  In  respect  to  the  pre-^ 
S0nt  ciMpe  the  House  had  appointed  two 
i^eleott  Committees,  tbe  first,  of  which 


advised  that  the  hon.  Member  ChSn.. 
Brad  laugh)  was  not  a  person  who  oooldi 
be  allowed  to  affirm.  That  was  sound 
law.  Then  the  second  Committee  xisr. 
ported  that  the  hon.  Member  was  not  a 
person  who  was  capable  of  taking-  aa 
oath. 

M&.  BRADLAUGH :  The  Committee 
added  that  in  their  opinion  the  Houb0. 
ought  not  to  prevent  me  from  affirming^ 
*SiB  E.  CLARKE :  I  am  quite  aware 
that  that  Committee  added  the  sug- 
gestion that  the  hon.  Member  should, 
be  allowed  to  affirm;  but  in  view 
of  these  declarations  of  the  two 
CommitteoB,  what  was  the  House  to 
do  ?  Was  it  to  throw  over  the  Re- 
ports of  the  Committees  when  it  be- 
lieved them  to  be  sound,  and  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  be  allowed  to 
do  one  of  these  two  things  ?  The  House 
of  Commons  was  perfectly  right  in  itS' 
law.  In  the  conflict  whioh  ensued  be- 
tween the  two  sides  of  the  House 
it  was  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  and  those 
acting  with  him  at  the  time  that  the 
House  had  no  certain  knowledge  of  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, and,  therefore,  it  ought  not  to 
take  this  action»  but  that  it  ought  to  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  a  Court  of  Law. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  haa 
said  in  the  course  of  his  speech  to-night 
that  the  House  of  Commons  is  a  Court. 
It  is  part  of  the  High  Court  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  the  House  of  CommonSi 
knowing  that  the  Member  who  came  to 
the  Bar  was  one  who  could  not  affirm 
and  was  incapable  of  taking  an  oath, 
was  only  discharging  its  first  duty  ia 
passing  that  Besolution.  I  submit  to  the 
House  that  so  far  from  being,  as  in  the 
case  of  Wilkes,  the  assertion  of  a  prin- 
ciple ^hioh  the  House  may  or  maor,  not 
now  desire •  to.  gejt  rid  of;  it  is  simply  tilcih 
Record'  of  an  apt  dpne^  by  the:  Qouiifr 
There  is  no  sense  in?  expungoig  tim. 
R^oord(  fitomr  the  piyooeedings  of  tii0- 
House;  it  W'Ould  be  of  no  use^tothe; 
hon.  Member  or  to  hist  constituents^ 
There  is  nothing  on  the  face  of  the 
Resolution,  which  in  the  least  degree  inr 
frin^Si  the  Constitutional  rights  of  the 
eleotqrs  of  the  country,  because  the 
House  took  the  proper  course  at  that 
time»  in  protecting  itself  against  an 
illegal  or  profane  performance  taking 
place  before  it.  If,  however,  it  is  sug- 
gested that  the  House  should  expungi^ 
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hn^  pveviouBlj  opposed  him  that  thej 
hmL  ao  ConBtitutional  right  to  prevent 
hj^^taJkiDg  hiaseat.    If  a  constituency 
rofepnii^t  a  Member  to  the   House,  that 
Mieiabar  has  a  right  to  take  his  seat. 
I^b^tpok  his  seat  wrongfully  by  affirm- 
i]|g  K^bien  he  had  no  right  to  affirm,  or 
by,  Bfetending  to  take  the  oath  when  he 
dfplqoi  take  it,  there  is  a  penalty  im- 
P9^d  which  prevents  the  Member  from 
continuing  to  take  his  seat,  because  it  is 
a  recurrent  penalty.    What  was  con- 
tended for  in  July,  1880,  and  what  was 
tl|(sn  opposed  by  the  Government  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  the 
proposition  that  said,  '*  We  will  not  let 
tbe-hon.  Member  takethe  oath  or  affirm." 
The.  House  cannot   probe   the  reasons 
09  t}K)Ughts  of  men,  and  it  is  not  in  the 
power  of  the  majority  wilfullj'  to  lay 
dowi^  such  a  proposition  in  order  that 
tlj^  right  ma.v   be  legally  tried.    The 
present  case  is  identical  in   principle 
wi^h.  that  of  Wilkes.     In  the  case  of 
A^ilkes  the  effect  of  the  House's  action 
'vid^  to  say,     **  The  constituency  had  no 
rii^t  to  return  Mr.  Wilkes,   and  his 
op|ip9ent  is  returned."     That  was  an 
ui^cgnstitutional    Eesolution.      If    the 
HoUf^  pzeveuts  a  Member  from  either 
ti^jlupg  the.  oath  or  affirming,  it  is  a 
bf^vaefi    argument   to   urge    that    the 
HcH^W  ^^^^  Q^^  prevent  the  constituency 
from  returning  the  same  Member  again. 
Itf  win  be  but  an  empty  form  for  the 
o^jQAtituency  to  go  on    returning    the 
Ifember  under  such  circumstances;  and 
yiE^  of  such  a  character  is  the  Motion 
w^ch  was  proposed  by  Sir  Hardinge 
G^ard    and    carried     by    the    House 
of.    Oommoos.      Both     in     the    case 
0^  Wilkes  and  in  the  present  case  there 
is,  an  unconstitutional  interference  with 
tka.  rights  of  a.  constituency.     1  believe 
that  ti^e  rdsolution  of  1880  was  uncon- 
stitiltional  and  wrong,  and  that  it  never 
o<|ght  to  have   been    entered   on    the 
Jamais  of  the.  House.     What  ought  to 
hBi  done,  then  ?  To  express  a  contrary 
opinion  now  wx)uJd  be  scarcely  enough. 
It  was  proposed  in  1880  to  insert  in  the 
^solution  the   words  "if  Parliament 
sjbali  otherwise  direct,"  but  those  words 
"^re,  by  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Hpuse,   struck  out,   thereby  admitting 
thaino  such  right  existed.  I  feel  that  this 
is  a,  grave  matter,  but  I  believe  we  shall 
be  acting  constitutionally  and  rightly  if 
MN»i  assert  that,  there  is  no  power  in  the 
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hands  of  the  House  to  interfere  in  the 
return  of  a  Member  of  Parliament. 
*The    SOLICITOR    GENERAL  (Sir 
E.  Clabke,  Plymouth) :  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  recollections  of    the 
conflict  of  1 880  are  very  acute  in  the  mind 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  H.  James). 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman    began    by 
admitting    that    the    expunging    of    a 
Resolution  from  the  Records  of  Parlia- 
ment was  a  very   serious  action.      Of 
course  it  is  absurd,  unless  there  is  some 
necessity  to  disaffirm  a  principle   laid 
down  in  a  previous  Resolution.     It  is  an 
idle  thing  to  try    to  tear  out  of    the 
history  of  the  House  of  Commons  one 
page.     That  does  not  get  rid  of  the  in- 
cident itself.  If  this  Resolution  is  carried 
it  will  not  alter  the  fact  that  the  House 
of  Commons  did,  in  1880,  take  upon 
itself  the     right    represented    by    the 
Resolution  in  question.     Unless  it  is  to 
relieve  the    character    of  some  person 
from  stigma,  or  to  remove  some  prin- 
ciple which  ought  no  longer  to  remain 
in   the    Books    of    Parliament,    there 
is     no     excuse     for    tampering    with 
and  falsifying  the  Records  of  the  House 
by  striking  out  part  of  them.    The  right 
hon.   and  learned   Member    for    Bury 
admits  that  it  requires  a  very  strong 
case  to  induce  the  acceptance  of  the 
Resolution  before  the  House,   and  he 
seems  to  think  that  the  case  of  Wilkes 
in  some  way  supports  the  proposal  of 
the    hon.    Member    for    Northampton. 
There  can  be  nothing  more  marked  and 
clear  than  the  difference  between  the 
present  case  and  the  cases  of  Martyn  and. 
Wilkes.  In  the  case  of  Martyn  the  House, 
had  pronounced  a  disqualification  again^ 
the  Member,  and  as  long  as  thai  rer 
mained  on  the  Books,  the  man  could  nat 
be  sent  to  the  House.     But  the  House- 
of  Commons  retracted  that  disqualifica^ 
tion,    and  declared  that  it  should  be 
annulled  and  erased  from  the  Books  of 
the  House.  The  sentence  of  disqualifioar 
tion  was  cancelled,  and  Martyn  admitted^ 
to  all  the  rights  of  citizenship.    In  tha 
case  of  Wilkes,  as  long  as  the  Resolution 
remained  unaffected  by  any  later  Yote 
of  the  House,  it  amounted  to  a  declara- 
tion by  the  House  of  Commons  that  any 
person  who  had  been  expelled  from  the 
House  was  by  that  very  act  incapaci- 
tated from  being  a  Member  of  the  House 
again.    The  history  of  the  matter  with 
regard  to  John  Wilkes  was  rathes  9k* 
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ourious  one.  In  the  year  1769  the 
Hesolution  which  wae  oomplained  of 
had  been  carried  by  a  Bubstantial  major- 
ity in  a  full  Kou8e.  Afterwards  Wilkes, 
having  been  again  elected,  took  his 
•seat,  and  from  time  to  time,  between 
1775  and  1782,  made  almost  annual 
Besolutions  on  the  subject.  At  last  the 
Resolution  was  passed  in  a  careless  and 
tired  House — a  House  which  attached 
▼ery  little  importance  to  the  matter. 
There  is  in  the  Records  of  the  House 
which  are  generally  referred  to  for  the 
facts  of  that  period  no  mention  of  the 
Debate  or  the  Division  which  resulted  in 
expunging  the  Hesolntion  from  the 
Journals.  In  the  seventh  volume  of 
-**debrett's  Parliamentary  Debates"  a 
reference  is  made  to  the  incident,  but  it 
is  a  very  short  one,  very  little  of  the 
Debate  is  given,  and  the  Motion  is  stated 
to  have  been  eventually  carried  by  115 
against  47.  Only  one  speech  was 
thought  worthy  of  report  by  the  editors 
of  those  reports,  and  that  speech  was 
the  speech  of  Mr.  Fox — [Sir  W.  Hab- 
couRT,  Hear,  hear!] — in  which  Mr. 
Fox  protested  strongly  against  the 
Motion  being  expunged.  Mr.  Fox  op- 
posed the  Motion,  but  said — 

"It  was  not  from  any  false  pride  or  fear  of 
being  thonght  inconsistent.  He  had  turned  the 
•question  often  in  his  mind,  and  be  was  still  ooo- 
'vinced  that  the  Heaolution  which  gentlemen 
wanted  to  expunge  was  founded  on  proper  prin- 
ciples. It  was  for  the  good  of  the  people  of  Eng- 
land that  the  House  should  have  a  power  of  ex- 
pelling any  man  whom  the  representatives  of  the 
people  of  England  thought  unworthy  to  sit 
■among  them  :  this  was  a  privilege  too  valuable 
to  be  given  up  He  supposed  some  cases  in 
which  the  public  utility  of  it  would  be  felt 
and  acknowledged  :  if  the  Bill  for  excluding 
contractors  from  scats  in  that  House  had  been 
rejected  in  the  other ;  and  that  the  House  of  Com  • 
mons  should  come  to  a  Resolution  of  their  own 
that  no  person  holding  a  contract  should  sit 
amongst  them,  the  present  contractors  losing 
their  seats  might  be  re-elected,  and  then,  if  not 
prevented  by  the  inherent  power  of  the  House 
to  expel,  the  very  men  whom  the  House 
should  have  pronounced  improper  to  sit  among 
them  might  be  returned  again". 

The  Besolution  passed  in  1769  was 
expunged  in  the  Manuscript  Journals  of 
the  House,  but  when  they  were  re~ 
printed  in  1803  it  was  not  expunged, 
and  is  to  be  found  in  the  printed< 
Journals  to  this  day.  The  ditference 
between  that  case  and  the  present  ia 
perfectly  clear.  In  respect  to  the  pre- 
sent oa^  the  House  had  appointed  two 
3el6Qt{  Committees,  the  first,  of  which 


advised  that  the  hon.  Member  (Md^. 
Bradlaugh)  was  not  a  person  who  oouldi 
be  allowed  to  affirm.  That  was  sound 
law.  Then  the  second  Committee  xer 
ported  that  the  hon.  Member  was  not  a 
person  who  was  capable  of  taking'  an. 
oath. 

M&.  BRADLAUGH :  The  Committer 
added  that  in  their  opinion  the  Hoaeo 
ought  not  to  prevent  me  from  affirming^ 
*SiR  E.  GLAUKE :  I  am  quite  aware 
that   that  Committee  added    the    sug« 
gestion  that    the  hon.  Member  should 
be    allowed  to    afhrm;    but    in  view 
of    these     declarations     of     the     two 
Committees,    what    was  the  House   to 
do  ?     Was  it    to  throw   over  the  Ee- 
ports  of  the  Committees    when  it  be- 
lieved them  to  be  sound,  and  to  say  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  be  allowed  to 
do  one  of  these  two  things  ?    The  House 
of  Commons  was  perfectly  right  in  its 
law.      In  the  conflict  which  ensued  be* 
tween    the    two    sides    of    the   HoubO: 
it  was    suggested  by    the    right    hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  and  those 
acting   with  him  at  the  time  that  the 
House  had  no  certain  knowledge  of  the 
opinions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, and,  therefore,  it  ought  not  to 
take  this  action,  but  that  it  ought  to  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  a  Court  of  Law. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
said  in  the  course  of  his  speech  to-night 
that  the  House  of  Commons  is  a  Court. 
It  is  part  of  the  High  Court  of  Parlia- 
ment ;    and  the    House  of  Commons, 
knowing  that  the  Member  who  came  to 
the  Bar  was  one  who  could  not  affirm 
and  was  incapable  of  taking  an  oath, 
was  only  discharging  its  first  duty  in 
passing  that  Resolution.    I  submit  to  the 
House  that  so  far  from  being,  as  in  the 
case  of  Wilkes,  the  assertion  of  a  prin- 
ciple which  the  House  may  or  mscr.  not 
now.  desire,  to  ge^  rid  of,  it  is  simply  til^ 
Beoord  of  an  act  dpne^  by  the.  Qoui^ 
There  is    no  sense  in  expunging  1^, 
Record  ivQm  the    pm>oeeding8    of  the- 
House;    it  would  be  of  no  use^tOtthe; 
hon.  Member  or    to   hisf  cQnatituentS4 
There  is  nothing  on    the  face  of  the 
Resolution  which  in  the  least  degree  inr 
fringea  the  Constitutional  rights  of  the 
electors  of   the  country,    because    the 
^ou/»e  took  the  proper  course  at  that 
time»  in    protecting  itself    against  an 
illegal  or  profane  performance  taking 
place  before  it.     If,  however,  it  is  s«g^. 
gested  that  the  House  should  expmigt 
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from  the  record  of  its  proceedings  acts 
done  by  the  House,  there  would  be 
scarcely  any  limit  to  the  discussions  of 
this  kind.  There  is  one  important  in- 
stance to  be  found  on  the  Becords  of  the 
House.  Not  many  years  ago  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  rose  at 
the  Table  while  Mr.  O'Donnell,  then  the 
Member  for  Dungarran  was  addressing 
the  House,  and  moved  that  that  hon. 
Member  should  no  longer  be  heard. 
Your  predecessor,  Sir,  said  that  no  such 
Motion  had  been  made  for  200  years, 
but  he  could  not  say  that  it  was  out  of 
order.  There  was  a  strong  majority  in 
the  House  at  the  back  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  that  time,  and  Mr. 
O'Donnell  was  directed  to  discontinue 
his  speech  at  once,  but  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  followed 
the  example  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian,  and  proposed  in  the 
next  Session  that  the  right  hon.  Member 
should  be  directed  to  discontinue  his 
speech,  the  results  were  different,  for 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  straight- 
way suspended.  Would  any  sane  man 
suggest  that  those  incidents  should  be 
expunged  from  the  Becords  ?  The  House 
may  have  done  a  wise  or  an  unwise 
thing ;  it  may  have  adopted  inconveniently 
an  old  precedent,  or  made  an  inconvenient 
new  one,  but  everything  which  takes 
place  in  the  House  in  the  course  of  the 
Session  is  part  of  the  history  of  the 
House  and  the  country.  It  is  as 
childish  to  suggest  that  a  leaf  should  be 
torn  out  of  the  Becords  of  Parliament 
as  it  would  be  for  an  angry  wife  to 
revenge  herself  by  tearing  up  her 
marriage  certificate,  or  for  an  embar- 
rassed tradesman  to  put  himself  right 
by  tearing  a  leaf  out  of  his  ledger.  If 
a  transaction  takes  place  the  record  of 
it  ought  to  remain.  I  do  not  say  that  if 
a  Besolution  on  the  Books  of  the  House 
lays  down  an  unsound  and  un-Constitu- 
tional  principle,  the  House  may  not  be 
right  in  expunging  it  in  order  to  mark 
its  strong  sense  of  the  wrongful  prin- 
ciple so  laid  down,  but  the  Besolution 
which  the  hon.  Member  asks  should  be 
expunged  is  the  Kecord  of  an  action 
taken  by  the  House.  That  action  was, 
in  my  judgment,  absolutely  right ;  I  be- 
lieved it  to  be  right  at  the  time,  and  I 
know  it  has  been  proved  to  be  right  in 
the  Courts  of  Law  by  the  proceedings 
which  have  taken  place  since.  I  appeal 
to  the  House  not  to  do  so  unwise  or 
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foolish  a  thing  as  to  try  to  erase  tha 
Besolution  from  our  Becords. 

Sir  W.  HABCOUBT  (Derby):  I 
wish  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  endeavoured  to  deal  with  what^ 
after  all,  is  a  grave  Constitutional  ques<- 
tion  in  a  somewhat  more  serious  manner 
and  in  a  style  more  worthy  of  the  subject* 
The  illustrations  he  gave  were  beneath 
the  gravity  of  the  occasion.  The  ques- 
tion is  whether  the  action  taken  by  the 
House  at  that  time  was  un- Constitu- 
tional ?  I  could  not  make  out,  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  quotation 
from  the  speech  of  Mr.  Fox,  whether  he 
thought  the  original  decision  of  the 
House  of  Commons  in  Wilkes's  case 
was  right  or  wrong.  I  think  that  every- 
one is  of  opinion — that  every  Constitu- 
tional lawyer  is  of  opinion — I  make  an 
exception  in  the  case  of  the  Solicitor 
General— that  the  course  taken  by  the 
House  of  Commons  from  1769  to  1782 
was  thoroughly  un-Constitutional.  It 
is  said  that  Mr.  Wilkes  made  an  annual 
Motion.  Yes,  but  in  what  kind  of  Par- 
liament did  he  do  this  ?  It  was  in  the 
corrupt  Parliament  of  Lord  North,  which 
did  un-Constitutional  acts  every  day. 
The  striking  out  of  the  Besolution  from 
the  Becords  was  one  of  the  first  acts  of 
the  first  Liberal  Parliament  elected  after 
the  disasters  of  the  American  War. 
That  is  a  chapter  in  the  history  of 
the  matter  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  refer.  Wa» 
the  declaration  an  un-Constitutional 
one?  It  has  always  been  held  so^ 
because  it  was  an  assumption  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  to  prevent  a  Member 
taking  his  seat  who  had  a  right  to  take 
his  seat.  The  Solicitor  General  says  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to 
pass  that  Besolution  in  1880.  If  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  Parliament  to  do  so 
because  it  was  a  right  and  proper  Beso- 
lution, why  is  it  not  the  bounden  duty  ol 
this  Parliament  to  pass  a  similar  Besolu- 
tion ?  What  became  of  the  sacred  duty 
insisted  on  by  the  Solicitor  General  ? 
When  this  Parliament  was  elected,  the 
persons  who  had  the  guardianship  of 
this  legal  duty  were  the  present  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  What  were  they 
doing  when  they  failed  to  declare  thie 
fundamental  duty  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  exclude  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  ?  They  did  not  perform 
that  obligation  in  this  Parliament^ 
because  they  knew  that  the  Parliament 
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of  1880  had  committed  an  un-Oonstitu- 
tional  act,  and  thej  were  ashamed  to  be 
again  parties  to  that  transaction.  The 
Attorney  General  laughs.  He  is  a  bold 
man  I  know  ;  but  why  did  he  not  make 
the  Motion?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  says 
the  incident  has  taken  place,  and,  there- 
fore, it  cannot  be  obliterated.  Every- 
body knows  that.  We  do  not  wish  to 
falsify  the  Hecord,as  has  been  suggested, 
but  merely  to  point  out  the  fact  that  the 
House  of  Commons  committed  an  illegal 
act,  and  we  do  not  desire  that  the  prece- 
dent should  remain.  The  question  does 
not  affect  one  side  of  the  House  more 
than  the  other;  it  is  the  right  of  the 
constituencies  which  is  involved.  If  you 
choose  to  leave  on  the  Hecords  that  the 
House  of  Commons — I  care  not  whether 
the  declaration  is  a  legal  or  an  illegal 
one — assumes  to  itself  by  a  vote  of  the 
majority  to  declare  the  rights  of  a  Mem- 
ber or  of  a  constituency,  you  set  a  danger- 
ous and  an  un- Constitutional  precedent. 
If  the  declaration  is  a  legal  one,  then 
the  Court  of  Law  can  work  it  out  if 
necessary,  but  if  the  declaration  is  an 
illegal  one,  then,  unfortunately,  there  is 
no  Court  to  reverse  our  decision  or  ex- 
amine our  conduct.  That  is,  unfor- 
tunately, the  danger  of  a  declaration  of 
this  kind.  I  shall  vote  as  I  voted  in 
1880,  against  the  Resolution,  because, 
now,  as  then,  I  think,  as  I  thought,  that 
it  is  an  extremely  dangerous  thing,  and 
still  more  so  after  this  debate  and  the 
speech  of  the  Solicitor  General,  that  we 
should  allow  it  to  remain  on  record  that 
the  Government  has  maintained  the 
proposition  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons has  a  right  by  its  own  vote 
to  determine  the  right  of  a  Member 
to  his  seat,  and  the  right  of  a  constitu- 
ency to  elect  him.  That  is  the  doctrine 
maintained  on  those  benches,  and  as- 
serted by  the  Solicitor  General,  but 
which  they  did  not  dare  Jto  actj  upon  at 
the  commencement  of  this  Parliament. 
What  does  it  mean?  It  means  that 
whenever  it  is  convenient  to  them — and 
it  was  not  convenient  to  them  at  the 
beginning  of  Parliament — whenever  it 
suits  their  purpose  they  will  assert  that 
principle  and  act  upon  it. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber sat  in  the  last  Parliament. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  What 
I  am  saying  is  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
position   of   the  Solicitor  General.    I 


was  examining  his  proposition,  the 
position  that  a  great  Partv  assumes  in 
reference  to  this  point,  and  I  say  it  is  a 
most  dangerous  thing.  Depend  upon 
it  it  is  a  doctrine  that  will  be  taken  up 
by  a  Party  to  which  you  do  not  belong, 
and  I  shall  deplore  it  as  a  great  evil 
then  as  it  is  when  asserted  by  you.  It 
is  an  assertion  that  a  Parliamentary 
majority  may  at  any  moment  exclude  a 
Member  elected  to  this  House  as  a  re- 
presentative of  the  people,  may  take 
upon  itself  to  declare  the  law,  not 
leaving  that  declaration  to  the  Courts 
of  Law'.  That  is  a  most  dangerous 
doctrine,  and,  therefore,  I  shall  vote  for 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

Question  put,  **That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided: —  Ayes  112; 
Noes   79. — (Division  List,  No.  12.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  imderstand  that  a  Scotch  Member 
desires  to  bring  forward  a  Scotch  mea- 
sure in  which  Scotch  Members  on  this 
side  are  much  interested,  and  I  will  not, 
therefore,  stand  in  the  way  with  the 
Motion  of  which  1  have  given  notice. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SUPPLY. -REPORT. 

Resolutions  [7th  March],  reported. 

( 1 .)  ••  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £909,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray 
the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of 
March  1889,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
the  Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords." 

(2.)  '•  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £3,290,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat 
day  of  March  1 88«,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Office  of  the  Land  CommiasionerB  for 
England." 

(3.)  "  That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  exceed- 
ing £8,000,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3lit 
day  of  March  1889,  for  Sutionery,  Printing, 
and  Paper,  Binding,  and  Printed  Books  for  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  for  a  Grant  in 
Aid  of  the  publication  of  Parliamentary 
JJebates." 

(4.)  •*That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £292,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty  tO 
defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course 
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effect,  and  from  the  manner  in  which 
it  has  been  met  we  might  gather  that 
the  whole  thing  was  arranged  before- 
hand between  the  Government  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone. 
The  hon.  Member  discharges  a  pious 
duty  towards  a  certain  portion  of  his 
constituents  in  proposing  the  Bill,  with- 
out the  least  desire  to  see  it  carried ;  he 
proposes  it  in  a  half-hearted  manner, 
without  advancing  the  slightest  reason 
in  its  support,  while  the  Government 
think  so  lightly  of  him  and  his 
Bill,  that  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  disposes  of  them  with  the 
briefest  words.  I  am  very  glad  indeed 
to  see  the  great  Liberal  Union 
Alliance  has  come  down  to  this.  I  am 
rejoiced  to  think  this  is  the  result  of  the 
great  Liberal  Unionist  compact  with 
the  Times.  ''That  it  should  come  to 
this !  "  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  Generalfor  Ireland,  when  he 
kicks  out  the  Bill,  kicks  with  so  little  cere- 
mony that  he  does  not,  out  of  courtesy  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone, 
spend  a  few  words  to  give  a  decent  grace 
to  the  act  of  summary  dismissal.  This 
is  a  most  instructive  evening  for  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone.  We  have  him  posing  ais  a  sup- 
porter of  the  Union,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  is  most  anxious  that  the 
"  diggers  and  del  vers  "  of  South  Tyrone, 
the  people  who  till  the  soil,  the  honest 
Orangemen,  the  people  who  love  their 
country — not  as  we  do — the  hard-headed 
people  of  South  Tyrone,  who  love  the 
Government  of  law  and  order,  should 
get  their  rights  in  Parliament  by  return- 
ing a  Member  who,  while  cordially  sup- 
porting the  Union,  and  all  the  great 
purposes  of  the  Union,  is  at  the  same 
time  the  extremest  Badical  on  Land 
Question''.  Well,  we  have  seen  to-night 
what  all  this  flummery  amounts  to.  I 
observe  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
growing  slightly  uneasy;  will  he,  with 
Liberal  Unionist  force  and  humour,  ex- 
press to  the  House  the  great  advantages 
of  this  measure  from  a  Liberal  Unionist 
point  of  view,  this  Bill  which  has  **  some 
features  that  specially  recommend  it "  ? 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  1887 
professed  the  principle  of  admitting 
leaseholders  under  99  years  to  the  right 
of  having  fair  rents  fixed  ;  but  why  are 
99  years'  lease  to  be  omitted  and  100 
years  to  be  left  outside  ?  I  hope  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  are  not  pro- 
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moting  a  ''count"  against  this  great 
Liberal  Unionist  question.  I  do  not 
wish  to  detain  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(^Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  to  listen  to 
me,  but  to  wait  for  the  reply  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone.  The  gloom 
in  which  we  were  obscured  in  1887  was 
suddenly  irradiated  by  the  light  of  a 
Liberal  Unionist  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. Persons  who  hold  for  longer 
than  99  years,  he  says,  must  be  considered 
as  purchasers — they  must  be  considered 
as  having  a  perpetuity ;  and  the  great 
object  of  the  Liberal  Unionist  Party  and 
the  Tory  Party,  of  which  he  is  so  dis- 
tinguished a  Member — for  he  spoke  of 
the  Tories  the  other  day  as  **  We  the 
Tory  Party  "—is  to  root  in  the  tillers  of 
the  soil  perpetuity  of  tenure.  We  had 
to  allow  the  Bill  of  1887  to  pass  in  that 
shape  and  form,  but  stirring  meetings 
were  held  in  Ireland  on  this  subject  at 
the  end  of  1887  and  during  the  whole 
of  1888,  and  the  Ulster  leaseholders 
clamoured  for  relief.  Well,  it  is  rather 
remarkable  that  the  only  class  of  persons 
for  whom  the  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  has  no  sympathy,  and  whom 
he  proposes  to  exclude  from  the  benefit 
of  a  fair  rent  under  this  Liberal  Union- 
ist measure,  are  the  loyal  classes  of 
Ireland.  These  classes  would  haye 
nothiug  to  do  with  ns.  Oh, 
no;  they  would  not  touch  us  with 
a  40-foot  pole.  They  are  all  "loyal 
men  and  true/'  and  they  entrust  their 
fortunes  to  that  distinguished  Member 
of  this  House,  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone.  They  know  that  he  is  employed 
about  the  country,  paid  by  some 
mysterious  source,  acting  on  behalf  of 
the  Gt)vemment,  speaking  in  the  name 
of  the  Government,  promising  that 
there  will  be  evictions  here  and 
no  evictions  there,  and  thoy  naturally 
thought  they  might  treat  with  this 
Plenipotentiary  on  the  Land  Question. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
gets  up  to-night,  and  how  does  he  treat 
these  poor  people,  the  long  lease- 
holders ?  Why,  he  does  not  even  pre- 
tend to  argue  the  question.  He  dis- 
misses it  in  a  sentence  without  so  much 
as  pretending  to  understand  it.  It  is 
not  as  though  he  were  dealing  with  a 
subject  which  could  be  disposed  of  in  a 
sentence,  or  as  if  there  were  no  time  to 
discuss  the  Bill.  With  a  view  to  enable 
it  to  come  on — and,  in  part,  to 
oblige   the    Scotch    Members  —  I  re- 
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framed  from  bringing  forward  a 
Motion  which  I  had  put  down  on 
the  paper.  I  must  say  I  had  an  eye  to 
the  bringing  on  of  this  great  hybrid 
piece  of  Liberal  Unionist  legislation. 
We  have  three  and  a  half  hours  before 
us  for  the  discussion  of  this  Bill,  but  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  did  not 
occupy  three  and  a  half  minutes  in 
describing  the  grievances  of  the  long 
leaseholders.  I  doubt  if  he  took  half 
a  minute,  and  though  wo  are  all  anxious 
to  get  on  with  the  business  I  must  say 
that  I  think  the  fate  of  these  unfor- 
tunate leaseholders  is  a  subject  which 
should  have  induced  the  hon.  Member 
who  so  keenly  sympathizes  with  them 
to  pour  out  from  his  bleeding  heart  a 
word  or  two  of  commiseration  for  their 
woes,  as  he  had  the  opportunity  of 
doing  to-night.  It  is  seldom  that  a  pri- 
vate Member  has  an  opportunity  of  this 
kind.  It  is  only  in  consequence  of  your 
very  fair  ruling,  Sir,  that  any  Member 
of  the  House  had  the  opportunity  of 
bringing  on  this  legislation.  Your  nding 

fave    an    opportunity    which    anyone 
esirous  of  promoting  the  interests  of 
the   Irish   farmer  would    gladly   have 
availed  himself  of,  and  that  is  exactly 
the  opportunity  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tjrrone  has  thrown    away. 
To-night  is  the  first  opportunity  we  have 
had  for  years  of  bringing  on  a  private 
Member's  Bill  on  Friday  night  when 
Supply  is  put  down.     It  is  a  golden 
opportunity — a  Liberal  Unionist  oppor- 
tunity— an  opportunity  which  I  should 
have  thought  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  would  gladly  have  seized  hold 
of.      I    can    only    deplore    that    Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Liberal 
Unionist  Party  should  have  no  heart  in 
a  measure  for  the  relief  of  the  Ulster 
farmers.    We  all  know  there  is  no  Irish 
grievance  which  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Party  are  not  pining  to  remove  so  long  as 
its  removal  does  not  interfere  with  the 
Union.     Oh,  the  anxiety  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  to  remove 
Irish  grievances !     Those  grievances  are 
killing  him.     Well,   here   is  a  chance 
of    depriving    the    miserable  agitators 
who  infest  Ireland,  and  are  the  bane  of 
that  unhappy  country,  of  another  griev- 
ance.    One  would  expect  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  spring  to  his  feet 
with  alacrity,  and  say,  ''This  measure 
may  not  be  perfect  in  its  details ;  there 


may  be  some  faults  of  draftsmanship 
about  it;    there    may  be    some    little 
defects  in  it  one  way  or  the  other,  but 
we  will  not  reject  the  Second  Heading; 
we  will  send  it  to  a  Select  Committee, 
or  even  give  it  the  favour  we  extend 
to  Scotch  herrings — we  will  send  it  up 
to  a  Standing  Committee."      But,  Sir, 
Scotch  herrings  are  one  thing  and  Irish 
tenants  are  another.    The  grievances  oE 
the  Scottish  fishermen   may  be    dealt 
with  by  a  Standing  Committee;    but 
Irish  farmers,  even  under  the  wing  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone,  are 
to  be  kicked  out  of  this  House  without 
even  a  word  of  sympathy,  or  without 
even  the  pretence  of  argument,  by  the 
learned   Solicitor  General   for  Ireland. 
Now,  Sir,  I  desire,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Tjrrone  has 
entirely  betrayed  the  cause  of  those  who 
entrusted    him    with    this    important 
measure,  to  say  one  or  two  words  upon 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.    I  know,  of  course, 
that  the  Liberal  Unionist  Government 
are  most  anxious  for  a  ''count  out;" 
and  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  would  be 
happy  to  promote  it  with  them,  but  I 
decline  to  enter  into  that  conspiracy.    I 
intend  to  take  advantage  of  this  unusual 
chance  that  has  been  afforded  to  us  to 
expose  exactly,  in  the  light  of  day,  the 
state  of  the  case  and  the  situation  as  it 
has  now  presented  itself;    and  I  may 
say,   in    the    first    instance,    that    this 
measure  represents  the  united  action — 
I  am  speaking  now  of  the  measure  to 
include  in  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act 
all  leaseholders — of  a  large  organized 
body  of  Loyalists  in  Ireland.    Now,  an 
Irish  Loyalist  is  so  rare  a  specimen  of 
an  Irishman  that  I  should  have  thought 
the  hon.   Member    for    South    Tyrone 
would  have  thought  it  right  to  tell  us 
something  about  his  grievances.    These 
people  who  are  excluded  from  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Land  Act  are,  as  a  rule, 
members  of  the  Loyalist  Party.    They 
have     been      labouring    under    their 
grievance  patiently,  because,  above  all 
things,  the  beauty  of  the  Irish  Loyalist 
is  that  he  is  a  patient  animal.    He  is 
always  boasting  about  his  patience— he 
is  always  telling  us  that  he  does  not  go 
out  with  a  mask  on  his  face,  or  with 
moonlighters.    He  lies  as  quietly  as  a 
slug  under  a  garden  roller,  and  takes 
every  unpleasantness  that  falls  to  his 
lot  as  if  it  were  a    dispensation  ttom 
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Providence,  instead  of  a  dispensation 
of  the  Government.  These  Irish  lease- 
holders have  begf^ed  and  prayed  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  to  submit  their  case  to  a 
tQrmpathetic  House  of  Commons.  They 
Bay— 

**  This  is  an  Imperial  Parliament ;  we  are  all 
anzlouB  to  be  under  the  rule  of  such  a  Parlia- 
ment, and  we,  therefore,  expect  that  our 
grievances  will  be  attended  to  by  it,  and  we  con- 
fidently submit  to  the  House  that  it  is  unfair 
that  we  should  be  under  rack  rents,  whilst  our 
neighbour  across  the  road,  whose  lease  is  only 
for  ninety-nine  years,  is  able  to  go  to  the 
Land  Court  and  get  a  fair  rent  fixed.*' 

I  would  ask  on  what  ground  can  this 
abominable  disability  be  continued? 
I  say  there  is  no  ground,  and  that,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  since  the  Act  of  1 870  was 
passed,  leases  for  extremely  long  periods 
have  been  forced  on  the  tenants  at  the 
point  of  the  bayonet ;  and  it  is  beoatise 
these  men  have  had  these  leases  forced 
on  them  for  these  long  periods  that  now 
you  refuse  to  remedy  the  mtuatidn. 
I  say -that  there  is  no  logic,  reason,  or 
oommon  sense  in  that  position,  and  one 
might  at  least  ei^pect  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Mrho  in  his  position  as  a  leading 
Liberal  Unionist  has  done  so  much 
iservice  to  the  Government  on  this  Irish 
Land  Question,  which  I  believe  he  so 
thoroughly  understands  —  which  I 
believe  he  understands  as  well  as  the 
Egyptian  Canal  Question  —  I  should 
have  expected  that  he  would  have  said, 
'*  Let  us  go  to  the  Select  Committee  and 
take  evidence,  and  see  what  is  the  extent 
and  scope  of  this  grievance."  But  what 
does  he  do?  I  saw  him  put  up  the 
Irish  Solicitor  General — who,  I  am 
bound  to  say,  I  do  not  think 
understands  anything  about  the  Bill. 
There  is  not  a  keener  intellect  in  the 
House  than  that  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  and  if  he  had  been  afforded 
two  minutes  he  would  have  digested  the 
Bill  and  understood  all  about  it.  But 
the  Government  put  him  up — and  it 
may  be  that  even  now,  at  the  eleventh 
hour,  they  may  mean  to  retrace  their 
steps,  because  I  observe  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  been  bend- 
ing his  giant  mind  to  the  task  of  under- 
standing the  measure  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Tyrone.  I  do  trust  that 
as  I  am  making  this  appeal  on  behalf 
of  the  Loyalists  of  Ulster  the  Govern- 
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ment  will  now  consider  it  in  a  fair  and 
reasonable  spirit.  I  am  quite  fre^  to 
admit  that  the  consideration  of  the 
clauses  of  the  measure  may,  perhaps, 
be  relegated  to  a  more  favourable  oppor- 
tunity when  a  **  count "  is  not  in  the 
offing ;  but  with  regard  to  the  proposal 
to  admit  leaseholders,  I  do  say  that  if 
the  Government  will  accept  my  as- 
surance that  the  Loyalists  in  Ireland 
would  be  most  grati&ed  to  see  this 
principle  accepted,  and  will  do  some- 
thing to  secure  its  adoption,  they  will  be 
taking  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 
Let  them  remember  that  most  of  these 
loyal  and  long-suffering  leaseholders  are 
Orangemen  and  most  strenuous  sup- 
porters of  the  Unionist  Party,  and  that 
a  number  of  them  came  over  to  this 
country  not  long  ago,  and  poured  into 
the  sympathetic  bosom  of  Lord  Salisbury 
an  account  of  their  grievances.  Has  it 
oome  to  this — that  after  this  measure 
has  been  so  fully  explained  by  this 
*worthy  body  of  men,  it  is  to  meet  with 
such  scant  courtesy  on  the  part  of  a 
House  which  has  such  ample  time  to 
attend  to  it  ?  I  hope  it  will  be  under- 
stood in  the  country  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  no  other  business  but  this 
before  it.  There  is  not  a  single  item  df 
business  remaining  on  the  Paper  except 
this,  and  we  have  yet  some  hours  at  our 
disposal  before  the  hour  for  adjourn- 
ment. Parliament,  for  once  in  its  long- 
oenturied  historical  existence,  has  perfect 
leisure  to  attend  to  this  small  Irish  griev- 
ance ;  and  I,  therefore,  do  trust  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  with  that 
anxiety  he  feels  to  remove  Irish  g^ev- 
ances — reasonable  grievances  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  SouUi 
Tyrone  in  a  calm  spirit  and  in  a 
business-like  way,  embracing,  I  believe, 
two  sentences — the  time  of  the  House 
not  having  been  taken  up  with  long  and 
wordy  harangues — I  do  trust,  I  say, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  at 
least,  condescend  to  give  attention  to  this 
measure.  And  I  say,  for  my  own  part, ' 
that,  representing  as  I  do  a  Nationalist 
constituency,  I  would  sincerely  urge  the 
Government,  if  they  want  to  assure 
their  supporters  in  the  Loyalist  districts 
of  Ireland  of  the  earnestness  of  their 
desire  to  remove  grievances,  to  regard 
this  question  of  leaseholders  as  one 
which,  above  all  others,  should  be 
attended  to.  It  cannot  be  pretended — 
and    this    is    a    misfortune    from    the 
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Govemment  point  of  vi^Nr^-^ltt  'Itm^ 
is  not  ample  time  to  atttftift  '%6  t!<e 
matter.  If  you  were  ^  oount 
out  the  House  it  would  show  that  you 
were  indififerent  to  the  interests  of  the 
Loyalists  of  Ireland,  and  were  ready  to 
count  out  a  measure  introduced  by  one 
of  your  own  supporters.  Therefore 
you  are  debarred  from  such  ruthless 
procedure  as  that.  There  only  remains 
then  the  question,  as  you  have  ample 
time»  ** oceans"  of  it,  in  which  to 
deal  with  this  measure,  what  is  it  that 
stops  you  from  doing  justice  to  the  Irish 
leaseholders  ?  It  cannot  be  want  of 
will,  because  we  know  you  have  most 
anxiously  at  heart  the  improvement  x>f 
the  material  prosperity  of  the  Irish 
people.  We  know  you  have  no  argu- 
ments, as  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland — than  whom  you  could  not  have 
a  keener  advocate — had  none  to  offer, 
and  he  met  the  thing  with  a  simple 
non  po9humu8.  It  cannot  be  that  you 
have  not  sufficient  time,  or  that  you 
want  a  count  out.  I  have  shown 
how  this  particular  measure  has 
the  strongest  claim  upon  the 
time  and  attention  of  Parliament.  I 
have  disposed  of  every  possible  objec- 
tion that  can  be  taken  to  it;  I  have 
shown  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  has  been 
sent  to  this  House  by  a  body  of  Loyalists 
most  anxious  in  every  way  to  uphold  the 
Union,  and  that  he,  as  their  spokesman, 
asks  you  to  attend  to  the  measure.  And 
I,  uniting  and  aseociating  myself  to  the 
fullest  extent  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South  Tyrone — ^joining 

Syself  with  him  in  the  desire  that  this 
ouse  should  do  ample  justice  to  the 
Loyalists,  I  do  trust  that  you  will, 
to-night,  by  passing  this  measure,  do  an 
act  of  justice  which  will  enable  this 
House,  and  especially  its  Unionist 
Members,  for  all  future  time  to  say  that 
nothing  shall  stand  between  them  and 
justice  to  Ireland  when  the  great  cause 
of  the  Union  is  not  interfered  with. 

*Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  Maldon):  I 
have  listened  with  considerable  interest 
to  the  somewhat  lengthy  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
T.  Healy),  who  has  just  sat  down, 
and  I  regret  the  tone  of  levity  which 
pervaded  the  greater  part  of  it.  In 
my  opinion,  the    subject   of   land,    in 


(^Atinection  with  Irish  tetfaiits,  ia  ^(ftti» 
tfhat  ought  not  to  be  treated  with 
levity  in  this  House.  I  can  assure  hon. 
Members  opposite  that  we  English  agri. 
culturists  watch  with  greait  interest  fe^ll 
measures  that  are  brought  forwto^d 
in  this  House  relative  to  Irish  land  and 
Irish  tenancies,  and  I  am  sure  there  are 
many  on  this  sido  of  the  House  who  ai^ 
sincerely  anxious,  where  it  can  be  sho#h 
that  there  is  anything  unfair  in  con- 
nection with  those  tenancies,  that  the 
unfairness  shall  be  as  speedily  as  po». 

sible  removed.  We  are  all  perfectly 
well  aware  of  what  the    Irish  tenants 

must  have  suffered  ;  for  the  agricultniral 
depression  which  affectB  them,  ae 
well  as  the  English  tenants,  has  been 
common  to  all  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  we  can  honestly  say  thAti 
whenever  there  is  a  reasonable  oppor* 
tunity  of  doing  so,  we  are  desirous  of 
assisting  in  the  passage  of  measitves 
that  will,  to  some  extent,  alleviate  the 
difficulties  of  our  Irish  brother  farmel^s. 
But  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford was  hardly  serious  in  the  speech  he 
made — and  a  most  interesting  speech  it 

was — or  he  would  not  have  treated  with 
so  much  levity  a  subject  which  we  EVe 
told  is  one  of  so  much  importance  to  the 
Irish  tenants.  This  Bill  has  cofxie 
somewhat  unexpectedly  before  the 
House,  owing  to  some  accidental  cir- 
cumstances; and  in  dealing  with  it  as  it 
now  stands,  I  would  ask  hon.  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  whether,  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  proposed 
to  deal  with  so  important  a  question  as 
this  unexpectedly,  they  would  not  have 
been  the  very  persons  to  get  up  in  their 
places  and  say,  ''How  can  you  under- 
take to  deal  with  such  a  question  as  this 
without  having  given  the  House  suffi- 
cient time  to  consider  it  ?  "  I  can  assure 
hon.  Members  opposite  that  the  interest 
felt  in  this  question  does  not  belong 
altogether  to  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  I  say  without  hesitation  that  every 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  » 
anxious  that  all  questions  connected 
with  Irish  tenancies  should  be  dealt 
with  not  in  an  off-hand  way,  as 
will     be     the     case     to-night,      but 
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with  that  consideration  and  care  which 
its  importance  demands.  If  Lord 
Ashhourne's  Act  has  worked  well — and 
I  have  never  heard  it  sugg^ested  that  as 
far  as  it  goes  it  is  not  a  beneficial  and  a 
good  Act — I  ask,  would  it  not  be  a  pity 
to  j:nake  a  departure  from  it  ?  I  am  not 
sure  that  the  Irish  Members  opposite 
take  the  best  course  when  they  so  per- 
sistently find  fault  with  Her  Majesty's 
Goyemment  whenever  it  proposes  to  do 
anything  ;  and  then,  on  the  other  hand, 
as  persistently  blame  it  for  something 
it  does  not  propose  to  do.  This  line  of 
action  is  injuring  the  Nationalist  Party 
in  this  country,  and  I  say  so  with  perfect 
honesty.  As  long  as  the  Nationalist 
Party  are  only  going  for  measures  of 
justice  which  the  English  tenants  them- 
selves would  like  to  see  passed,  they  will 
be  supported  not  only  in  this  House  but 
in  the  country  generally ;  but  I  am  sure 
the  English  people  will  not  be  impressed 
with  the  eameshiess  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers on  this  occasion,  as  evidenced  by 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford.  We  on  this  side  of  the 
House  have  all  along  recognized  that 
there  are  undoubted  Irish  grievances, 
and  we  desire  to  see  them  brought 
forward  in  an  honest  way  and  with 
a  single  purpose  ;  but  we  do  not  think 
they  should  be  made  a  stalking-horse 
for  the  mere  purpose  of  getting  the 
Party  that  now  holds  the  reins  out  of 
office  and  of  placing  another  Party  in 
office.  We  want  all  grievances  brought 
before  the  country  in  a  bond  fide  way, 
and  to  see  them  when  before  this  House 
debated  with  earnestness.  If  hon. 
Members  opposite  will  only  accept  this 
hint  from  me,  in  the  belief  that  it  is 
made  with  perfect  sincerity,  and  will 
put  before  us  genuine  measures  dealing 
with  questions  of  Irish  land  and  Irish 
tenancies,  they  will  find  that  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  will  be  more 
inclined  tolisten  to  their  arguments  than 
when  our  debates  are  mixed  up  with  so 
much  bitter  Party  feeling.  I  implore 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  try  and  drop 
that  bitterness,  and  put  before  us  what 
they  regard  as  practical  remedies  for  the 
grievances  of  the  Irish  tenants.  In 
that  case  I  believe  that  many  of  us  on 
this  side  of  the  House  would  do  all  in 
our  power  to  get  those  practical  remedies 
carried  into  effect  as  speedily  as  possible. 
If,  however,  you  are  to  go  behind  Lord 
Ashbourne's  Act  and  alter  the  greater 
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principle  of  that  measure  without  due 
consideration 

♦Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  this  BUI,  ao 
far  from  upsetting  Lord  Ashbourne's 
Act,  actually  proposes  to  extend  that 
Act  to  a  certain  class  of  tenants  now 
exempted  from  it. 

♦Mr.  C.  W.  GRAY:  I  aocept  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  but  I 
think  my  argument  will  apply  equally 
to  the  way  in  which  he  has  put  the  case. 
If  you  apply  Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  in 
the  manner  now  t>roposed,  without  being 
very  careful  of  what  you  are  doing,  you 
may  set  up  precedents  which  will  even- 
tually land  you  in  gpreat  difficulty.  We 
English  tenants  watch  all  these  pro- 
posed changes  with  a  great  deal  of 
interest,  because  we  are  not  sure  how 
soon  the  time  may  come  when  we  shall 
be  seeking  similar  reforms  for  ourselves ; 
and  this  is  one  reason  why  I  so  anxiously 
hope  that  when  this  question  is  practi- 
cally debated  there  will  be  a  fair  attend- 
ance of  those  Members  who  represent 
English  agricultural  interests  in  this 
House,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not 
be  able  to  give  you  a  helping  hand. 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  would  caU  the 
hon.  Member's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
he  is  not  discussing  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill. 

♦Mr.  C.  W.  gray  :  I  bow,  Sir,  to 
your  ruling,  and  am  sorry  you  have  had 
the  trouble  to  rise ;  but  I  do  not  wish  to 
go  into  the  details  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.) :  Will  you 
permit  me  to  say  that,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, I  quite  recognize  the  friendly  and 
kindly  spirit  in  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Maldon  has  just  spoken,  and  I  am 
quite  sure  if  the  same  spirit  were  more 
frequently  evinced  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite — and  I  am  sorry  to  see  now 
those  empty  benches — when  questions 
affecting  the  agricultural  tenants  of  Ire- 
land are  discussed,  they  would  be  more 
speedily  and  more  satisfactorily  settled. 
One  reason  given  for  the  rejection  of 
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tbu  Bil)  bylhe  hon.  Kembnt^which  was  1 
spplAttded  by  the  Ohancellor  (^  the 
Exohaqaw,  VM  that  it  had  b«ea  brought 
forward  miezpeotedly.  An;  Uember, 
either  inside  or  onteide  the  House, 
knows  vary  small  that  this  queatioQ  of 
he  leaseholders  of  Ireland  is  an  old 
one.  An;  gentleman  in  the  pomtion  of 
the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
knowS)  or  profesaee  to  know,  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  would  be  aware 
that  no  Parliamentary  Session  could 
open  without  the  question  of  the  lease- 
holders of  Irelaid  being  brought  forward . 
Therefore  I  think  that  the  excuse  given 
for  the  action  of  the  OoTsrnment— that 
this  Bill  has  come  an  unexpectedly — is 
not  a  genuine  one.  This  question  has 
been  before  the  House  on  many  previous 
occasions.  It  is  a  pressing  and  vital 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knoirs  very  well  from  experience  that  a 
large  number  of  hie  supporters  from 
Ireland  have  every  cause  to  complain 
of  the  action  of  the  Government  on  this 
question.  Now,  although  we  have  not 
perhaps  many  friends  among  the  lease- 
holders, and  anxious  as  we  are  to  settle 
the  social  condition  of  Ireland,  we 
are  also  anxious  to  press  upon  this 
House  the  necessity  of  dealing  with 
this  question  as  quickly  as  possible. 
We  must  press  the  Government  to  take 
some  other  action  than  they  have  taken 
to-night.  T  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Boqth  Tyrone  is  proud 
of  hia  friends,  and  of  the  action  of  the 
present  Government,  which  he  aupporta 
through  thick  and  tiiin.  I  daresay  he 
thought  that  they  would  have  accepted 
his  Bill ;  so,  without  deigning  to  give  one 
single  word  of  explanation,  he  moved 
the  Second  Beading.  I  hope  that  he 
is  grateful  to  the  Government,  and  that 
he  will  convey  to  the  leaseholders  of 
Ireland  the  fact  that  they  have  nothing 
to  hope  for  from  the  present  Govern- 
ment. I  hope  that  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  yet  tell  us  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  intend  to  meet  this  Bill 
with  a  point-blank  refusal.  They  cannot 
plead  the  excuse  that  there  is  no  time  to 
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debate  it,  for  we  have  nearly  three  hours 
before  us.  The  Bill  might  even  be  ad- 
vanced by  promising  to  deal  with  it  in 
Committee ;  at  least  the  promise  might 
be  held  out  that  the  leaseholders  will 
be  assisted  in  the  coming  year.  There 
are  many  clauses  of  the  Bill  with  which 
I  do  not  agree,  but  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  shut  the  door  on  the 
principle  that  it  is  their  duty  to  come  to 
the  assistance  of  the  leaseholders  of 
Ireland. 

The  OHANOELLOB  ofthxEXOHE* 
QUER  (Ur.  GosoHKN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  think  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  opposite  have 
enjoyed  the  opportunity  of  displaying  a 
little  political  hypocrisy.  But  they  have 
disguised  the  fact  that  this  is  entirely  an 
unexpected  debate.  The  hon.  Uember 
who  baa  just  sat  down,  by  arather  clever 
rhetorical  device,  suggested  that  the 
Bill  was  not  nnexpeoted.  Oertainly  it 
was  not  thought  by  any  Member  of  this 
House  that  the  evening  would  be  de- 
voted to  this  subject.  The  hon.  Member 
has  challenged  us  to  take  a  Division,  but 
we  ought  not  to  do  so  in  the  absence  of 
those  who  are  interested  in  the  Bill 
which  they  did  not  expect  would  be 
debated  to-night.  Why,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  is  said  to  have  stated  he  did 
not  expect  it  to  come  on. 
♦Mb.  T.  W.  BUSSELL  :  1  never  was 
consulted  on  the  matter. 

Ma.QOS0H£N:  The  language  which 
was  used  by  the  hon.  Member  to  some 
Members  of  the  House  was  that  he  did 
not  expect  to  be  able  to  reach  this  Bill 
to-nigfat. 

*Mh.  T.W.  BTJSSELL:  I  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  will  allow  me  to  say 
that  the  Bill  came  on  quite  unexpectedly 
to  myself,  but  I  never  said  to  any  Mem- 
ber that  I  did  not  expect  it  to  come  on, 
I  had  no  conversation  about  the  Bill, 
and  it  was  only  when  the  House  was 
dividing  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  that  I  recog- 
nized it  would  come  on. 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  Then  the  impression 
conveyed  to  me  was  not  absolutely 
oorreot  The  hon.  Member  sa^  he  had 
no  idea  it  waa  coming  on ;  neither  hid 
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the  Irish  Seoretaxy  nor  hon.  Members 

from  Ireland  who  are  intereeted  in  it.  In 

such  ciroumstanoes  it  has  often  been  the 

practice  to  adjourn  the  debate  on  a  Bill 

reached  unexpectedly.    I  am  sure  my 

hon.  Friend  is  quite  aware  that  if  the 

Ohief  Secretary  had  had  any  idea  that 

the  Bill  would  come  on  he  would  have 

been  in  his  place  and  have  been  able  to 

deal  with  the  Bill.    No  disrespect  was 

intended   to  those   Members   by    the 

Solicitor  General,   and  I  am  sure  the 

hon.  Gentleman  will  not  see  in  anything 

that  has  happened  any  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  treat  with 
any  disrespect  the  proposals  he  has 
brought  before  the  Mouse.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  will  see  that  there  is  a 
wide  difference  between  this  Bill  and 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act,  for  while  the 
latter  makes  the  expropriation  of 
owners  voluntary  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Bill  will  make  it  compulsory.  I  would 
suggest  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
consent  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  If  the  Bill  be  pressed  to  a 
Division  in  the  absence  of  those  who 
take  an  interest  in  it,  the  Qt>vemment 
will  have  no  option  but  to  vote  against 
it.  The  Government  are,  however, 
anxious  that  ever^  opportunity  should 
be  given  for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill, 
and  I  think  the  best  course  will  be  to 
adjourn  the  debate. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  can  only 
speak  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House ; 
but  I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that 
if  I  introduced  the  Bill  in  a  somewhat 
summary  way,  it  was  because  I  saw  every 

Member  wished  the  early  adjournment  of 
the  House,  and  I  thought  the  Government 
might  assent  to  the  Second  Beading. 
I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  if  I  accept  the  sugges- 
tion to  adjourn  the  discussion  to  another 
day  I  shall  be  practically  giving  up  my 

chance  of  bringing  on  again  a  Bill 
which  I  believe  to  bo  urgently  necessary 
in  the  interest  of  a  large  number  of 
leaseholders  in  every  part  of  Ireland,  for 
the  Government  have  given  no  promise 
of  facilities  for  another  day  to  continue 
the  dlEcussion.  I  have  a  duty  to  per- 
form as    a    Member  of    this    House, 

Mr.  Goivhen 
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and  unless  I  ^  suoh  a  ^ 
press  the  Motion  to  a  Dnrisioh. 

«Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E) :  I 
hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  not 
press  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  It  is  quite  notorious  that 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  has  been  before 
the  Government  during  the  last  two 
Sessions ;  and  if  it  is  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  gaining  time  as  regards  the 
clauses,  the  Second  Beading  can  be 
assented  to,  with  the  reservation  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  that  it  will  deal 
with  them  in  Oommittee.  I  am  sure 
that,  as  a  Scotchman,  I  shall  not  be 
oharg^  by  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer with  speaking  on  this  subject 
in  a  bantering  tone  or  sarcastic 
manner;  but  I  think  the  case  of  the 
Irish  leaseholders  is  so  pressing  that 
every  Member  who  represents  an  agri- 
cultural constituency  should  lose  no 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  before  the  House.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  will  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  it. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ajres  46  ; 
Noes  87. — Majority  41.— (Division  lial^ 
No.  13.) 

ADJOURMMENT. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propooed, 
<*  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.** 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford  N.) : 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  who  has  returned  to  the  House, 
whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  said  it  was  im- 
possible to  discuss  the  Bill,  which  has 
just  been  defeated  in  his  absence ;  and 
whether  he  will  now  favour  the  House 
with  his  views  upon  it  ? 

No  answer  was  given  to  the  hon. 
Member's  question. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Tan  o'dook 
tillMonday 
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house  of  lords  (discontinuance  of 

writs)  bill. 

A  Bill  to  authorise  the  cancellation,  discon- 
tinuancet  and  re-issue  in  particular  cases  of 
writs  of  summons  to  the  House  of  Lords— Was 
presented  by  the  £^rl  of  Carnarvon  ;  read  I' ; 
to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2-'*  on  Tuesday, 
19th  March.     (No.  18.) 

PUBLIC   BUILDINGS  IN    THE   METRO- 
POLIS.—QUESTION. 

Lord  LAMINGTON,  in  risiog  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
state  of  the  public  buildings  in  the 
Metropolis,  said  :  My  object  in  bringing 
forward  the  question  of  public  build- 
ings so  early  in  the  Session  is 
to  anticipate  the  Estimates  in  the 
House  of  Commons ;  because,  as  a 
general  rule,  whenever  there  is  any 
proposal  made  in  this  House  with  refer- 
ence to  improvements  in  public  build- 
ings, the  answer  is  that  the  money  is 
already  appropriated.  I  am  not  going 
to  complain  of  what  the  Government 
has  done  during  the  Recess  in  the  mat- 
ter of  public  buildings ;  I  cannot  make 
that  complaint,  because  they  have  done 
nothing  at  all.  With  respect  to  the 
public  offices,  and  especially  the  Admi- 
ralty and  the  War  Office,  this  discussion 
has  been  going  on  for  25  years.  Com- 
mittee after  Committee  have  sat,  plan 
after  plan  has  been  proposed,  there  has 
been  the  battle  of  sites  and  the  battle 
of  designs,  and  yet  nothing  has  been 
done  at  all.  It  is  a  most  extravagant 
policy,  because  the  country  is  paying  for 
the  hire  of  public  offices  an  amount  of 
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rent  which,  if  capitalized,  would  have 
erected  the  most  beautiful  and  perfect 
buildings  possible.  I  hope  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  be  able  to  ex- 
plain why  the  plan  proposed  in  1886 
has  not  been  carried  into  effect.  My 
great  object  in  bringing  forward  this 
question  is  to  show  tie  indifference,  not 
only  of  this  Government,  but  of  every 
other  Government,  to  this  important 
subject.  Take,  for  instance,  the  question 
of  the  housing  of  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery,  a  collection  thoroughly 
worthy  of  the  country,  which  was 
removed  to  the  Bethnal  Green 
Museum  some  three  years  ago, 
at  the  instance  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  who 
was  one  of  the  trustees.  I  was  a  trustee, 
and  I  ventured  to  differ  with  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, but  the  collection  was  removed. 
Mr.  Gladstone  was  then  in  office,  and 
he  assured  Parliament  that  suit- 
able provision  would  be  made  and  an 
adequate  gallery  provided ;  but  nothing 
has  been  done.  There  the  pictures 
remain  in  Bethnal  Green,  and  the  more 
recent  acquisitions  are  hid  away  in  any 
cellars  that  are  available  in  the  National 
Gallery.  After  all,  the  exhibition  of 
the  pictures  at  Bethnal  Green  has  not 
added  one  visitor  to  the  ordinary  num- 
ber of  those  who  attend  the  Museum 
there;  the  pictures  are  treated  with 
absolute  indifference.  I  submit,  my 
Lords,  that  it  is  intolerable  that  this 
magnificent  collection — especially  that 
unique  collection  of  portraits  of  the 
illustrious  men  of  our  country  which 
could  not  be  replaced  if  destroyed  by 
fire  or  otherwise— should  be  deposited 
in  a  quarter  of  the  town  where  they 
are  practically  lost.  The  trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery  have  presented  a 
memorial,  **  urging  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  desirability  of  providing  a 
suitable    place   for   the  piotores  now 
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located  in  Bethnal  Green  Museum,"  but 
no  notice  has  been  taken  of  the  memo- 
rial.    As  to  the  question  of  site,  there 
are   two  sites  already  available,  either 
one   of    which    could    be  secured   at  a 
comparatively  small    expense.      I  may 
mention    especially    the    site    of    Lord 
CarriDgton's  former  house  in  Whitehall. 
As    an    instance   of   the  unsatisfactory 
policy  pursued   with  regard    to  public 
buildings  generally,  I  may  refer  to  the 
Parliament    Street    Improvement,    for 
which    a   sum   of    £17,000   was  voted. 
Listead  of  a  good  plan  being  decided 
upon  and  carried  out,  and  all  the  build- 
ings on  what  is  called  the  George  Street 
site  being  pulled  down,  and  a  handsome 
block  of  public  offices,  close  to  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  in  every  way  conve- 
nient,  being  erected,  the  work  of  de- 
molition   and    reconstruction    was    en- 
trusted to '  a    company,    and   after  the 
lapse  of  two  years    nothing  has  been 
done.     My  Lords,  this  is  really  the  only 
country  in  the  world  where  no  interest 
whatever  is  taken,  either  by  the  rulers 
or  the  people,  in  the  beauty  of  its  Metro- 
polis,     lu    Bome,   Paris,   Berlin,   and 
Vienna  the  public  buildings  are  worthy 
of    great    capitals,    and    even    in    our 
Colonies  the  people  take  great  pride  in 
their  public  buildings ;  but  here  nobody 
seems  to  care.     With  regard  to  the  new 
buildings  on  the    west  side  of  West- 
minster Hall,  I  admit  tbat  outside  the 
work  is  well  done ;  but  inside  it  has 
been  discovered  that  there  is  no  space, 
according  to  the  plans,  to  make  a  neces- 
sary corridor,  so  that  the  rooms  actually 
run  into  one  another,  and  are  of  on  use  at 
all.     It  is   the    same   with  the   Boyal 
Courts  of  Justice.     There  is  not  half  the 
accommodation   required.      There    are 
corridors  which  lead  nowhere  and  win- 
dows  which  let  in  no   light.     I  think 
that  the  Government  should  either  ex- 
plain the  causes  of  this  unsatisfactory 
condition   of   things,    or    else    contend 
boldly  that  they  havo  no  responsibility 
in  the  matter.     1  beg  to  ask  the  Ques- 
tion of  which  I  have  given  notice. 
*LoHD  HENNIKEK;  I  have  no  doubt 
yourLurdships  will  apprt^ciate  as  I  do  the 
intention  of  my  noble  Friend  in  bring- 
ing this  question  before  your  Lordships' 
House.     1  have  no  duubt  that  he  wishes 
to  see  iuiprovements  carried  oa   in  the 
Metropolis,  and  he  would  also  like  to  see 
thos«  valuable  collections  of  pictures  and 
portraits  which  belong  to  the  country  pro- 
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perly  housed.  I  will  not  follow  my  noble 
Friend  through  all  his  observations,  be- 
cause I  have   answered  some  of  thoee- 
questions  during  the  last  two  or  three- 
years,  over  and  over  again.  Withregfard 
to  the  Admiralty  and  War  Office  build- 
ings, the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  and 
the   Parliament    Street    improvements,. 
to  which  my  noble  Friend  has  referred, 
the  House  is  aware  that  a  great  many 
plans  have  been  placed  before  Parliament 
and  the  public  for  a  long  time  past,  and 
the  plan  known  as  that  of  Leeming  and 
Leeming  had   not  only  been  adopted, 
but  the    work   had  been    commenced. 
Parliament  interfered  and  took  the  ques- 
tion up,  and  a  Committee  was  appointed? 
in  1885,  and  re  appointed  in  l8b7,totake 
the  whole  thing  in  hand ;  and,  because 
they  had  done  nothing  immediately,  it 
was  hardly  right  to  blame  the  Office  of 
Works  for  the  delay.     The  plan  to  be* 
adopted  for  the  Admiralty  would  be  tho 
basis  upon  which  the  War  Office  plan» 
would     be     considered,    because     the 
one  greatly  depends  upon  the  other.     I 
have  never  given  any  pledge  as  to^  wbat 
would  be  done;    I  have  only  tried  to 
tell    exactly    what    was    being    done. 
The    carrying    out    of    plans    by    the- 
Office    of     Works     depends    entirdj 
on    the    Parliamentary    grants;     and 
this  year,  owing  to  the  special  demands- 
on  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  iit 
connection  with  the  Navy,  it  is  more^ 
than  ever  improbable  that  money  will 
be    forthcoming      for     public     works.- 
With  regard  to  the  Admiralty,  a  small 
sum  has  been  put  into  the  Estimates  for 
the  purpose  of  allowing  the  work  to  be 
begun.     A  proper  home  for  the  pictures 
in  the  National  Portrait  Gallery  will 
be    built    as     soon     as    the    money 
is  granted.     There  will  be  no  difficulty 
in  the  matter  of  plans  or  sites,  so  soon 
as  the  necessary  funds   are  available. 
My  noble  Friend  said  just  now  that  bo 
thought  the  pictures  would  never  oome 
back  from  Bethnal  Green  ;  but  I  must 
remind  him   that  they   were  sent  dis- 
tinctly on  loan,  and  they  will  be  brougbt 
back    as    soon    as    there    is  a    proper 
lodging  for  them.     With  respect  to  im- 
provements   in     Parliament    Street,     a 
private   company    two    years    apfo   ob- 
tained  an   Act   of  Parliament  for  the 
erection  of  certain  buildings,  on  the  con- 
dition that  £500,000  was  raised  before 
the  works  were  begun.     This  condition 
has  delayed  the   carrying  out  of    the 
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soheme,  but  I  am  inforoied  privately 
that  there  is  no  doubt  that  the  re- 
quisite moDey  will  be  subscribed  before 
very  long.  The  Office  of  Works  have 
made  proposals  to  the  promoters  of  the 
company  for  the  sale  of  certain  land  in 
Parliament  Street  in  which  the  Govern- 
menfc  had  an  interest;  and  though  no 
official  reply  has  yet  been  received,  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  has 
reason  to  believe  that  the  proposals 
made  as  to  price  and  so  on  will  be 
acceptable  to   the   promoters. 

At  a  subsequent  period  :  — 

Lord  SANDnURST:  I  understood 
from  the  statement  of  the  coble  Lord 
(Lord  Henniker)  that  there  were  about 
140,000  vinitors  to  the  National  Portrait 
Gallery  before  the  removal  of  the  collec- 
tion to  fiethnal  Green.  I  should  like  to 
know  if  he  could  tell  us  in  round  figures 
'  what  the  number  of  visitors  has  been 
since  the  removal  ? 

♦Lord  HENNIKER:  I  have  not  the 
figures  with  me,  but  I  believe  that  last 
year  and  the  year  before  last  there  were 
three  or  four  times  as  many  visitors  to 
the  Portrait  Gallery  at  the  Bethnal 
Green  Museum  as  compared  with  the 
number  who  visited  the  National  Por- 
trait Gallery  in  the  year  immediately 
preceding  the  removal  of  the  oolleotiou. 

DOCK  ACCOMMODATION  AT   BOMBAY. 

QUESTION. 

Viscount  SIDMODTH,  in  rising  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
any  definite  arrangement  has  been  made 
for  providing  the  requisite  dock  accom- 
modation for  the  ships  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  at  Bombay,  said :  My  Lords,  a 
Question  upon  this  subject  was,  as  far 
back  as  December  last,  put  by  me  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I  was 
on  that  occasion  answered  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
who  said  that  the  negotiations  between 
the  India  OiBje  and  the  Admiralty, 
which  naturally  mu^tt  precede  any  deti- 
nite  adoi>tion  of  plans,  were  almost 
conipletnd,  and  that  he  hoped  that  very 
shortly  the  works  would  be  commenced. 
My  uoUIo  Friend — and  indeed  everyone 
who  has  iiad  t«>  do  with  the  Admiralty — 
have  repeated  ly  ex  pre.HHed  their  opinion — 
an  opinion  in  which  I  am  quite  sureevery 
noble  Lori  who  has  considered  this 
subject  will  concur — that  docks  at  Bom- 


bay,   capable   of    aocommodating  .tb® 
largest  vessels,  are  absoloiely  neoessaigr » 
and   the   question    I    wish   to    ask  18> 
whether  there  is  any  hitch  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  matter;  aad,  if  so,  irhetim 
that  hitch  will  be  very  shortly  removed, 
so  that  the  works  may  go  forward  ?    I 
think  I  need  not  take  up  your  Larjl- 
ships'  time  by  pointing  out  the  extreme 
necessity  which    exists   for   this  woA. 
In  the  event  of  war,  we  should  have  a 
great  deal  of  work  for  our  Navy  in  theee 
seas«  and   quite  probably   in    the    ite- 
med iate  vicinity  of  Bombay.     Withoat 
wishing  to  re-open  the  interesting  dt8« 
j  cussion  we  had  the  other  day  upon  ttie 
j  question    of    dock    accommodation    at 
Gibraltar,  I  may  just  point  out  that 
the    views    which     my    noble    Friend 
(Lord    Carnarvon)    expressed    on    that 
occasion    certainly   do    not    hold  good 
in     this    instanoe,     for    the    distance 
from  the  Indian  Seas  to    the  nearest 
available  dock  is  very  much  greater  than 
the   distance   which  my  noble    Friend 
quoted    as    being    sufficient    for    GKb- 
raltar — namely,  three  days'    sail  from 
Plymouth.    Some  years  ago  an  accident 
occurred  in  the  Indian  Oeean  to  a  ship 
much  smaller  than  the  vessels  which  we 
should   be  employing  in  the  event  of 
actual  hostilities,   and   she  had  to  be 
towed  all  the  way  through  the  Bed  Sea 
to  Suez,  simply  because  in  oar  greatest 
Colony,  in  which  centres  an  enormons 
proportion  of  our  commerce,  where  it  is 
quite  certain  our  Possessions  would  be 
the  object  of  the  strongest  attack  by  any 
enemy,  there  was  no  accommodation  for 
the  repairs  that  were  necessary.     The 
nearest  dock    is    at    Mauritius,   whieh 
is  not  a  Government  dock,  and  it  is  some 
3,000   miles  away.     The   next  nearest 
dock  is  at  Hong  Kong.     So  that,  in  tho 
event  of  accident  to  any  vessel  on  tho 
Indian  Station,  she   would  have  to  l^e 
taken    off   the    station,    which    would 
thereby  be,  to  the  extent  of  that  vessel's 
capabilities,  unprotected.  Her  Majesty!8 
Government  have  stated  on  two  previous 
occasions  that  they  were  bound  to  see 
the  construction  of    a    naval  dock    at 
Bombay  carried  forward  at  once,  and  I 
should  like  them   to  explain  why  tke 
work  has  been  entirely  suspended,  and 
nothing  whatever  done  for  the  last  12 
months. 

LordELPHINSTONE:  Icanassuro 
your  Lordships  that  the  Government  are 
fully  sensible  of  the  desirability,  and 
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even  of  the  absolute  necessity^  of  having 
a  dook  at  Bombay.  I  admit  at  once 
the  force  of  the  arguments  that  have 
been  put  forward  by  my  noble  Friend ; 
but,  owing  to  more  pressing  demands  of 
an  im,portant  character,  it  has  not  been 
found  advisable  to  commence  the  work 
of  oonstruction  this  year.  There  is  a 
scheme  which  has,  practically,  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Admiralty,  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  first-class  dock  at  Bombay; 
but,   pending  the    distribution  of   the 

'expense  between  the  Imperial  and  the 
Indian  Governments,  the  matter  is  still 
under  the  consideration  of  both  Govern- 

\  ments.  My  noble  Friend  may  permit  me 
to  remind  him  that  there  is  already  at 
Bombay  a  dock  belonging  to  the  Port 
Trust,  which  will  be  available  for  small 
Tessels,  and  they  are  now  constructing  a 

'  graving  dock  inside. 

♦The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  I  should 
like  to  add  that,  with  regard  to 
the  action  that  is  being  taken  by  the 
Port  Trust  at  Bombay,  I  have  had  pri- 
vate intimation  that  a  larger  dock 
might  be  constructed  if  certain  money 
were  handed  over  by  the  Government 
to  assist  in  the  cost  of  construction. 
Seeing  the  gpreat  delay  that  has 
taken  place  on  the  part  of  the  Im- 
perial Government,  I  am  now  in 
communication  with  the  Government  of 
India  to  see  whether  we  cannot  come  to 
some  arrangement  with  the  Bombay 
Port  Trust,  in  order  to  make  the  grav- 
ing dock  of  theirs  of  sufficient  size  to 
ti^e  the  largest  vessels.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  that  would  involve  the  en- 
larging of  the  wet  dock,  through  which 
all  the  ships  would  have  to  pass  in  order 
to  get  to  the  graving  dock  ;  but  I  am 
informed  privately  that  there  would  be 
practically  no  difficulties  in  the  way  ex- 
cept that  of  money,  and  I  hope  that 
some  arrangement  may  be  come  to  be- 
tween the  Imperial  and  the  Indian  Go- 
vemments,  whereby  something,  at  all 
events,  may  be  done  in  the  way  of  assist- 
ing the  Bombay  Port  Trust  to  so  enlarge 
their  docks  that  they  may  be  utilized 
in  case  of  need  by  Her  Majesty's 
Navy. 

The  Earl  of  CAENAEVON:  As 
my  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Sidmouth) 
has  referred  to  what  I  said  the  other 
day,  I  rise  just  to  make  two  observa- 
tions.    So  far  from  objecting  to   the 

Lord  ElphinBtone 


construction  of  a  dock  at  Bombay,  I  am 
very  glad  to  bear  out  what  has  been 
said  by  my  noble  Friend  as  to  the 
urgent  necessity  of  carrying  out  that 
work.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Bom- 
bay is  so  situated  that  there  is  no 
convenient  dock  within  a  large  distance 
which  would  be  available  in  such  an 
emergency  as  that  contemplated  by  the 
noble  Lord.  But  I  must  protest  against 
the  argument  of  my  noble  Friend,  when 
he  asked  what  would  be  the  consequences 
of  a  breakdown  near  Gibraltar.  If 
there  was  any  logical  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  the  argument,  it  was  that 
we  should  have  a  large  dock  constructed 
there  at  enormous  expense,  which 
would,  after  all,  not  be  in  a  tenable  and 
defensible  position.  I  confess  that  I 
object  to  the  construction  of  a  dock  at 
Gibraltar,  and  I  do  so  on  the  broad 
ground  that  it  is  not  possible,  as  I  un- 
derstand, in  the  present  condition  of 
modern  gunnery,  to  make  it  defensible 
against  an  enemy  who  held  the  Spanish 
heights.  If,  in  the  chances  and 
exigencies  of  war,  Spain  were  to  be  our 
opponent,  the  dock  at  Gibraltar  would 
be  wholly  indefensible.  The  case  of 
Bombay,  however,  as  my  noble  Friend 
knows,  and  as  must  be  appreciated  by 
anyone  with  naval  experience^  is  entirely 
different.  A  dock  there  is,  as  far  as  I 
understand,  desirable;  and  I  shall  be 
glad  to  see  it  constructed  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 

♦Viscount  MIDLETON  :  Having 
brought  the  question  of  dock  aoeommo- 
dation  at  Bombay  before  your  Lord- 
ships last  Session,  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  answer  then  given  was  thatthere 
was  no  ironclad  on  the  Indian  Station, 
and  that  our  fleet  in  Indian  waters  was, 
notwithstanding,  superior  in  force  to 
that  of  any  other  Naval  Power  there. 
Since  then,  in  consequence  of  what 
has  occurred  at  Zanzibar,  it  has  been 
found  necessary  to  send  an  ironclad  to 
that  station ;  and,  in  view  of  the  increased 
Naval  Forces  of  other  Powers,  it  may 
be  necessary  to  send  more.  In  that 
case,  there  is  no  adequate  dock 
accommodation  for  them  between  Malta 
and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope.  I  would 
venture  to  point  out  that  this  faot 
shows  the  importance  of  making  some 
provision  for  our  vessels  at  some  point 
nearer  to  Zanzibar  than  is  at  present 
available. 
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THE    METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF 

WORKS-PRESERVATION    OF    FRONT- 

AGES  IN  THE  MEIROPOLIS. 

QUESTION. 

*Eakl  FORTE30UE.  in  rising  to  ask 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  in 
spite  of  the  unanimous  opposition  of 
the  Veatry  of  ISt.  Marjlebone,  the 
Metropolitan     Board     of     Works    has 

f ran  ted   permissiou   to   the  Samaritan 
ree  Hospital  to  advance  their  frontage 
12  feet  on  the  Marylebone  Hoad ;  and 
whether,  if  this  io  so,  in   view   of  the 
importance    of     preserving     all    open 
spaces  m   the    Metropolis,   and  of   the 
danger  of  one  encroachment  forming  a 
precedent  for  others,  the  Board  will  not 
postpone  action  in  the  matter  until  it 
can  be    dualt    wiih     by    the     London 
County  Council,  said  :    My  Lords,  the 
Metropolitan  Board,   in   a  recent  case 
gave  two  reasons  for  sanctioning  a  very 
similar  encroachment,  first,  that  there 
had  been  previous  encroachments   ex- 
tending to  the  very  next  house,  secondly, 
that  the  Vestry   cf  St.  Pancras  was  in 
favour  of  the  encroachment.  In  this  case 
the  action  of  the  M'^tropolitan  Board,  as 
set  out  in  the  Question  which  I  have  put 
on  the  Paper,  is  one  that  has  throughout 
met  with  opposition   from   the   vestry 
of  St.  Mary le bone  and  the  ratepayers 
of   the     district.      In     a     communica- 
tion    made     to     the     Board     by    the 
Vestrv  so  far  back  as  the  4th  October 
last,  the  Board   was  informed  that  the 
Vestry  opposed  the  application  by  the 
Hospital   for  an   advance   of  frontage, 
which  was   then  to  be  30,  not  12  feet ; 
yet  on  the  idth  November,  there  having 
been  in  the  meantime  no  further  com- 
munications, the  Board  announced  that 
they  had  consented  to  that  advance.  The 
opposition  on  the  part  of  the  Vestry  was 
renewed.     (Jn  January  31   the  Metro- 
politan  B'jard  informed  the  Vestry  that 
as  the  Hospital  Authorities  now  asked 
for  only  an  advance  of    12  feet,  they 
would    take  no  further   action  in   the 
matter.  Upon  that  public  meetings  were 
held,  at  which  resolutions  condemnatory 
of  the  proposal   were  passed,   and  the 
Members  for  the  borough  were  asked  tp 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  prohibit  the  projection 
beyond  the  line  of  frontage.    But  on  the 
7th  of  Marcfi  tho  Metropolitan  Board 
finally   confirmed  its   approval,  though 
the  London  County  Council  had    pre- 


viously requested  that  Board  to  post- 
pone granting  permission  to  the  Hospital 
for  an  advance  of  frontage.    The  land 
which  the  Board  has  thus  given  away  is 
of  considerable  value,  and  therefore  the 
action  of  the  Board  amounted,  in  effect, 
to  making  a  donation  from  the  public 
funds  to  this  Hospital.      Besides  this, 
there  is  the  consideration  that  the  space 
reserved  is  infringed  upon,  and  the  con- 
tiguous property  deprived  of  light  and 
air.     I  beg  to  ask  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  whether 
it  is  yet  too  late  to  reconsider  tbe  matter ; 
and  whether  the  Board,  which  will  in  a 
very  short  time  be  superseded    by  the 
London  County  Council,  will  not  leave 
the  determination  of  such  a  matter  as 
this  to  their  successors  ? 
*LoRD      MAGHERAMORNE  :       In 
answer  to   the  Question    of  the  noble 
Earl,  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
have  given  their  consent  to  the  Samari- 
tan Free  Hospital  bringing  forward  their 
frontage  12  ft.     Perhaps  your  Lordships 
would  like  to   know    very    shortly  the 
facts  of  the  case.   In  October  last  appli* 
cation  was   made   to  the   Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  bv  tbe  Committee'   of 
the  Samaritan  Free  Hospital  to  advatice 
their  frontage  about  30  ft.      The  matter 
was  thoroughly  gone  into,  and  in  con- 
sideration of  what  that  Hospital   had 
done,  and  what  it  was  likely  to  do  when 
the    facilities    for   its    good  work   was 
extended,      the      Board      gave      their 
consent      to      an      advance      of     the 
frontage,  not  by  12  ft.,  but   by  30  ft. 
There  were  many  representations  made, 
and  the  Committee  of  the  Hospital  came 
again    into    communication    with     the 
Metropolitan  Board,  when  they  showed 
their  appreciation  of  the  opinion  and  the 
wishes  of  the  public ;  and  after  a  long 
conference  with  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
instead  of  trying  to  go  against  public 
opinion,  they  said  they  would  be  very 
glad    to    bring    in    an  amended  plan. 
They  did  so,  and  asked  only  for  12  ft. 
advance,    and    that    was    an    advance 
which  only  affected  the  gardens,  which 
practically     belonged    to    themselves. 
There  was  no  infringement  at  all  on  the 
road,  which  is  50  ft.  wide.    I  confess 
I  was  never  more  astonished  in  my  life 
than  when  I  heard  all  this  tumult,  and 
also  the  Question  of  the  noble  Earl.     I 
think  that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  have  done  their  duty  in  giving 
their  consent  to  that  advance.    I  may 
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miy,  fltrther,  that  the  Metropoliton  Board 
have  the  greatest  possihle  respect  for  those 
who  are  coming  after  them  ;  but  if  the 
Boble  Earl  thinks  that  I  am  or  that  my 
colleagues  are  going  to  abrogate  the 
position  we  hold,  and  to  be  afraid  to 
carry  out  our  duties  as  long  as  the 
Metropolitan  Board  exists,  I  must  tell 
him  that  he  is  very  much  mistaken. 
We  intend)  as  long  as  we  have  a  duty  to 
perform,  to  carry  it  out  in  the  most 
thorough  and  efBcient  manner.  We 
have  done  everything  in  our  power 
in  no  way  to  infringe  on  the  duties  of 
the  new  County  Council ;  and  as  I  see 
my  suocessor  (Lord  Rosebery)  sitting 
opposite  to  me,  I  think  that  noble 
!Earl  will  endorse  the  statement  that 
we  have  shown  every  desire  to  avoid 
infringing  in  any  shape  or  form  on 
the  functions  of  the  County  Council. 
But  at  the  same  time  the  Metropolitan 
Board  intend  to  discharge  the  duties 
imposed  on  them,  and  I  am  not  afraid, 
here  or  anywhere  else,  to  defend  my 
colleagues  in  what  they  have  done  or 
are  doing.  The  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Bortescue)  asks  whether  I  and  my  col- 
leagues will  not  po&tpone  action  in 
this  matter  ?  I  and  my  colleagues  have 
tried  to  act  within  the  law*  We  took 
Itgal  opinioui  and  we  cannot  make  or 
xecommend  those  to  whom  we  have 
given  permission  to  give  it  up.  It  was 
ttgned  and  passed  by  the  Board,  and 
whatever  the  County  Council  like  to  do 
they  can  do.  I  believe  that  they  have 
sent  a  letter— I  do  not  know  what  the 
letter  is,  or  what  was  the  answer  to  it 
— but  the  Committee  of  the  Samaritan 
Free  Hospital  are  acting  on  their 
wghte  if  they  come  forward  12  ft.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  cannot  act  against 
the  legal  advice  that  has  been  given 
them;  and,  as  we  shall  die  very  soon, 
the  County  Council  may  take  what  steps 
they  please  in  the  matter. 

The  Earl  op  KIMIJERLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  must  confess  that  I  know  very 
little  about  the  particular  matter 
referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
Boble  Lord,  but  I  must  say  that 
I  have  been  very  much  struck  by  the 
doctrine  enunciated  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  which  I  must  say  does  not 
accord  with  my  view  of  what  is  the  duty 
of  a  public  body  in  the  poaition  now  oo« 
OQipied  by  that  Board.  In  my  opinion, 
whenever    a    public    body  is    so  near 


extinction,  it  is  bound,  on  a  dae  con- 
sideration of  the  public  interests,  not  to 
do  any  act  that  is  not  urgent,  or  that 
could,  without  public  disadvantage  be 
postponed.  Eor  instance,  I  may  say 
that  the  magistrates  of  my  own  county, 
acting  on  that  principle,  have  postponed 
a  variety  of  things  entirely  within  their 
jurisdiction  until  the  County  Council 
could  deal  with  them,  on  the  ground 
that,  as  a  moribund  body,  it  was  not 
right  for  them  to  take  too  rigid  a  view 
of  their  duty,  and  do  things  of  which 
their  successors  would  not  approve.  If 
the  matter  was  one  which  it  was  neces- 
sary should  be  decided  without  delay, 
and  the  public  interests  would  suffer  by 
its  postponement,  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  would  be  justiGed  in 
their  action ;  but  I  hope  that  they  are 
not  going,  in  these  matters,  to  stand  on 
their  strict  legal  rights,  and  to  think 
it  a  patriotic  duty  to  exercise  them 
fully  to  the  very  last  day  of  their 
existence 

*LoRD  MAGHEEAMOENE :  Perhaps 
I  may  say,  in  reply,  that  this  matter 
came  forward  first  of  all  last  September, 
so  that  it  must  not  be  accounted-  one 
of  the  things  done  by  the  Board  on 
the  very  eve  of  its  dissolution.  The 
noble  Earl  who  last  spoke  commenced 
with  the  observation  that  he  did  not 
know  anything  about  this  matter,  and  I 
must  say  that  the  observations  that  he 
has  made  show  that  he  has  not  studied 
it  in  such  a  way  that  his  comments  upon 
it  are  of  any  advantage  to  your  Lord- 
ships. 

*Eabl  FORTESCUE:  As  I  pat  this 
Question  to  the  noble  Lord,  perhaps  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  that,  as  the 
building  operations  of  the  Samaritan 
Hospital  cannot  commence  till  the 
spring,  and  the  London  County  Council 
take  over  their  jurisdiction  on  the  let 
April,  the  notion  that  this  is  a  pressings 
matter  is  really  the  most  extraordinarj 
view  that  even  the  Metropolitan  Board 
has  ever  taken. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five  o'cktek, 
till  To-morrow,  a  quarter  paat 

Ten  o'clock. 
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United    States;    the    like    informatioii 

HOUSE    OF     COMMONS,  regarding  Canada ;  and  the  like  infor- 
mation regarding  South  Africa,  includ- 

Monday,  1  \th  Match,  1889.  ing  the  Cape  and  Natal. 

*The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL(Mx. 

~    '  Haikes,  University  of  Cambridge)  :  The 

SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  STANDING  camber  and  amount  of  money  orders 

ORDERS  advised  to  this  country  m  1888  from  the 

1.     a  1        r^         •  various  parts  of  the  world  referred  to 

Ordered,   that   the  Select  Committee  by  the  hon.  Member  was  as  follows  :-• 

•on    Standing     Orders    do     consist  of  Australia  and  New  Zealand— Number, 

Thirteen  Members  129,761;    amount,    £447,612.     United 

Ordered,  that  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton  be  States— Number,      391,662;      amount, 

added   to   the    Committee.— (6 ir    John  £i,04l,948     Canada- Number,  78,340; 

Mowbrat/.)  amount,   £207,667.     South  African  Co- 
lonies —  Number,       3.^^,493,      amount, 

NOTIFICATION    OF    INFECTIOUS  £128,771.     I    must    apologize    to    the 

DISEASES.  House  for  thus  often  inflicting  upon  it 

Ordered,  That   an   Address  be   pre-  such  scraps  of  statistics  as  are  required 

flented  for  Return,  showing  the  Districts  ^y  *^®  ^^"-  Member,  and  I  would  ven- 

>wherein  Local  Acts  for  the  notiflcation  J"^®  to  suggest  that  public  time  would 

of  Infectious  diseases  are  in  force  in  (H  be  saved  if  Questions  of  this  sort  were 

England  and  Wales  and  (2)  Scotland  addressed  to  and  answered  by  the  De- 

tTu£7oJ;i'tSerrof;he&c\';  'TheNNIKER  HEATONgave 
the  Country  in  which  the  same  is  situate,  °«^^?®»  ^"  consequence  of  the  answer,  of 
the  population  of  the  District  according  1^»»  intention  to  move,  on  going  into 
to  the  Census  of  1881,  and  the  year  in  Committee  of  Supply,  that  an  Intelli- 
ivhich  the  Act  affecting  the  same  was  K®"^®  Department  be  established  la 
passed,  with  the  total  populations  connection  with  the  office  of  the  Post- 
according  to  that  Census  of  such  master  General. 
Districts  in  (1)  England  and  Wales,  (2) 
Scotland,   and  (3)  Great  Britain  respec-  POSTAL  ARRANGEMENTS  AT  BELFAST. 

lively.— (/r.  /'.  I^otcell.)  Mr.   SEXTON  (Belfast,    W.)  asked 

the  Postmaster  General  whether  he  was 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  SCHEMES.  aware  that  after  the  closing  of  the  post 

^j       jmL.           *jj          I.  and  telegraph  office  in  Waring  Street, 

Ord^^^d,   rhat  an  Addrew  be    pre-  ^^^f       ^.^  ^„  ,„^^^  necessaFy  to  re- 

mitted  to  the  Education  Department  by  „L^i.u«»     «,  «„;^i^^;«,,     fi,-*    *\.J  ^^^ 

.t.      r>x      '^      f^                               J       .1  wuetner,    conHidering     that    tne     new 

the  Ohsr.ty  Comm.Mioners  under  the  ^^^j '       ^f^,.^  ^g^^^^  „„  convenience 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  during  the  year  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^.^^  ^,.  ^y^;      ^^^^^^  f^^  ^^^ 

883  and  subsequent  years,   including  ^           ,,  „f  t^jegrams,  Ind  that  a  tele- 

1 889,  up  to  the  date  of  the  Keturn,  with  /^  ^,n^.^  .^  ^^^^  ^          j            j^ 

the  datee  at  which   eaj<h  bcheme  was  ^^^J^  ^^^^  ^^^^           ^Hj »    ,,/  ^iJ| 

(I)  sent  to   2)  approved  by  the  Depart-  j^^^              ^^  {,^,^  ^  telegraph  office 

ment    or  otherwise  dealt  with  (in  con-  established    in    connection    with    thia 

if^t '■"'*  «      •  ^*"««T^  "^        ^^''  branch  post  offire  as  soon  as  possible  ? 

No.  80,  of  Session,  1888.)  ^.^^    RAIKES :  On  a  review  of  the 

whole  case,  1  have  decided  that,  as  soon 

QUESTIONS.  i^g  arrangements  can  be  made,  telegraph 

0 business  may    again   be   transacted  at 

COLONIAL  MONEY  OUDERfi.  Waring   Street,    as  an  experiment  for 

Mb.   HENNLKEB   HEATON  (Can-  ®°®  y^^^*  *'  *^®  ®°^  ?'  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^ 

terbury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General  ™*^*®'  ^^^^  ^®  reconsidered. 
if  he  could  atate  the  number  of  money 

oidera  and  their    value  reemved  liom  ^^'^-  CECIL  BOCHE. 

Australia  and  New  Zealand  last  year ;  Mb.  JOHN  ELIiIS  (Nottioghamabirtty 

the    like    information    regarding   the  Rusholiffe),  asked  the  Chief  SeoretAjgr 
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to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether,  on  Monday,  25th  Febraary, 
at  Ennis,  Mr.  Cecil  Koche,  B.M.,  sen- 
tenced Thomas  Bermingham  to  two 
sentences  of  six  months  each,  for 
assaults  on  two  officers  of  the  law 
occurring  at  the  same  time,  during  the 
struggle  leading  to  his  eviction. 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Baltoub,  Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  am  informed  thilt 
Thomas  Bermingham  has  been  sen- 
tenced at  Ecnis  to  a  term  of  six  months' 
imprisonment  for  violently  resisting  the 
sheriff  in  the  execution  of  his  duty,  and 
to  a  second  term  of  six  months  for 
violently  assaulting  a  police- constable 
on  the  same  occasion.  The  man  has 
appealed. 

Mb.  J.  ELLIS:  Is  the  House  to 
understand  that  if  a  man  comes  in 
collision  with  a  dozen  persons,  and 
endeavours  to  defend  himself  and  his 
property,  he  may  be  sent  to  prison  for 
•ix  years? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  question,  but  I  believe  that 
under  the  Act  of  1882  there  was  a  case 
in  which  a  man  got  cumulative  im- 
imprisonment  amounting  to  one  year 
for  sending  threatening  letters. 

ARREST  OF  POLICE  CONSTABLES. 

Mr.  JOHN  ELLIS  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  whether,  early  in  February, 
two  police  constables  were  arrested  by 
District  Inspector  Brett,  R.I.C.,  and  by 
him  charged  with  having  cut  the  tail  off 
a  cow  belonging  to  James  Byrne,  near 
Carron  Burren,  county  Clare,  and  also 
damaging  some  hay  belonging  to  him. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  District  In- 
spector Brett  reports  that  it  is  not  the 
case  that  he  either  arrested  two  police 
constables  or  charged  them  as  alleged 
in  the  qdestion.  James  Byrne  stated 
that  his  property  was  injured  in  the 
manner  indicated,  and  that  he  was  fired 
at  on  pursuing  the  persons.  The  con- 
stables were  brought  up  at  Petty 
Sessions  on  the  charge  of  James  Byrne 
that  they  had  fired  at  him.  The  case 
was  dismissed  on  the  merits,  the  magi- 
strates at  the  same  time  stating  that  the 
constables  left  the  Court  without  the 
slightest  stain  on  their  characters,  and 
that  they  considered  Byrne's  swear- 
ing to  be  of  a  most  reckless  descrip- 
tion. 

Mr  JoknEUU 


Mr.  J.  ELLIS :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  the  name  of  the 
magistrate  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  nofc 
acquainted  with  it,  but  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  give  notice  of  the  Question  I 
will  ascertain. 

EVICTION  AT  ABBEYFEALE. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  it  was  true  that  in 
December,  1888,  the  Sheriff  of  Limerick, 
with  a  body  of  police  under  the  com* 
mand  of  Major  EoUeston,  H.M.,  visited 
the  lands  of  Michael  Moloney,  of  Abbey- 
f eale,  and  evicted  him  therefrom ;  under 
what  colour  of  legal  authority  was  this 
eviction  carried  out :  were  the  facts  as 
follow,  namely,  that,  oq  9th  February^ 
Molony  was  served  with  an  eviotion 
notice  by  his  landlord,  the  Kev.  Conyng- 
ham  Ellis,  of  Cranboume  Yicarage,. 
Windsor,  for  a  year's  rent,  £21  ITs.  Sd.^ 
converting  him  into  a  caretaker ;  that» 
on  3 1st  July,  Moloney  sent  a  cheque  for 
the  amount  to  the  agent,  R.  D.  O'Brien, 
16,  Mallow  Street,  Limerick,  who  sent 
a  receipt  for  the  rent  due,  dated  3rd 
August,  and  that  this  payment  redeemed 
the  lands,  as  the  six  months  for  redemp- 
tion would  not  expire  till  9ih  August ;. 
if  so,  upon  what  warrant  did  the  sheriff 
act;  was  a  magistrate's  order  for  the? 
eviction  of  a  caretaker  obtained  under 
Section  86  of  the  Land  Act,  1860,  or 
was  even  a  summons  to  show  cause- 
served  on  Moloney ;  upon  whose  requisi- 
tion were  the  forces  of  the  Crown  sap- 
plied  for  the  eviction,  and  what  was  the- 
number  and  cost  of  the  force ;  did  Major 
Rolleston,  E.M.,  or  any  official,  tuce 
any  trouble  to  ascertain  whether  the^ 
eviction  was  legal  or  illegal,  or  examine 
the  sheriff's  authority  before  setting  out 
on  the  eviction  expedition ;  did  Moloney 
warn  all  concerned  that  his  rent  wae 
paid  and  the  land  redeemed,  and  why 
did  the  authorities  pay  no  attention  to 
his  protests,  but  insist  on  turning  him 
out;  and,  if  the  Qovernment  were  ad- 
vised that  the  eviction  was  illegal,  will 
they  make  the  tenant  any  eonipensatioD 
for  their  share  in  the  transaction? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said :  Michael 
Moloney  was  one  of  several  tenants  evicted 
in  December,  1888,  a  force  of  polioe 
being  present  at  the  requisition  of  the 
sheriff  for  his  protection,  but  I  am  in,- 
I  formed  that  the  Resident  Magistrate  had 
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not  arrived -at  the  time  of  Moloney's 
eviotion.  Moloney  stated  at  the  time, 
and  still  alleges,  that  his  rent  was  paid. 
If  this  is  so,  he  has,  of  course,  his 
remedy  at  law  for  any  wrong  he  may 
have  suffered.  I  uuderstand  that  pro- 
ceedings are  threatened  at  the  suit  of 
Moloney  against  the  sheriff  and  agent, 
and  it  would  be  therefore  improper  for 
me  to  enter  into  any  discussion  of 
the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Surely  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  say  whether,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  before  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  were  supplied  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  the  eviction,  the  authorities 
took  the  trouble  to  ascertain  whether 
the  eviction  was  legal  or  illegal,  or 
examine  the  Sheriff^s  authority  before 
setting  out  on  the  eviction  expedition  ? 
Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  far  as  I 
know,  the  usual  practice  was  followed. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  de- 
sires further  information,  he  should 
give  notice  of  a  Question. 

Mr.T.M.  HEALY:  I  only  ask  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shall  answer  the 
Question  on  the  Paper,  of  which  he  has 
had  notice  for  some  days.  I  want  to 
know  by  what  authority  the  forces  of 
the  Grown  were  employed  for  an  illegal 
purpose  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  know 
that  the  purpose  was  illegal,  and  I  pre- 
sume that  the  ordinary  practice  was  fol- 
lowed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  again  read  the 
Question  upon  the  Paper,  and  remarked 
that  it  was  clearly  the  duty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  the  performance  of 
which  he  was  paid  a  salary,  to  obtain 
the  information  that  was  necessary  to 
enable  him  to  answer  the  Questions  of 
hon.  Members. 

THE  CHURCH   OF  ENGLAND 
CATECHISM. 

Mb.  COLMAN  (Norwich)  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  whether  the 
teaching  of  the  Church  of  England 
Catechism  was,  or  has  hitherto  been, 
included  in  the  curriculum  of  the  ele- 
mentary school  at  Holme-next- the- Sea, 
Norfolk,  the  same  being  a  Board  school ; 
whether  a  lately-appointed  mistress  of 
the  school,  on  learning  the  fact,  in- 
formed the  School  Board  that  she  could 
not  conscientiously  give  religious  in- 
struction except  from  the  Bible,   and 


that,  if  she  were  required  to  teach  the 
Catechism,  she  would  be  obliged  to 
give  notice  of  resignation ;  whether  the 
Board  thereupon  accepted  her  resigna- 
tion ;  and,  whether  the  Education 
Department  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
the  violation  of  the  law  by  the  further 
use  of  the  Church  Catechism  ? 

The  VICE  PEE8IDENT  of  the 
COMMITTEE  of  COUNCIL  on  EDU- 
CATION  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  am  informed  that  the  teach- 
ing of  the  Church  Catechism  was  for 
some  time  included  in  the  religious  in- 
struction given  at  the  School  named,  but 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  School 
Board,  who  state  that  they  left  the 
matter  in  the  bands  of  the  teachers  with 
the  understanding  that  nothing  should 
be  taught  in  contravention  of  the  Act. 
The  Board's  reason  for  accepting  the 
late  teacher's  resignation  was  that  she 
objected  to  the  examination  of  the  school 
by  the  diocesan  inspector,  and  this 
practice,  the  Board — upon  which  there 
are  two  Nonconformists — were  not  dis- 
posed to  abandon.  The  teaching  of  the 
Catechism  has  now  been  discontinued, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary 
to  take  any  further  steps. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 

ACT,  1886. 

Mr.  FEANCIS  POWELL  (Wigan) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  complicated  character  of  many  pro- 
visions in  **  The  Housing  of  the  Work- 
ing Classes  Act,  1885,'*  and  the  conse- 
quent difficulty  of  giving  due  effect  to 
that  important  Statute,  he  will  cause  te 
be  prepared  and  circulated  among  local 
authorities,  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  a  memorandum  explaining  their 
powers  and  duties  under  the  Act ;  and 
whether,  if  so,  he  will  lay  the  document 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 
♦The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie, 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George' s- in- the- 
East) :  When  the  Housing  of  the  Work- 
ing Classes  Act  was  passed  the  Local 
Government  Board  addressed  circular 
letters  to  the  several  urban  and  rural 
sanitary  authorities  throughout  England 
and  Wales,  directing  their  attention  to 
the  Act  and  explaining  its  provisions. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  authorities  are. 
fully  aware  of  the  powers  which  thej 
possess  under  the  Act  referred  to.    If  X 
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had  reason  to  beliere  that  it  was  not  eo, 
I  should  be  quite  prepared  to  act  on  the 
auggestioa  of  my  bon.  Friend. 

CITT  OF  LONDON  VOLTTNTEEKS. 
Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (University 
of  London)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  "War  whether,  in  any  re- organization 
of  the  Honourable  Artillery  Company, 
he  could  obtain  for  the  City  of  London 
Volunteers  (as  BUcceesors  of  the  London 
Train  Bands),  the  right  of  drilling  in 
the  Artillery  grounds  ? 
*TnB  SEOEETAEY  op  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr,  E.  yTANHOPE,  Lincoln- 
shire, HoracaHtle)  :  This  queation  was 
fatly  discussed  in  1873.  and  tin  opinion 
was  given  by  tlie  then  Attorney  General, 
the  preaent  I»rd  Culoridge,  that,  sub- 
ject to  the  riglita  of  the  CommiHsion  of 
Lieutenancy  and  the  Militia,  the 
Honourable  Artillery  Company  are  en- 
titled to  the  exclusive  use  of  tbis  ground. 
But,  perBoaally,  I  am  entirely  in 
sjnnpath;  witb  the  object  of  my  hon. 
Friend  ;  and  I  thitik  that  if  the  Company 
could  see  their  way  to  granting  to  the 
Volunteers  of  the  City  a  reasonable  use 
of  their  drill  ground,  ihey  would  render 
a  service  to  the  force,  and  would 
materially  strengthen  their  own  claim 
to  public  sympathy  and  support. 

THK  COMMISSARIAT. 
Mr.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool.  Everton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  certain  OfBoera 
of  the  late  Commiatiariat.  of  many  years' 
service,  and  of  irreproachable  character, 
have  been  passed  over,  and  their  places 
offered  to  young  men  of  only  a  few 
months' departmental  service ;  whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  many  of  those  offiosrs 
not  selected  for  the  new  corps  have 
hitherto  been  offlcially  reported  upon 
most  favourably  ;  and  whether  he  can 
state  to  what  causes  the  rejection  of 
these  officers  is  due  ? 

•Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  It  is  quite  in- 
oorrect  that  the  places  of  any  senior 
offlcere  have  been  offered  to  young  men 
of  only  a  few  months'  departmental 
service,  A  vacant  step  in  the  rank  o( 
Colonel  in  the  Army  Service  Corps  has 
been  filled  by  the  selection  from  the  nest 
junior  rank  of  the  tirnt  officer  in  the  list 
oonsidered  fitted  and  qualified  for  the 
position.  This  selection  was  made  in 
aecordanos  with  custom,  and  the  ex- 
31  r.  KiUhii 
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press  provieion  of  the  Boyal  Wanant 
under  which  the  old  Commissariat  and 
Transport  Staff  are  now  serving.  Fa^ 
manent  appointments  in  the  new  Army 
Service  Corps  were  offered  to  soma  63 
out  of  the  70  officers  already  seoondfld 
from  their  regiments  for  temporary  SOT' 
vice  with  the  Commissariat  and  Trans- 
port Staff,  and  of  that  number  milj 
some  30  have  accepted  thsm ;  but  the 
whole  of  the  offlcers  so  serving  have 
been  given  lbs  option  of  continuinjf  to 
serve  with  the  Army  Service  Corps  for 
the  same  period,  and  under  the  sama 
conditions,  as  those  of  their  original 
appointments  to  the  corps.  The  number 
of  permanent  appointments  offered  was 
fixed  with  due  regard  to  the  best  inte- 
rests of  thepnbliu  service,  andtherighta 
of  officers  who  were  aerving  with  the 
CommisBariat  and  Transport  Staff  have 
been  carefully  guarded. 

UliAINAUE  CHARQBS  IN  IRELAND. 
Mr.  I.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Seora- 
tary  to  the  Treasury  ;  Is  it  true  that, 
by  the  system,  of  drainafie  charges  pat 
in  force  by  the  Boar.l  of  Works,  a  l«id- 
lord,  named  Christopher  Iteynolds,  of 
Abbeylara,  county  Longford,  has  bean 
deprived,  without  compensation,  of  the 
whole  of  the  smalt  property  owned  by 
him  ;  ia  it  the  fact  that,  without  giiviag 
Mr.  Keynolds  any  previous  notioe  of  • 
charge,  he  was  served  in  1881  by  the 
Board  of  Works  with  a  final  award  for 
the  Upper  Inny  Drainage,  ainountingto 
£20  Ihn.  6d.  per  annum,  although  tha 
total  Qovernment  valuation  of  the  land 
is  only  £12  10a.;  can  any  explanation 
of  this  levy  be  given,  and  of  the  failure 
to  service  notice  of  it  on  the  owner ; 
is  there  any  precedent  in  the  history  of 
the  Board  of  Works  for  aleryofneadj 
double  the  valuation  for  drainage  of 
lands,  and  is  this  founded  on  their 
OBtimate  of  the  improvement  effected 
by  the  drainage ;  is  he  aware  that  the 
tenant  of  the  lauds  went  into  the  Land 
Court,  and  got  the  fair  rent  fised  against 
Mr.  Keynolds  at  £30,  and  thM  the 
Chief  Commissioners,  on  account  of  tha 
drainage  charge,  raised  the  fair  rent 
to  £24,  and  expreased  their  amasemant 
at  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Works; 
did  Mr.  Reynolds,  finding  himwU 
unable  to  get  anything  out  of  the  land 
through  drainage  obarge  and  toxai^ 
leave  payment  of  the  charge  go  by 
default;    did     the    Attorasy    (^nertti 
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thereupon  proeeed  against  him  at  suit 
of  the  Board  of  Works ;  is  he  aware 
that  the  County  Court  Judge  expressed 
his  regret  at  being  compelled  to  make 
a  decree  in  favour  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  which  must  rob  Mr.  Reynolds 
of  his  little  property ;  did  the  Board 
thereupon  appoint  Colonel  Dopping  as 
Receiver  over  the  lands,  and  thereby 
deprive  Mr.  Reynolds  of  his  only  means 
of  support;  was  this  action  by  the 
Board  Hanctioned  by  the  Government ; 
and,  what  security  will  landlords  or 
tenants  have  against  similar  treatment 
if  the  three  Government  Drainage  Bills 
become  law,  and  is  it  the  Board  of  Works 
which  would  carry  them  into  effect  ? 

♦The  SECRETARY  t.>  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N) : 
The  drainage  scheme  in  question  was 
carried  out  with  money  advanced  by 
Government  by  the  Drainage  Board  ot 
the  district,  consisting  of  local  pro- 
prietors, and  on  its  sompletion  an 
award  was  made  by  the  Board  of  Works 
under  the  Drainage  and  Improvement 
of  Lands  (Ireland)  Act,  1863,  by  which 
62  acres  1  rood  and  6  perches  of 
the  lands  of  Derragh,  the  property  of 
Mr.  C.  Reynolds  (and  now  in  the 
possession  of  Peter  Early,  judicial 
tenant,  at  a  rent  of  £'^4)  was  charged 
with  £16  17s.  6d.  per  annum,  to 
repay  £337  10s.  8d.,  the  proportion 
of  expenditure  due  on  his  holding ; 
(2)  The  annual  instalment  payable 
under  award  is  £16  1 7s.  6d.,  none 
of  whieh  has  been  paid  by  Mr. 
Reynoldfi,  though  his  tenant  had  paid 
him  up  to  May  1887,  and  was  processed 
for  rent  to  May  1888;  (3)  The  Board 
was  compelled  by  the  Act,  on  the  com- 
pletion of  the  works,  to  make  the  award, 
and  they  published  the  requisite  notices 
of  lodgment  of  draft  award;  (4)  The 
award  is  not  founded  on  the  Board's 
Estimate  of  the  improvements  effected 
by  the  Drainage,  but  on  the  sum  ex- 
pended by  the  Drainage  Board  under 
the  supervision  of  their  own  Engineer. 
The  original  Estimate  made  by  the  Pro- 
prietors for  the  entire  district  was 
£41,691  r2s.  2d.,  while  the  actual  ex- 
penditure, including  interest,  was 
£86,653  12s.;  (5)  The  County  Court 
Judge  fixed  the  rent  at  £20,  which  the 
Commissioners  increased  on  appeal  to 
£24.  The  Board  are  not  aware  of  any 
expression  of  opinion  made  by  the 
Land  Commissioners ;  (6)  Mr.  Reynolds 


paid  the  Board  nothing;  (7)  Decrees 
were,  therefore,  taken  out  in  the  County 
Courts,  and  Returns  of  nuiia  bona  made. 
The  Board  had  no  option  then  but  to 
proceed  for  a  Receiver  and  sale; 
(8)  There  is  no  record  of  any  such  state- 
ment being  made,  a  decree  could  not 
affect  the  property ;  (9)and(10)  Colonel 
Dopping  as  a  District  Receiver  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  Law  Judge;  (11)  The 
drainage  of  the  district  was,  as  I  have 
already  explained,  carried  out,  not  by 
the  Board  of  Works,  but  by  the  pro- 
prietors in  the  district.  The  Barrow 
and  Bann  Drainages  will  be  carried  out 
by  a  Board  locally  elected.  The  Shannon 
works  alone  will  be  carried  out  by  the 
Board  of  Works,  the  charges  to  be  im- 
posed being  primarily  assented  to  by  all 
who  have  to  pay  them. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  gather  that 
the  substance  of  the  answers  is  that  a 
particular  landlord  has  had  his  property 
confiscated  for  no  fault  of  his  own,  and 
that  the  Govornmeut  do  not  intend  to 
grant  any  compensation. 
*Mr.  JACKSON:  The  Board  of 
Works  have  simply  carried  out  a  duty 
imposed  upon  them  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  unable  to  say  that  the 
Treasury  will  make  compensation,  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that  I  will  call  attention 
to  the  extraordinary  facts  of  this  case 
upon  the  Vote  for  the  Board  of  Works. 

,    THE  OLPllER  EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  if  it  was  true  that  the  Govem« 
ment  have  changed  to  County  Fer- 
managh the  venue  of  the  prisoners 
charged  with  resibting  eviction  on  the 
Olphert  Estate  in  Donegal ;  had  the 
Crown  served  notice  on  the  Sheriff  for  a 
panel  of  200  special  jurors ;  was  it  the 
case  that  the  special  juror  class  in  Fer- 
managh is  so  limited,  that  out  of  a 
population  of  84,879  persons  only  212, 
according  to  the  1887  Return,  are  special 
jurors  in  that  county ;  and  was  it  true 
that  all  the  prisoners  are  Gaelic-speak- 
ing Catholics,  and  that  there  is  no 
Catholic  on  the  special  jury  panel,  while 
a  large  number  of  the  special  jurors  are 
Orangemen,  and  many  are  landlords  and 
agents  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  The  reply  to 
the  inquiry  in  the  first  -paragraph  is  in 
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the  afiirmative.  A  notice  was  served  on 
the  Sheriff  for  a  panel  of  all  the  special 
jurors  in  Fermanagh.  The  figures 
appear  to  he  suhstantially  as  stated  in 
third  paragraph.  I  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  language  or  religion  of 
the  persons  charged,  or  as  to  the  politics, 
religion,  or  avocation  of  the  special 
jurors. 

CULLTNANE,  THE  INFOR^LER. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E),  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  whether  Cullinane,  the  in- 
former, is  till  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  if  not,  on 
what  date  he  left  the  country;  from 
what  source  he  obtained  the  money  to 
take  him  out  of  the  country  ;  where  he 
was  last  residing  before  he  left;  and 
whether  the  police  authorities  can  fur- 
nish any  information  as  to  his  present 
whereabouts  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  decline 
to  answer  any  questions  of  this  character 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  movements  of  informers. 
I  have  already  told  the  House  that  I  do 
not  know  where  Cullinane  is.  If  I  did 
know  I  should  not  say. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  tbe  charge  in 
this  case  is  that  Cullinane  organized  the 
commission  of  outrages  which  were 
charged  against  the  National  League 
before  the  Hoyal  Commission  and  else- 
where ;  and,  whether,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  promised  facilities  to  all 
parties  before  the  Commission,  and  has 
given  facilities  to  the  Times,  by  placing 
in  the  hands  of  an  informer  documents 
of  State,  he  will  give  information  as 
to  wh6n  Cullinane  left  the  country,  where 
he  went,  and  whether  the  money  which 
enabled  him  to  go  was  provided  by  his 
employers  out  of  the  public  purse  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  answer  the  highly  argumentative 
question  of  the  hon.  Member.  If  in- 
formation of  that  sort  is  desired  from 
the  Government,  it  should  be  applied 
for  in  the  ordinary  way. 

Mr.  COX :  What  is  the  ordinary 
way? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  To  write  a  let- 
ter to  the  Irish  Government  and  sign  it. 

ST.  PANCRAS  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS^ 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.j 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Gt)vem- 

Mr.  A,  J,  Balfour 


ment  Board  whether  his  attention  ha* 
been  called  to  the  following  case — 
Boothby  v.  Robinson  and  otiiers — an 
action  tried  before  His  Honour  Judge 
Stonor  and  a  special  jury  at  the  Maryle* 
bone  County  Court,  on  Tuesday,  5th 
March,  the  facts  as  reported  by  the 
Press  being  as  follows; — The  Plaintiff 
was  ordered  by  the  St.  Pancras  Poor 
Law  Guardians  to  pay  for  his  wife's- 
maintenancO;  which  he  declined  to  do, 
on  the  ground  that  the  wife  had  failed 
in  her  covenant — 

**  He  was  then  ordered  to  be  detained  until 
the  money  was  paid,  was  taken  to  the  casual 
ward,  and  an  attempt  was  made  to  undress  him 
for  the  purposes  of  a  bath.  Seeing  the  filthy 
state  of  the  casual  inmates  the  PlaintiflT 
declined,  though  this  cost  him  a  severe  struggle 
with  the  attendants.  Ultimately,  after  being 
detained  about  eight  hours,  he  paid  a  portion  of 
the  money,  and  was  released  without  any 
explanation.  Plaintiff  had  lost  his  situation 
through  this  act  of  the  Guardians.  His  Honour, 
in  addressing  the  Jury,  drew  attention  to  the 
high-handed  manner  in  which  Plaintiff  had 
been  treated.  The  Jury  retired,  and  returned 
almost  immediately  with  a  verdict  for  Plaintiff^ 
damages  £100.  Because  the  case  had  been  re- 
mitted from  a  Superior  Court,  coats  on  the  scale 
of  the  High  Court  were  allowed;" 

and  whether  he  will  issue  instructions  to 
prevent  such  proceedings  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  future  ? 
*Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  have  communi- 
cated  with  the  Guardians  of  St.  PancraSi 
and  it  appears  that  the  main  facts  stated 
in  tlie  Question  are  substantially  correct. 
The  detention  was  obviously  illegal,  and 
the  result  of  the  action  against  the 
Guardians,  with  a  verdict  of  £100 
damages,  I  think  is  likely  to  be  much 
more  effective  than  any  suggestion 
which  might  be  made  by  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

PRISON  CHAPLAINS  AND   SURGEONS. 

Mr.  CKAIG  SELLAH  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
undertaking  given  by  him  on  Idth  No- 
vember, 1 888,  that  the  question  of  the 
disproportion  of  salaries  of  the  prison 
chaplains  and  surgeons  in  England  and 
Scotland  respectively  should  be  con- 
sidered before  February,  he  can  now 
state  what  steps,  if  any,  Her  Majesty's 
Govern nunt  are  going  to  take  with  a 
view  to  adjust  this  matter? 
*Mr.  JACKSON  :  In  accordance  with 
my  undertaking,  I  have  examined  thia 
question  in  connection  with  the  Scotch 
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Prison  Estimates  for  the  next  financial 
year.  The  conclusion  that  I  came  to  was 
no  case  had  been  made  out  for  raising  the 

fay  of  the  Scotch  prison  chaplains,  but 
propose  to  invite  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  consider  whether  the  English  rates 
should  not  be  revised.  There  is,  on  the 
whole,  very  little  inequality  between  the 
salaries  paid  to  the  Scotch  surgeons  and 
those  paid  in  England,  and  the  only 
case  that  appeared  to  me  to  require  re- 
vision was  that  of  the  surgeon  at  Bar- 
linnie,  whose  scale  will  be  improved. 

MINING  LOCK  OUT. 

Mr.     CUNINGHAME     GRAHAM 

(Lanarkshire,  N.W.)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
if  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
lock-out  of  60  miners  at  Busbyhead  Pit, 
near  Crosshouse,  for  refusing  to  s)gn  a 
scale  of  deductions  proposed  by  the 
manager ;  whether  the  workmen  offered 
to  submit  the  proposed  scale  to  arbitra- 
tion, as  provided  in  Clause  12  of  the 
Coal  Mines  Act ;  whether  the  manager 
refused  this  and  all  similar  proposals ; 
and,  whether  this  is  a  breach  of 
Section  12  of  the  Coal  Mines  Act. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews,  Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
obtained  a  Report  from  the  Inspector  on 
this  matter.  I  am  informed  by  him 
that  it  was  the  manager,  and  not  the 
men,  who  wished  to  submit  the  proposed 
scale  to  a  neutral  person  mutuaUy 
chosen,  but  this  the  men  would  not 
agree  to.  The  owners  thereupon  drew 
up  a  scale  of  deductions,  and  intimated 
to  the  miners  that  each  man  must  sign 
it  before  being  allowed  to  work.  The 
men  refused  to  sign  this  agreement,  and 
have  not  been  at  work  since  the  27th 
ult.  I  cannot  see  that  there  has  been 
any  breach  of  the  Act. 

WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  whether  since 
last  Session  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  has  proceeded  any  further 
with  negotiations  for  the  establishment 
of  responsible  government  in  Western 
Australia,  and  the  transfer  to  the  hand- 
ful of  white  Colonists  there  of  the  con- 
trol over  the  lands  in  the  temperate 
part  of  the  Oolonyi  whioh  are  the  only 


temperate  lands  now  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  British  Government  for  the 
purpose  of  colonization  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  the  colonies  (Baron 
H.  DE  Worms,  Liverpool,  Toxtethj: 
The  Bill  has  been  read  a  second  time 
in  the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Colony, 
and  a  General  Election  has  since  taken 
place ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Member  was  in- 
formed at  the  end  of  last  Session,  legis- 
lation in  this  country  must  take  place 
before  responsible  government  can  be 
established  in  Western  Australia,  and 
I  can  add  nothing  to  the  previous 
answers  given  in  the  House. 

A   LENIENT  SENTENCE. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether,  at  Man- 
chester Assizes  on  4th  March,  John 
Matthews  was  convicted  of  manslaugh- 
ter (the  killing  bis  wife  by  a  kick) ; 
whether  John  Matthews  had  been  pre- 
viously convicted  23  times,  three  of  these 
convictions  being  for  assaults  on  the 
woman  he  killed;  whether  the  said 
John  Matthews  was  sentenced  to  two 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour ; 
and  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  record  of  these  various  convictions  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  Yes,  Sir,  this 
prisoner  was  convicted  as  stated.  I  have 
not  at  present  the  particulars  of  his 
previous  convictions,  but  I  am  informed 
by  the  Clerk  of  Assize  that  there  was  a 
long  list  of  previous  convictions  against 
him,  and  that  he  had  been  two  or  three 
times  convicted  of  assaulting  his  wife. 
The  jury  after  a  long  deliberation 
accompanied  their  verdict  of  manslaugh- 
ter with  a  strong  recommendation  to 
mercy,  on  the  ground  that  they  did  not 
think  any  serious  mischief  was  contem- 
plated. He  had  kicked  his  wife  on  her 
leg,  which  had  varicose  veins,  one  of 
which  was  ruptured,  and  she  bled  to 
•death.  The  Judge  acted  on  the  view  of 
the  jury,  and  punished  the  prisoner  for 
the  mere  assault.  I  do  not  think  any 
useful  purpose  would  be  served  by  laying 
the  prisoner's  record  on  the  Table  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  BR  ADLAUGH :  Is  it  the  fact 
that  the  jury  who  recommended  this 
man  to  mercy  necessarily  knew  nothing 
of  his  previous  convictions,  which  were 
only  before  the  Jadge,  and  that  one  of 
those  convictions  was  for  an  assaalt  upon 
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his  wife,  for  which  he  was  sentenced  to 
two  months'  imprisonment  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  told  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  I  have  no  information 
in  regard  to  the  previous  convictions. 

THE  SUBMARINE  CABLE  COMPANY. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway)  asked 
the  Postmaster  Genera),  whether  the 
Btaif  of  the  Submarine  Oable  Company 
are  to  be  placed  upon  the  established 
staft  of  the  Central  Tel*»graphic  Office  ; 
and  ,  if  so,  as  the  maximum  of  a  tele- 
graphist in  the  Submarine  service  is 
£150  per  annum,  whether  the  Submarine 
Officers  in  receipt  of  their  maximum  will 
be  placed  upon  the  minimum  scale  of 
the  senior  clerks  of  the  Central  Tele- 
graph Office  (£150  to  £190),  to  the 
detriment  of  the  telegraphists  of  the 
first  class  of  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office,  many  of  whom  have  already 
been  waiting  two  years  for  promotion 
from  the  maximum  of  their  class  £140; 
and  will  he  take  such  steps  as  will 
prevent  any  injustice  being  done  to 
officers  who  have  been  many  years 
on  the  establishment  ? 
♦Mr.  EAIKES  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  all  that  I  can  say  is  that  in  any 
arrangements  that  may  be  made  for  the 
transfer  to  the  Post  Office  of  the  staff 
of  the  Submarine  Telegraph  Company 
oare  will  be  taken  to  prevent  injustice 
being  done  to  officers  already  in  the 
service  of  the  Department. 

DIRECTOR  GENERAL  OF 
TELEGRAPHS. 

Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath  S.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  when  Sir  Albert  Cappel, 
who  completed  his  five  years  tenure  of 
office  as  Director  General  of  Telegraphs 
on  the  14th  June,  1888,  will  be  required 
to  vacate  that  appointment ;  and 
whether  Colonel  Molloch,  the  officiating 
Director  General,  will  revert  to  military 
duty  on  attaining  the  age  of  55  years 
next  April,  in  accordance  with  the  usual 
practice  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  J.  Gorst, Chat- 
ham) :  Sir  Albert  Ctippel,  who  is  on 
leave,  will  vac^ate  his  appointment  in 
March,  lb90,  up  to  which  date  he  is 
entitled  to  furlough.  Colonel  Malloch 
will  vacate  his  appointment  in  April, 
1890. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh 


IRISH  EDUCATION  Of  FIOE. 


Mr.  DONAL  SULLIVAN  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Irish  Education  Office  is  the 
only  Department  of  the  Civil  Service  in 
Ireland  where  the  system  of  fining 
clerks  for  late  attendance  is  carried  out ; 
if  so,  will  he  state  upon  what  grounds 
are  those  clerks  subjected  to  this 
exceptional  practice;  and  whether  he 
will  give  directions  to  discontinue  the 
system  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  believe  the 
fact  is  as  stated.  I  understand  the 
practice  has  been  approved  by  the 
Treasury,  and  has  been  in  force  in  the 
Department  for  a  very  long  period.  I 
will  communicate  with  the  heads  of  the 
Department  on  the  subject. 

THE  ATHY  UNION. 

Mr.  LEAHY  (Kildare,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board  of  Ireland 
have  yet  come  to  the  decision  of 
ordering  an  election  of  Guardians  for 
the  Athy  Union,  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  the  ratepayers;  and,  if  so, 
when  will  the  notice  be  iHSued  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No  deuieioa 
on  the  subject  of  restoring  the  elected 
Guardians  in  Athy  Union  has  yet  been 
come  to ;  but  the  matter  will  be  taken 
into  consideration  towards  the  end  of 
the  present  month.  The  elected  Board 
can  be  restored  at  any  time,  and  passing 
by  the  General  Election  (held  annually 
on  25th  March)  does  not  necessarily  keep 
them  out  of  o&ce  till  March,  1890. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  whether 
the  object  of  delaying  the  reconstitu- 
tion  of  this  Board  of  Guardians  is  to 
prevent  the  giving  of  out  door  relief? 

There  was  no  reply. 

EMPLOYMENT  OF  CARMEN. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  whether,  owing  to  the 
great  loss  the  present  short  hours  entail 
on  carmen  and  others,  he  will  cause  to 
be  altered  the  time  of  opening  and  keep- 
ing open  of  the  docks  and  otiier  bonded 
wareliouses  from  eight  o'clock  a.m.  until 
six  oVIock  p.m.  in  summer*  and  from 
nine  o'clock  a.m.  until  six  o'clock  p.m. 
in  winter  ? 
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♦The  FIEST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand)  :  I 
have  had  no  notice  of  the  Question,  and 
am  therefore  unable  to  answer  it. 

COUNTY  COURT  JUDOE  BISHOP. 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELLIS  (Merioneth- 
shire) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  the  attention 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  been  called 
to  the  strictures  made  by  Lord  Coleridge 
on  the  conduct  of  County  Court  Judge 
Bishop  in  not  entering  the  verdict  as 
given  in  writing  by  the  jury  in  the  case 
of  the  Rev.  Richard  Jones  r^rni«  Roberts 
and  others,  ^hich  was  heard  on  appeal 
on  17th  December,  1888,  before  Lord 
Coleridge  and  Mr.  Justice  Manisty ;  and 
whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  taken 
any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  am  informed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  that  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  case  before  Judge  Bishop 
have  been  submitted  for  his  considera- 
tion. The  learned  Judge  seems  to  have 
come  to  a  conclusion ,  erroneous  in  point 
of  law,  but  which,  if  it  were  sound, 
would  have  made  the  findings  of  the 
jury  immaterial.  After  careful  considera- 
tion the  Lord  Chancellor  cannot  find 
anything  in  the  case  calling  for  his  inter- 
ference, which,  as  the  hon.  Member  is 
aware,  is  only  applicable  where  a  Judge 
has  been  guilty  of  misconduct. 

Mr.  T.  ELLIS  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  lay  on  the  Table  the 
shorthand  notes  of  the  remarks  of  the 
Lord  Cliief  Justice  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  No,  Sir;  that 
would  be  an  extremely  unusual  course. 

COAL  WEIGHING. 

Mr.  SPENCER  BALFOUR  (Burnley) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  directed  to  the  decision, 
given  on  Wednesday  last  by  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division,  affirming  that  the  ex- 
emption granted  by  the  Home  Secretary 
under  the  Act  of  ltt7  ^  from  the  provision 
that  coal  should  be  weighed  where  the 
amount  of  wages  depended  upon  the 
quantity  of  mineral  got,  was  valid  under 
the  Act  of  1887  ;  and,  as  to  what  course 
he  proposes  to  take  in  view  of  such 
decision  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  seen  the 
decision  in  question.  Before  taking 
any  active  steps  I  shall  consider  the  re- 


presentations of  the  parties  interested, 
whether  employers  or  employed.  I  msy 
say  that  the  inclination  of  my  opinion 
is  that  all  weighing  exemptions  inooa- 
sistent  with  the  Act  of  1887  should  be 
revoked,  unless  the  workmen  as  well 
as  the  employers  desire  their  con- 
tinuance. 

THE  NAVAL  PROGRAMME. 

Mr.  duff  (Banffshire)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he  would 
state  the  number  of  guns  above  nine 
inches  diameter  that  will  be  required 
to  complete  the  armament  of  the  veseels 
proposed  to  be  built  under  the  new 
programme  of  naval  defence  ? 
*The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing) :  The  number  of  guns 
above  9  in.  in  diameter  that  will  be 
required  for  the  armament  of  vessels 
proposed  under  the  new  programme  is 
as  follows: — 13}  in.,  67  tons,  32;  10  in., 
29  tons,  8;  9'2in.,  22  tons,  18— totals 
38.  This  is  independent  of  the  reserve, 
which  is  in  the  proportion  of  o&e- 
eighth  to  the  armament  afloat. 

RAILWAY  SHUNTING. 

Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  danger  to  life  and  limb  reported 
in  the  Official  Returns  (General  Report 
to  Board  of  Trade,  0.  6474,  for  1887) 
incurred  by  railway  shunters ;  that,  in 
the  year  1887,  124  were  killed,  and 
1,207  injured,  in  the  various  shunting 
opeiations  of  railway  service;  that,  in 
the  10  years  ended  1887,  the  casualities 
in  shunting  amounted  to  1,180  killed, 
and  12,459  wounded,  and  that,  out  of  a 
staff  of  6,261  men  engaged  in  coupling 
and  uncoupling  vehicles,  3,594  had 
been  killed  or  injured,  whereas  in  the 
United  States,  since  the  compuleory 
adoption  of  automatic  couplings  by  Act 
of  Congress,  dated  4th  May,  1884, 
according  to  published  Returns,  there 
have  only  been  5  men  killed  for  every 
100  in  the  United  Kingdom ;  and 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  introduce  a 
Bill  this  Session  to  mitigate  the  dangers 
to  which  railway  shunters  are  unneces- 
sarily exposed? 

*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OF     TRADE     (Sir    M.  HicKs-BsAeB, 
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Bristol,  W.):  The  figures  quoted  by  the 
hon.  Member  are  not  quite  accurate, 
and  the  number  of  railway  aervants 
killed  or  injured  in  coupling  or  un- 
ooupliog  vehicles  must  not  be  compared 
■with  the  total  ofaataff  of  6,261  men,  as 
Bome  servants  besides  sbunters  are  em- 
ployed for  that  purpose.  I  do  not  know 
to  what  returns  the  hon.  Uember  refers 
as  to  similar  accidents  in  the  United 
States.  Ah  at  present  advised,  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  possible  to  compel 
the  adoption  of  automatic  coupliugs  oy 
Act  of  Parliament,  but  I  am  now  en- 
deaTOuring  to  obtain  information  on 
the  various  systems  adopted,  with  a 
view  to  early  legislation  on  the  subject. 

EMIGRATION  FROM  IRELAND. 
Mr,  T.  W.  HU8SELL  (Tyrone,  8) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Obief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  an 
article  in  the  Ntnettenth  Ctntvrs/  by  Mr. 
James  Hack  Tuke,  giving  a  highly 
satisfactory  account  of  the  emigrants 
who  left  Mayo,  O-alway,  and  Donegal 
under  his  auspices  in  the  year  I88r 
whether  Mr.  Tuke  was  right  in  saying 
that  the  cessation  of  family  emigration 
■from  the  congested  districts  in  Ireland 
.  is  not  due  to  want  of  funds,  there  being 
a  balance  not  far  short  of  £20,000  ol 
the  grant  voted  by  Parliament  still  un- 
■touchod ;  and  whether  in  view  of  the 
statement  by  Mr.  Tuke  that  he  is  in 
ceipt  of  "  very  numerous  applications  " 
for  assistance  from  the  congested  dis' 
tricts,  there  are  any  reasons  for  with- 
holding from  him  the  money  voted  by 
Parliament  for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  In  answer  to 
my  hon.  Friend  I  have  to  state  that  the 
unexpended  balance  is  £18,000.  I  am 
firmly  convinced  of  the  advantage,  both 
to  those  who  go  and  those  who  stay,  of 
emigration  from  the  congested  diatricte 
of  Ireland ;  and  I  ahouTd  gladly  avail 
myself  of  any  aid  Mr.  Tuke  can  give  me 
in  carrying  out  the  intentions  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament. 


THE  LIMERICK  GUARDIANS. 
Mr.  FINUCANE  (Limerick,  E,) 


whether  this  surcharge  is  the  result  ot 
an  order  made  by  the  Limerick  GoaT' 
diaus  nearly  two  years  ago  diractiDg 
Mr.  John  Ryan,  solicitor  to  the  Board, 
to  take  the  neoesaary  legal  steps  to  pro- 
secute 12  armed  policemen  who  invaded 
the  Limerick  Workhouse  grounds  and 
who  refused  to  leave  when  ordered  to 
do  so  by  the  Guardians;  wfaether  the 
order  directed Mr.BjantoeDgagaapaoial 
counsel ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  Hr. 
Byau's  bill  of  costs  was  taxed,  and  onlj 
reduced  by  £l,  and  that  Mr.  Byan  waa 
obliged  to  engage  special  counsel  at  a 
fee  of  £20,  and  whether  that  was  the 
exact  fee  paid  by  the  Government  to 
Mr.  Oaraon  in  all  prosecutions  under 
the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act ;  and  whether  the  powera  ot 
an  auditor  are  limited  to  ascertaining 
whether  any  order  of  a  Board  of  Guar- 
dians involving  expenditure  is  illegal  or 
not ;  and,  if  not  illegal,  whether  the  ex- 
penditure is  in  excess  of  what  ought  to 
be  paid  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  The  faota  are 
as  stated  in  the  first  part^rapb,  with  the 
exception  that  the  amount  surcharged 
was  £9  6s.  6d.  The  surcharge  was  in 
connection  with  a  resolutioa  adopted  bj 
the  Board  of  Guardians  in  Ootober, 
1887,  for  the  prosecution  of  a  party  of 
police  for  entering  the  workhooH 
grounds  and  refusing  to  leave.  This 
attendance  of  the  police  was,  it  appears, 
in  consequence  of  a  request  maile  by 
one  of  the  Guardians,  a  magiatrats,  and 
that  police  protection  had  been  afforded 
at  previous  meetings  at  the  deure  of 
the  Guardians  themselves.  The  direo* 
tion  was  that  the  solicitor  employ 
counsel  as  he  may  deem  fit  in  the  oaae. 
The  case  came  before  Petty  Sessions, 
and  the  sergeant  iu  command  was  fined 
one  farthing  for  trespass.  The  original 
bill  of  coats  was  not  taxed ;  hat  a 
second  one  waa  prepared  and  submitted 
to  taxation  b^  Mr.  Eyan,  which,  how- 
ever, the  auditor  felt  himself  unable  to 
recognize.  The  auditor  reduced  the  fee 
from  20  guineas  to  15  guineas,  and 
likewise  made  some  other  disallowaDcos 
to  the  amount  of  £4  Is.  6d.  I  under- 
stand that  no  fixed  fee  is  paid  to  Mr. 
Caraon,    the   amount    being    measured 


beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the    according  to  the  magnitude  of  the 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  M 
Drury,  Local  Qovernment  Auditor, 

ceatly  surcharged  three  of  the  Limerick    founded,  and  ab._   

Ouardians    the    sum  of    £9   Is.   6d. ;    may  deem  to  be  exorbitant. 
Sir  M.  Eitht-BtMh 


The  auditor  has  full  power  to  strike  out 

all  charges  ho  may  deem  illegal  or  un- 

'  '       "     '         '  '         he 
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CAPPOQUIN  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.)  : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieu  ten  ant  of  Ireland  (1)  whether 
cases  entered  for  hearing  at  Oappoquin 
Petty  Sessions  on  24th  January,  and 
requiring  the  attendance  of  two  magis- 
trates, were  adjourned  to  7th  February 
as  only  one  magistrate  attended ;  (2) 
whether,  on  7th  February,  such  case 
were  again  adjourned  to  21st  February 
as  only  one  magistrate  attended;  (3) 
whether,  on  21st  February,  another  ad- 
journment again  took  place  for  the  same 
reason ;  (4)  what  prevented  the  Resident 
Magistrate  attending  Oappoquin  ordi- 
nary Petty  Sessions  on  the  days  in  ques- 
tion ;  (5)  and,  whether  any  steps  can  be 
taken  to  prevent  the  inconveniences  to 
professional  gentlemen  and  their  clients 
that  follow  such  adjournments  ? 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  facts  are 
as  stated  in  the  first  three  paragraphs. 
The  district  Resident  Magistrate  was 
unable  to  attend  on  any  of  the  occasions 
in  question  owing  to  his  having  been 
engaged  on  other  duties. 

THE  HIGHLAND  LAND  LEAGUE. 
Dr.  MCDONALD  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  recent  criminal  trial  at 
Stornoway,  against  Mr.  Donald  Mac- 
Rae,  schoolmaster  of  Balallan,  and 
others,  for  the  expulsion  of  intruders 
from  a  meeting  of  the  Hjghland  Land 
League,  after  notice  had  been  given  to 
the  said  intruders  to  retire ;  whether  the 
Sheriff  dismissed  the  complaint  as  un- 
founded,  and  characterized  the  alleged 
offence  as  unknown  t/O  the  law  of  Scot- 
land ;  whether  the  Procurator  Fiscal,  or 
his  deputy,  at  whose  instance  the  com- 
plaint was  raised,  are  agents  for  Lady 
Matheson,  the  proprietrix  of  the  Island ; 
whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
complaint  was  instituted  either  from 
ignorance  of  the  law  or  otherwise,  any 
notice  has  been  taken  of  the  conduct 
of  the  Procurator  Fiscal  or  his  deputy ; 
and,  whether,  as  the  machinery  of  the 
Criminal  Court  has  been  improperly  set 
in  motion,  it  is  intended  to  make  any 
compensation  or  redress  to  Mr.  MaoRae 
and  the  other  defendants  ? 
*Thb  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
P.  B.  RoBjcBTSON,  Bute):  The  persons 
mentioned  in  the  question  of  tae  hon. 


Gentleman  were  tried  summarily  on  a 
charge  of  assaulting  a  man  in  Balallan 
School  by  seizing  hold  of  and  compress- 
ing his  throat,  to  the  effusion  of  blood 
and  injury  of  the  person,  and  tearing 
his  coat^  and  forcibly  ejecting  him  from 
the  sohool.  The  Sheriff  did  not  cha- 
racterize the  offence  thus  alleged  as  un- 
known to  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  such 
a  decision  would  have  been  manifestly 
untenable.  The  accused  were  ac- 
quitted on  the  ground  that  the  evidence 
did  not  sustain  the  eharge.  The  man 
alleged  to  have  been  injured  had  de- 
clined to  withdraw  from  a  meeting 
which  had  desired  him  to  do  so,  and 
the  evidence  related  to  the  degree  of 
pressure  with  which  that  request  was 
enforced.  The  case  had  been  reported  to 
the  Fiscal  by  the  police  in  the  usual  way. 
The  Procurator  Fiscal  and  his  deputy 
are  in  partnership  as  solicitors,  and  I 
am  informed  that  they  are  sometimes 
employed  professionally  by  Lady  Mathe- 
son, as  well  as  by  other  residents  in  the  dis- 
trict, including  one  of  the  persons  prose- 
cuted on  this  occasion.  The  assumptions 
upon  which  the  last  two  questions  rest 
being  incorrect,  no  action  is  called  for  in 
either  of  the  directions  suggested. 

IRISH  CESSPAYERS  AND^  GRAND 

JURIES. 

Mr.  PINKERTON  (Galway) :  I  be| 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his 
attention  has  been  directed  to  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  committee  of  the 
grand  jury  of  the  county  of  Antrim, 
wherein  it  is  clearly  shown  that  an  ex- 
orbitant rate  is  charged  for  the  oolleo- 
tion  of  the  county  cess,  although  com- 
petent men  with  ample  security  are 
willing  to  collect  it  for  half  the  amount ; 
and  whether  he  will  urge  upon  the 
Government  the  advisability  of  enter- 
taining at  an  early  date  a  measure  to 
put  an  end  to  the  present  anomalous 
system  which  prevails  in  Ireland 
whereby  the  cesspayers  are  almost  en- 
tirely unrepresented  on  the  grand  jury  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
direct  knowledge  of  the  evidence  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member,  inasmuch 
as  the  action  of  grand  juries  in  Ireland 
in  regard  to  the  appointment  of  oees 
collectors  is  in  no  wise  ander  the  control 
of  the  Executive  Government.  Haying, 
however,  caused  the  question  to  be 
brought   before   the  secretary   to  the 


VOL.  GCOXXXIII.    [third  sbbib8.J  3  H 


IS91 


Inland— Tie 


tnal  criminala  of  every  kind,  to  exercise, 
for  inetBDce,  Tfitli  person  a  guilty  of 
ffarottiug,  and  nitli  two  soldiers,  who 
naving  deserted,  were  convicted  of  com- 
initting  several  burglaries  ? 

Mb.  a,  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon. 
Qentleman  asks  me  whether  there  is 
onl;  one  yard.  I  cannot  answer  that 
without  notice,  lie  also  aaka  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  prisoners  exercise  at 
different  times.  I  gather  from  the 
answer  supplied  me  that  that  is  the  case. 
It  appears  that  rev.  gentlemen  are  ex- 
eroised  alone.  It  also  appears  that 
there  is  a  distinction  between  persona 
flonvicted  more  than  once  and  persons 
convicted  for  the  6rst  time. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  «tate  definitely  that 
different  classes  of  prisoners  are  exer- 
d»ed  at  different  times  ?  Such  is  quite 
contrary  to  my  cxperteni^e. 

Mp.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  little  unreasonable.  I 
have  given  him  all  infnrmalion  in  my 
power.  If  he  desires  further  informa- 
tion and  will  put  down  a  Question  I 
will  do  my  best  to  answer  it, 

DENBIGHSHIRE  CHARITIES. 

Mk.  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshii 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Memlier  f. 
Penrith  Division  of  Cumberland, 
of  the  Charity  Cummiseiimers  for  Eng- 
land and  Wftlo.",  when  the  Report  of 
the  Assistant  Comniissioner  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  charities  of  Denbigh- 
■hire  will  be  issued;  and  when  a  simi- 
lar inquiry  into  the  charities  of  other 
counties  will  be  instltnte'l  ? 

Me.  J.  W.  LOWTHER:  It  ia  not 
proposed  to  issue  the  Report  on  any  one 
parish  until  the  work  of  inquiring  into 
all  the  parishes  in  the  cuunty  of  Den- 
bigh is  completed.  It  is  not  expBcted 
that  this  work  will  he  oomijleted  before 
several  months.  The  Commissioners 
have  not  at  present  been  furnished  by 
the  Treasury  with  the  requisite 
authority  fur  such  an  expenditure  as 
would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
holding  similar  inquiries  into  the 
obaritieaof  other  oouniies. 

THE  WELSH  LANGUAGE 
■Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.) :   I   beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 
General  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
__BaTing  pruvisoes  in  the   first   section  of 
■^     Mr,   If.  Red-no'd 


■e):    I 
jr  the 
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the  Statnte  Law  Bevision  Act,  16fi7,  th» 
ipeal  by  that  Actof  the20th  sectioBof' 
I  Henry  YIII.,  imposing  certain  diaa* 
bilitiee  on  persons  who  use  the  WelsK 
language  extends  to  disabilitiee  inoorred 
before  the  Act  was  pasaed  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  extend 
that  repeal  to  such  last -mentioned  disa- 
bilities? 
The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Wbbster,  Isle  of  Wight):  I 
gather  from  the  Question  of  the  right 
Gentleman  that  he  is  under  a 
tpprehoDsion.  The  section  to  whieh. 
he  refers  is,  in  fact,  section  17  of  th» 
Act  27  Henry  Till.,  cap.  "26.  It  ia  not 
repealed,  and  if  he  will  refer  to  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Act,  1887,  and 
the  revised  edition  of  the  Statutes  there 
referred  to,  he  will  find  this  section 
printed  at  length.  The  mistake  arises 
from  the  section  being  numbered  20 
some  editions  of  the  Statutes.  I 
understand,  with  reference  to  queations- 
which  have  been  put  to  me  upon  this 
matter,  that  the  formal  proceedings 
~ '  coroners'  courts,  municipal  cor- 
porations, and  other  public  bodies  in 
Wales  have  been  and  are  recorded  in 
English;  and,  aa  I  have  already  aaidr 
no  difficulty  has  ariaen  from  the  neoae- 
sity  of  occasional  interpretation. 

IRELASD-THE  SPECIAL  COM- 
MISSION. 
Mr,  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.)  S 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
view  of  the  statements  made  by  certain 
prisoners  as  to  temptations  held  out  to 
them  by  policemen,  prison  officials,  and 
others,  to  induce  them  to  concoct  false 
evidence  against  U  embers  of  thisHoosa 
and  others,  he  will  afford  a  suitable 
opportunity  for  examining  into  the 
truth  (if  these  allegatione"Viz.,  by  a 
public  investigation  upon  oath? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  baw  no- 
ground  for  believing  that  these  state- 
ments, if  they  have  been  made,  are 
otherwise  than  false  and  mali(»ous. 
Any  witness  examined  before  the  Com- 
mission can,  I  suppose,  be  craas-eza> 
mined  on  oath  in  respect  to  tliese 
charges.  If  there  has  been  any  son- 
spiracy  ot  the  kind  indiealed,  it  mam.  b* 
punished  under  the  ordinary  law. 

Mb,  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN :  Will  th»ngfat 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  he  espeota 
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to  Tote  for  couDtj  councillors  ;  whether 
he  has  declared  that  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Local  Govern  men  t  Act  to  place 
such  persons  on  the  Hegister  ;  and  what 
steps  the  Government  will  take  to 
remedy  this  omission  ? 

♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  I  have  not  de- 
dared  that  it  was  the  iutention  of  the 
Local  Government  Act  that  farm  ser- 
Tantp,  as  such,  without  reference  to  the 
circumstances,  should  be  placed  on  the 
Register  of  Voters.  It  is  obvious  that 
the  question  as  to  the  right  of  any 
farm  servant  in  this  matter  must  depend 
upon  the  actual  facts  in  the  particular 

Mr.  FENWIUK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  :  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in 
answer  to  a  question  as  to  whether  a 
workman  livinjj^  in  a  house  belonging  to 
his  employer,  the  occupation  of  which  is 
counted  as  part  of  his  wages,  was  en- 
titled to  vote,  the  riglit  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  such  a  workman  would  be  so 
entitled. 
♦Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  answer  on 
this  point  which  I  previously  gave  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Wansbeck  Division 
was  that  if  a  labourer  is  not  required  to 
reside  for  the  purposes  of  his  service, 
but  merely  has  the  cotta^^e  as  part  of 
his  wages,  he  would,  in  my  opinion,  be 
entitled  to  be  registered  as  a  voter  under 
the  County  Electors  Act. 

IRISH   LACE   MANUFACTURE. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education  whether  he  will  be  so  good 
as  at  once  to  communicate  with  the  Irish 
Government  in  Dublin,  to  whom  appli- 
cations have  been  addressed  for  Mr.  A. 
Cole  to  visit  the  lace  making  centres 
this  month,  in  ord^r  that  the  visits  may 
be  paid  without  further  delay  ? 
♦Sir  W.  HART  DYKE:  I  shall  be 
glad  to  make  any  communications  to  the 
Irish  Government  that  may  facilitate 
this  work  in  Ireland. 

ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLMASTERS. 
Mr.  DILL\VYN(forMr.CoNYBEARE): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
whether  it  is  permissible  for  bead 
masters  of  elementary  schools  receiving 
Government  grants  to  act  in  the 
capacity  of  paid  registration  agents  to 
Parliamentary  candidates  ? 


♦Sir  W.  hart  DYKE:  The  prin- 
cipal teacher  is  not  allowed  to  undertake 
duties  not  connected  with  the  school 
which  occupy  any  part  whatever  of  the 
school  liours  or  of  the  time  appointed 
for  the  special  instruction  of  pupil 
teachers ;  but  beyond  these  limits  it  is 
not  for  the  Department  to  determine 
how  he  may  employ  his  spare  time. 

THE  REV.  FATHER  CLARKE. 

Mr.  W.  CORBET  (Wicklow.  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  it 
is  the  fact  that  a  number  of  prisoners 
convicted  of  disgraceful  crimes,  pick- 
pockets, burglars,  and  others,  have  been 
transferred  from  Dublin  to  Wexford, 
and  is  it  intended  to  require  the  Rev. 
Father  Clarke  to  take  exercise  in  the 
same  yard  and  at  the  same  time  with 
such  criminals  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Certain 
prisoners  convicted  of  larceny  and  other 
crimes  have,  in  ordinary  course,  been 
transferred  from  Dublin  to  Wexford 
Prison.  Two  of  the  prisoners  so  trans- 
ferred having  been  convicted  for  the 
first  time,  one  for  *' false  pretences" 
and  the  other  for  *'  assault  police,"  are 
such  as  the  Rev.  Mr.  Clarke  was 
ordered  to  exercise  with.  lie  has  not 
been,  and  would  not  be,  required  to 
exercise  with  the  prisoners  convicted  of 
larceny,  who  were  transferred  from 
Dublin  (inasmuch  as  it  appears  they  had 
all  been  convicted  before),  nor  with  any 
habitual  criminals.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Governor  reports  that  ''the 
Rev.  Mr.  Clarke  was  exercised  by  him- 
self on  the  medical  officer's  recommen- 
dation previous  to  his  removal  to  hos- 
pital, where  he  now  exercises  alone." 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND:  Do  I  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  there  are  different  classes  for 
exercise  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  understand 
from  the  answer  supplied  to  me  by  the 
Prisons  Board  that  there  is  a  distinction 
made  between  persons  convicted  for  the 
first  time  and  those  persons  properly 
described  as  habitual  criminals. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  But  is  it  not 
a  fact  that  in  this  prison  there  is  only 
one  yard,  and  that  all  prisoners  are  re- 
quired to  exercise  at  the  same  timOi 
no  matter  what  their  class  ?  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  when  I  was  in  that  prison  I 
was  called  upon  to  exerci.se  with  habi- 
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tnat  criminals  of  every  kind,  to  oseroise. 
for  instance,  ^ith  persons  guilty  of 
garotting,  end  with  two  soldierB,  who 
having  deserted,  were  convicted  of  oom- 
nitting  several  burglaries? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks  me  whether  there  ie 
only  one  yard.  I  cannot  answer  that 
without  notice,  lie  also  asks  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  prisoners  exercise  at 
different  times.  I  gather  from  the 
answer  supplied  me  that  that  is  the  case. 
It  appears  that  rev.  gentlemen  are  ex- 
eroiaed  alone.  It  also  appears  that 
there  is  a  dislinclion  hetween  persons 
convicted  more  than  once  and  persona 
convicted  for  the  first  time. 

Ma.  W.  REDMOND :  Does  the  right 
bon.  Qentleiuan  etato  deSnitely  that 
different  claseea  of  prisoners  are  exer- 
cised at  different  times  ?  Such  is  quite 
contrary  lo  my  experience. 

Mf.  a.  J.  BALFOUH;  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  a  little  uureasoonhle.  I 
have  given  him  all  infcirmnlion  in  my 
power.  If  he  desires  further  informa- 
tion and  will  put  down  a  Question  I 
will  do  my  best  (o  answer  it. 

DENBIGHSHIRE  CHARITIES. 

Me-  T.  ELLIS  (Merionethshire) :  1 
beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  fur  the 
Penrith  Division  of  Cumberland,  as  one 
of  the  Charity  Commissiuners  for  Eng- 
land and  Wale?,  when  the  Report  of 
the  Assistant  Commissioner  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  charities  of  Denbigh- 
shire will  be  issued  ;  and  when  a  simi- 
lar inquiry  into  tile  charities  of  other 
OOUDties  will  be  inBtitiiteil  ? 

Mr.  J.  W.  LOWTHEU:  It  is  not 
proposed  to  issue  the  Report  on  any  one 
parish  until  the  work  of  inquiring  into 
all  the  parishes  in  the  county  of  Den- 
bigh is  completed.  It  is  not  expacted 
that  this  work  will  be  eompleled  before 
several  months.  The  Commissionors 
have  not  at  present  been  furnished  by 
the  Treasury  with  the  requisite 
authority  for  sucb  an  expenditure  as 
"would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
holding  similar  inquiries  into  tht 
charities  of  other  counties. 

THE  WELSH  LANGUAGE 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORUAN  {Denbigh. 

shire,  E.) :   I  beg  to  ask  the  Attorney 

General  whether,  having  regard  to  the 

saving  provisoes  in  the  first  section  of 

Mr.   (T.  Rtd-i-.a^d 
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the  Statute  Law  Revision  Act,  18R7,  ih» 
repeal  by  that  Aot  of  the  20tfa  eectioa  of 
21  Henry  YIII.,  imposing  oertain  diaa- 
bilitieson  persons  who  use  the  Welab 
language  extends  to  disabilities  tnourred 
'    '  re  the  Aot  was  passed  ;  and,  if  not, 

ther  he  will  take  steps  to  eztead 
that  repeal  to  such  last- mentioned  diaa* 
bilities  ? 

The    ATTORNEY   GENERAL  (Sir 

Webster,     Isle     of    Wight):      1 

gather  from  the  Question  of  the  rig^fat 

'     1.    Gentleman  that     he    is   under  a 

tap  prehension.     The  section  towhieh. 

refers  is,  in  fact,  section  17  of  the- 
Act  27  Henry  YIII.,  Cap.  26.  It  is  not 
repealed,  and  if  he  will  refer  to  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Act,    1887,  and 

revised  edition  of  the  Statutes  there 
referred  to,  ho  will  find  this  section 
printed  at  length.  The  mistake  ariaea 
from  the  section  being  numbered  2(V 
some  editions  of  the  Statutes.  I 
derstand,  with  reference  to  quastions- 
which  have  been  put  to  me  upon  tbia 
matter,  that  the  formal  proceedings- 
'  coroners'  courts,  municipal  oor- 
porations,  and  other  public  bodies  ia 
Wales  hare  been  and  are  recorded  in 
English;  and,  aa  I  have  already  aaidr 
no  diHioulty  has  arisen  from  the  Dooea- 
aity  of  occasional  interpretation. 

IRELAND-TIIE  SPECIAL  COM- 
UISSIOM. 
Mb.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  8.)  S 
I  bee  to  ask  the  Chief  Becretaiy  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  in 
view  of  the  statements  made  by  oeitun 
prisoners  as  to  temptations  held  out  to 
them  by  policemen,  prison  officials,  and 
others,  to  induce  them  to  concoct  £ilse- 
evidence  against  Members  of  this  House 
and  others,  be  will  afford  a  suitable 
opportunity  for  examining  into  the 
trutii  of  these  allegations — viz.,  bj  a 
public  investigation  upon  oath? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no- 
ground  for  believing  that  these  state- 
ments, if  ihey  have  been  made,  are- 
otherwise  than  false  and  mtdioiona. 
Any  witness  examined  before  the  Com- 
miitsion  can,  I  suppose,  be  croas-exa- 
mined  on  oath  in  respect  to  theB» 
charges.  If  there  has  been  any  eon- 
spiracy  of  the  kind  indicated,  it  saa  b* 
punished  under  the  ordinary  law. 

Mr.J.  F.X.  O'BRIEN :  WiUthangh* 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  he  e; 
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us  to  look  on  calmly  while  the  Gonrern- 
ment  are  carrying  on  their  conepirany 
against  us  ? 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

Mr.  T.  M.  KEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
District  Inspector  Newall,  of  Tralee, 
has  been  in  attendance  at  the  Comnn'R- 
sion  Court  for  several  months,  was  only 
examined  on  28th  January,  and  is  still 
hero  in  constant  communication  with  the 
Times  solicitor ;  whether  Sergeant 
Faucett,  of  Cork  ;  Head  Constable 
Stretton,  of  Listowel  ;  and  Acting 
Sergeant  C.  O'lirien,  of  Tralee,  were 
examined  before  the  Christmas  Adjourn- 
ment, but  are  still  here,  and  in  constant 
communication  with  Mr.  Soamcs; 
whether  Cunstable  Kenny,  Listowel, 
has  been  for  months  attending  the  Com- 
mission in  plain  clothes,  but  has  never 
been  called,  and  is  in  constant  commu- 
nication with  Mr.  Soanies ;  whether 
Sergeant  Clark,  of  Tralee,  was  ex- 
amined on  13 til  December  and  is  still 
hero  ;  whether  ^superintendent  Malluu, 
of  Dublin,  has  been  here  hinco  the 
Commission  began,  or  for  several 
months,  and  has  never  been  called ; 
whether  District  Inspector  Webb,  Kil- 
kenny, came  over  shortly  after  the  Coui- 
mission  opened,  and  was  only  examined 
on  6th  March  to  prove  arrest  of  Mr.  W. 
Redmond,  being  meanwhile  in  r<)ustant 
communication  with  Mr.  Soames ; 
Detective  Sergeant  Humphreys,  ot 
Queonstown,  was  brought  over,  kept 
here  for  several  weeks,  never  examined, 
and  only  allowed  to  return  a  few  days 
ago  after  several  consultations  with  Mr. 
Soames ;  whether  eight  Koyal  Irish 
Constabulary  men  in  uniform,  ten  Hoyal 
Irish  Constabulary  men  in  plain  clothes, 
five  District  Inspectors  of  Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,  and  lour  members  ot 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  in  plain 
clothes,  are  still  here  without  being 
examined,  although  the  Commission  was 
obliged  to  adjouru  till  Tuesday  fur  want 
of  witnesses ;  whether  they  or  any  of 
them  have  been  in  frequent  consultation 
with  the  Difies  advisers ;  what  are  they 
doing  in  Ijondon  if  they  are  not  to  be 
called ;  and,  why  do  not  police  witnesses 
who  have  been  examined  return  to  their 
duties  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  District  In- 
spector  Newall  was  examined  twice.  He 
left  ou  the  7tb,  the  day  after  bis  second 


examination  ;  was  also  iiBreio^ive  ciAhitr 
evidence,  whioh  was  dispensed  with,  and 
these  ciroumatances  rendered  his  attend- 
dance  for  a  lengthened  period  neceasarir. 
The  men  nametl  in  paragraph  2  w<ere 
examined   before  Christmas,   but  mwe 
detained    for    the    purpose    of   giviog 
further    evidence.      i^ergeant    Fauoel^t 
was     subsequently    examined.       Head 
Constable  Strettou  has  reiurnad  to  Ina- 
land.      Serjeant    Fauoett    and  Acting 
Sergeant  O'Brif'n  are  still  here  as  wit- 
nesses.    Constable  Kenny  was  here  for 
a  considerable  time  without  being  ecf' 
amined.     His  atteiulance  has  now  baen 
dis{)ensed  with.     Tho  members  of  tho 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  in  Ij<jndou  on 
subpcona     wear     plain     clothes   unless 
when   actually    going   to  be  examined, 
and  Constable  Kenny  followed  the  usual 
practice.     Sergeant  (.^lark,  of  Tralee,  is 
not  still  here,     He  w>is  examined  on  the 
13th  of   December;    but  it  appears  he 
was  detained  for  furtiier  cross-examina- 
tion if  required.     His    attendance  was 
dispensed  with  on  the  7th  iust.     Bupar- 
iiitendt'nt  Mallon,  of  Dublin,  has  baen 
hero  for  several  months  without  beiu^ 
examined.     He  was  subpcanoed  to  p«o- 
duce  documents  which  were  afterwards 
admitted.     During  part  of  the  time  x^f 
his  attendance  in  Ijondon  he  iias  been 
occupied  both   at   the   polioe-court  and 
at    Middlesex    Se^^sions    as    a    witness 
agaiuHt  Tatrick   Mi.lloy.     lie  returia^ 
to  Dublin  on  the  Dth  inst.,  alter  hiH.«ar- 
vices  in  conuecti</n  with  the  latter  case 
were  dispensed   with.     jMr.  Webb  is  a 
retired    Constabulary  officer^   who  was 
examined,    proved    that     Mr.    Williain 
Redmond  had  been  at  one  time  g^ing 
about  under  an  assumed    name   distri- 
buting   **  No   Rent ''    jnanifestoes.  Ac. 
There    is   no    such    person    as    Detec- 
tive Sergeant  Humphreys,  of  Queens- 
town  ;     but     Head     Constable     Hum- 
phreys, of    Liverpool,    who    was    sta- 
tioned at  Uueenstown  some  ten  years 
ago,  was  in  attendance  on  subpoena  for 
several  weeks,  and  wan  not  -ejtatuiuad, 
as  the  branch  of  the  case  to  which  his 
evidence  referred   was   not  gone  into. 
There  are  two  District  Inspectors  and 
16  men  of  the  Royal  Irish  Oonatabulaiy 
still  in  attendance  at  the  X3osimis8io9, 
in  obedience  to  their  Aub(.^ua9.     There 
is  no  suoh  distinclioA  .as  indicated  iiii 
the  Question  as  to  men  in  iiaiform  aqid 
plain  clothes.      All    uiembiws    of  'fetud 
furce,  when  being  exauiiiied  before  tbe 
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GommisBioTi,  wear  uDiform.  There  are 
no  members  of  the  Dablin  poUoe  here 
at  present.  Seyerals  members  of  that 
force  were  over  recently  in  connection 
with  the  proceedings  against  Patrick 
MoUoy.  Of  the  16  men  alluded  to,  the 
attendance  of  some  has  now  been  dis- 
pensed with,  and  several  others  have 
only  recently  arrived.  When  called 
upon,  no  doubt,  all  witnesses  supply 
any  legitimate  information  in  their 
power.  And  so  far  as  the  Government 
are  concerned,  they  have  been  left  at 
perfect  liberty  to  supply  such  evidence 
as  they  could,  and  to  dispose  of  their 
time  for  that  pui^ose  as  they  thought 
proper.  They  have  all  been  in  attend- 
ance'in  obedience  to  their  subpoenas, 
ready  to  give  evidence  when  called,  and 
every  effort  has  been  made,  in  the  in- 
terest of  Irish  administration,  from  time 
to  time  to  have  their  attendance  dis- 
pensed with  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  Let  me  add  that,  while  this 
is,  I  believe,  a  full  and  accurate  account 
of  what  has  occurred,  I  by  no  means 
commit  myself  to  the  proposition  that, 
under  no  circumstances,  ought  an  Irish 
constable  to  be  in  London  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aiding  the  investigation  now 
going  on  before  the  Commission  except 
under  subpoena. 

M:r.T.M.  HEALY:  I  would  like  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  has 
any  information  as  to  whether  Head 
Constable  Preston  is  in  town  or  not  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  This  question 
is  not  on  the  paper.  I  endeavoured  to 
obtain  information  as  to  every  matter  on 
the  paper. 

Mb.  JOHN  O'CONNOR :  I  desire  to 
ask  the  Attorney  General  whether 
Faucett  and  O'Brien,  who  are  said  to  be 
still  here,  are  remaining  to  be  examined 
by  the  Tims  ? 

Mr.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN:  Is  the 
Chief  {Secretary  aware  that  an  Inspector 
named  Siddel,  who  has  returned  to 
Ireland  and  who  was  here  since  before 
Christmas,  has  not  been  examined,  and 
that  an  officer  of  the  name  of  Tierney  has 
been  in  London  attending  the  Commis- 
sion up  to  the  present  and  has  not  been 
examined  at  all  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY :  I  am 
afraid  I  do  not  follow  the  proceedings 
of  the  Commission  with  the  attention 
that  I  might,  and  therefore  I  cannot 
answer  that  question. 

Mr,  A.  J.  Hal  four 


Sir  W.  HAROOURT  :  The  Attorney 
General  having  stated  the  other  day  that 
the  communications  with  these  Irish 
officials  have  been  made  at  his  request 
through  Mr.  Soames,  may  I  ask  whether 
the  attendance  of  all  these  persons  was 
ordered  at  the  request  of  the  Attorney 
General  through  Mr.  Soames  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  informed, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  informed  correctly, 
that  the  police  constables  in  question 
attended  in  London  on  subpnena  from 
the  Court.  I  know  nothing  about  the 
matter  more  than  that. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  that  the  Court  does 
not  order  a  subpoena  except  upon  the 
application  of  someone.  What  I  wish  to 
ask  is  whether  the  persons  subpoenaed 
were  subpoenaed  at  the  instance  of  the 
Attorney  General  communicated  through 
Mr.  Soames  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  were  subpoenaed  at  the 
instances  of  Mr.  Soames. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT :  That  is  not  my 
question. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR;  Well,  I  do 
not  know  anythinp^  more  about  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  there  now  any 
officer  from  Ireland  in  charge  of  these 
police,  and  can  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
give  his  name,  and  tell  us  how  many 
officers  there  are  left  in  Ix)ndon  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  I  gave 
the  information  in  my  answer;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  will  put  a  question  on 
the  paper  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  answer 
it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  there  any 
officer  in  charge  of  them  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  1  believe 
there  is. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  May  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is'  the 
fact,  as  reported  in  some  quarters,  that 
circulars  have  been  sent  to  Constabolary 
officers  all  over  Ireland  ordering  them  to 
seek  information  and  evidence  likely  to 
be  useful  to  the  Time%  ? 
*Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  TOie 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  the  question 
down  in  the  usual  course. 

CRIMINAL  APPEALS. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (StaflFord- 
shire,  Lichfield) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  grant  a 
Return  of  Sentences  which  have  been 
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increased  on  appeal  from  one  court  to  a 
higher  court  during  Her  Majesty's  reign 
in  the  United  Kingdom  ? 

♦Thb  first  lord  of  thb  TREA^ 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster)  :  Appeals  in  England 
from  the  decisions  of  magistrates  to 
Quarter  Sessions  are  given  by  Statutes 
which,  it  is  believed,  universally  give  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal  no  power  except 
to  reverse  or  confirm  the  sentence  below, 
and,  therefore,  no  cases  of  increase  or 
diminution  of  sentences  can  have  oc- 
curred. The  better  opinion  seems  to  be 
that  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Act, 
1879,  c.  49,  Section  31  (5),  does  not 
give  to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions 
the  power  to  increase  the  sentence. 
The  Return  asked  for  cannot,  therefore, 
be  given. 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  :  Am  I  to  un- 
derstand  that  there  are  no  instances  in 
Great  Britain  of  sentences  being  in- 
creased? And  will  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  be  kind  enough  to  grant 
me  a  Return  showing  how  many  sen- 
tences have  been  increased  in  Ireland 
on  appeal  during  Her  Majesty's  reign  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon  Gen- 
tleman asks  us  to  search  the  Records 
for  a  period  of  over  fifty  years.  That 
is  a  very  serious  undertaking,  but  if  he 
will  put  down  what  he  requires,  and  the 
information  has  not  been  already  fur- 
nished to  the  House,  I  will  consider  if 
it  can  be  granted. 

THE  SALT  UNION. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  the  question  of 
the  legality  of  the  Salt  Union  (Limited) 
on  the  face  of  their  own  prospectus  and 
advertisements  has  been  referred  to  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  agree  to  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of 
this  and  other  combinations  of  capital- 
ists with  the  avowed  object  of  raising 
the  price  of  articles  of  consumption  ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  be  of  the  opinion 
that  the  Salt  Union  is  guilty  of  an  in- 
fraction of  the  law.  If  he  holds  that 
opinion,  it  is  perfectly  open  to  him  or  to 
any  other  person  in  the  United  King- 
dom to  take  proceedings  in  support  of 
that  view,  but  I  retain  the  opinion  I 
expressed  a  few  days  ago  that  the  in- 
evitable result  of  a  combinatioQ  to  raise 


prices  is  to  stimulate  production  and 
competition,  which  must  bring  down 
prices  to  a  lower  level  than  that  from 
which  they  originally  started.  The 
events  of  the  last  few  days  furnish 
abundant  evidence  of  the  absolute 
certainty  of  such  a  result,  and  I  have 
no  doubt,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  lives 
long  enough,  he  will  see  salt  at  a  lower 
price  than  that  at  which  it  stood  before 
the  Salt  Union  was  formed.  With  these 
views  I  have  only  to  say  as  to  a  Com- 
mittee, that  it  is  for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  make  out  a  case  for  any  Motion  he 
may  put  on  the  paper,  and  he  must  sup- 
port it  by  facts  and  arguments  which 
will  convince  the  House  of  the  necessity 
of  such  a  Committee. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  a  very  argumenta- 
tive answer  to  questions  I  have  not 
asked  him.  Will  he  be  good  enough  to 
answer  the  question  I  have  put  — 
whether  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
has  been  taken  ? 

*^Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  have  given 
abundant  reasons  why  I  should  not 
answer  that  question.  If  this  combina- 
tion is  illegal  it  is  open  to  any  member 
uf  the  public  to  take  action. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL  :  May  I  assume 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  has 
not  been  taken  ? 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Member  must  not  assume  anything  of 
the  kind. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  beg  to  ask  whether,  in  the  event  of 
the  combination  conning  under  the  Joint 
Stock  Companies  Act,  and  bearing  in 
mind  the  recently  decided  case  against 
raising  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of 
life,  it  would  not  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  prevent  the  registration 
of  such  a  Company  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  is  ob- 
viously a  question  of  which  I  ought  to 
have  notice. 

SCOTCH  BILLS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  bejg 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if 
the  Government  will  agree  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Standing  Committee  for 
the  consideration  of  such  Bills  relating 
to  Scotland  as  may  by  an  order  of  the 
House,  in  each  case,  be  referred  to  it  ? 

«Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  unable 
to  give  the  hon.  Member  the  assurance 
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be  desires,  but  he  may  be  certain  that 
it  aof  Bills  relating  to  Scotland  are 
referred    bj  orditr  ui  the  House  to  a 


THE  WEI^H  LANGUAGE. 

,.       ^    ^       _^         ,  .^      „  ^  Mh.   THOMAS  ELLIS    (Merioneth- 

reterred    by  ord™  of  the  House  to  a    ^^j^^j.  j  teg  to  ask  the  Fir.t  Lord  of 

Standinfr  Committee    the  assistanee  of    the  Treaeury  whether  hie  attention  bu 

Scotch  Members   m   dealmg   with   the    k„„  oaJIed  to  the  published  opinion  of 


Bills  will  be  invited  in  addition  to  tht 
ordinary  Committee,  which  it  ia  to  be 
presurapd  will  contain,  by  its  original 
COnBtitution,  that  pioportion  wliic-h 
Members  for  Scotland  bear  to  the  whole 
'House. 

Sib  GEOHGK  CAMPBELL:  I  beg 
to  give  notice  that,  on  an  f  arly  occasioii, 
I  will  call  attention  to  the  subject. 

THE  CARRYING  Of  REVOLVERS. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 

Hamlets,    Stepney) :  I  have  to  ask  the 


Mr.  Attumey  General,  that  the  Act  27 
Hen.  »,  c.  26,  s.  20,  as  amended  by  50 
Bod  SI  Yii!.  c.  55,  ia  in  force,  and  that 
the  provisions  of  "  The  Local  Govem- 
nient  Act,  18tJ8,"havenotremovedtrom 
the  members  of  the  County  Council  the 
obligation  to  curry  on  their  proceedings 
in  English  ;  end.  if  so,  whether  he  wiU 
introduce  a  Bill  to  repeal  or  mudif  j  the 
Koction  of  the  Statute  thus  rendered 
obsolete  ? 
*,\rtt.  W.  II.  SMITH ;  In  aaswering 
a  Question  of  ihe  right  hon.  Member  for 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  the    Eaiit  Ddubigli shire,  I  stated  that  Section 


Government  propose  to  take  any  stept 
to  restrain  the  ludiscrimiuate  carryiug 
of  revolvers  in  public  places  ? 
♦Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  question 
is  an  extremely  difhcult  one,  but  I  can 
assure  my  hou.  Friend  it  is  reoeiviug 
the  careful  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

STEAMIKG  IN  WEAVING  SUED8. 

Viscoc.vT  CRANBORNE  (Lan- 
cashire, N.E.,  Darwen):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Tresanry  whether 
his  attention  has  been  celled  to  the 
strong  feeling  among  the  cotton  weavers 
in  certain  parts  of  Jjnncashire  upon  the 
subject  ol  sixing  and  steaming  in 
weaving  sheds ;  and  whether  the 
Government  will  consentto  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  question? 

Mb.  H.  BYRON  REED  (Brad- 
ford, E.) :  Before  the  right  bon. 
Gentleman  answers  that  Question,  may 
I  supplement  it  by  asking  whether  the 
Government  will  extend  the  inquiry 
asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
question  of  factory  inspection  gene- 
rally ? 
*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  my 
bon.  Friend  will  see  that  his  Question 
has  really  no  relation  to  the  Question 
on  the  paper.  But  while  it  is  extremely 
reasonable  that  both  QiiestionH  should 
be  inquired  into,  the  subjects  are 
entirely  separate.  In  reply  to  the  noble 
Lord,  I  have  to  say  the  GoTemmeDt 
will  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Oommittee,    if    toy  noble    Friend    will 
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20  of  the  Act  27  Henry  VIU.,   c.  26, 


LUd  thi 


reot  as  regards  one  edition  of  the  Be- 
vised  Statutes,  but  Soclion  17,  to  whiob 
reference  was  intended  to  be  made,  baa 
not  been  repealed.  The  question  is  one 
that  will  be  dealt  with  in  the  next  re- 
vision of  the  Statutes,  but  I  may  remark 
that  it  wnuld  ba  a  matter  of  aerious  in- 
convenience if  the  prooeedingB  of  any 
public  body  were  carried  on  entirely  io 
Welsh. 

Mo.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.):  May  I  aak  wbether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
steps  to  repeal  this  Act,  seeing  it  is 
prnctically  obsolete  ? 
^■fMa.  W.  H.  SMITH:  1  have  taken 
steps  to  hringit  under  the  uotioe  of  the 
Statute  Law  Revision  Commisnon. 

THE  SASIOAN  CONFERBNOB. 
Mr.  WILLIAM  M'ARTHUE  (Com- 
wall,  Mid.  St.  Austell)  :  I  L^  to  ask  tbe 
Under  Secretary  of  State  tur  Foreign 
Affairs  whether  lie  oan  state  to  tbe 
House  the  najne  of  the  Representative 
of  this  country  appointed  to  tbe  Con- 
ference on  Samoa  shortly  to  ba  held  at 
Berlin? 

«Sia  J.  FERQU8S0N  .-  As  the  datsof 
the  Conference  has  not  yet  been  fixed, 
uo  appointment  has  been  made. 

THE   ESQINEEEtS   OF  THE    KOTAL 

NAVY. 

Git.NERAL   Sir    WILLIAM    OROBB- 

MAN  (Portamouth) ;  I  beg  to  ask  the 

First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whathsr 

he  is  aware  that    great  diB^atistaotiDii 
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exists  amongst  the  Officers  of  the 
Engineer  Branch  of  the  Hoyal  Navy, 
as  regards  their  rank  and  emoluments; 
and,  whether,  cooBidering  the  very  im- 
portant duties  and  great  rei^ponsibility 
now  thrown  upon  these  ofRters,  he  will 
appoint  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
grounds  of  such  dissatisfaction? 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  am  not 
aware  that  great  dissatisfaction  exists 
among  the  officers  of  the  Engineer 
Branch  of  the  Koyal  Navy  as  regards 
their  rank  and  emoluments,  neither  has 
any  representation  to  that  effect  been 
made  to  the  Admiralty  through  the 
proper  channels  of  communication.  A 
Committee  was  appointed,  in  1885,  on 
which  the  Engineer  Branch  was  repre- 
sented to  inquire  into  the  relative  rank 
of  the  several  branches  of  the  Service, 
and  effect  was  given  to  their  recommen- 
dations. I  do  not  propose  to  re-open 
this  question  by  the  appointment  of  a 
fresh  Committee. 

MATAPALELAND. 
Mr.  chamberlain  (Birmingham, 
West) :  '  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether, 
in  view  of  the  character  of  the  concession 
said  to  have  been  recently  granted  by 
the  Chief  Lo  Bengula  to  Messrs.  Rudd 
and  Rhodes,  by  which,  in  consideration 
for  a  sum  of  £1,200  a  year,  together 
with  1.000  rifles  and  a  hundred  thousand 
rounds  of  ammunition,  these  gentlemen 
are  reported  to  have  obtained  sole  rights 
of  prospecting  and  working  for  minerals 
in  a  territory  the  size  of  Italy,  Her 
Majesty's  Qovt^rnment  will  take  any 
steps  to  call  the  attention  of  the  ChieV 
to  the  disadvantages  and  dangers  to  the 
peace  of  the  country  incident  to  such  a 
monopoly;  and,  whether,  in  the  event 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  extending 
at  any  future  time  a  protectorate  over 
the  Colony  now  under  the  sphere  of 
British  influence,  they  will  refuse  to 
recognize  the  concession  in  question,  or 
any  similar  concession  that  may  be 
contrary  to  the  interests  of  the  Chief 
and  people  of  Matabclland,  and  likely 
to  lead  to  complications  and  to  a  breach 
of  the  peace  ? 

♦Baron  H.  i>e  WORMS:  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  hitherto  ab- 
stained from  interfering  with  any  con- 
cession granted  by  Ix>  Bengula,  as  that 
Chief  is  not  under  their  protection,  is 
independent,    and    has  not,  till  lately. 


asked  for  advice.  He  has  now  by  hia 
messenger  asked  for  advice,  and  that 
someone  may  be  sent  to  him  by  the 
Queen .  It  is  not  clear  whether  he  desires 
to  have  some  ofRcer  permanently  resi- 
dent with  him,  or  only  temporarily  for 
the  special  purpose  of  advising  him  upon, 
the  present  state  of  afi'airs.  But  Her 
Majesty's  Government  arc  prepared  to 
send  some  oflicer  to  Lo  Bengula  should 
he  still  desire  it,  and  should  he  agree  U> 
any  arrangement  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  respect  of  such 
a  mipsion.  In  the  meantime  I  may  state 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not 
approve  of  that  term  in  the  concession 
referred  to  which  provides  for  the  supply 
of  arms  and  ammunition,  and  they 
would  advise  Lo  Bengula  to  have  thi» 
altered.  If  at  any  time  a  Protectorate 
were  declared  at  Lo  Bengula's  request 
over  his  territory.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  discountenance  any  conces- 
sion containing  such  terms,  or  any  con- 
cession of  the  kind  referred  to  in  the 
concluding  words  of  the  question. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Then  have  the 
Government  changed  their  mind  since 
they  told  me  in  answer  to  a  similar 
Question  that  they  thought  this  con- 
cession was  to  the  advantage  of  the 
country  ? 
♦Baron  de  WORMS:  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  misunderstood  the  answer. 
I  said  the  Government  had  not  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  either  way,  but  the 
Governor  of  the  Cape  had  used  an  ex- 
pression implying  that  he  approved  the 
policy. 

n.M.S.  *' SULTAN." 

Sir  J.  SWINBURNE  (Statfordshire, 
Lichfleld) :  May  I  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  whether  he  has- 
received  any  further  information  with 
regard  to  Her  Majesty's  ship  ISuiian  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  I  have  not 
received  any  news  to-day,  but  late  last 
night  I  received  a  telegram  informing- 
me  that  the  first  attempt  to  tow  tlie 
Sultan  otf  had  failed,  but  that  tliey 
were  hopeful  to  gel  her  off  on  the  next 
attempt. 

ATTEMPTED  MURDER  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  whether  the  Chief  Secreterj 
for  Ireland  can  give  the  Houae  any  ill- 
formation  as  to  the  attempted 
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f /«'  fj  ♦  ti. ;i '.' '  ^  V  M  f  O '. '»  \V  •,  f .  'J  h  a vi  i  ^  on 
nti'l  in  I  tit*  f't  *\  \t'j  Jii;/i 

WW.  AlfMV   L-,f  IMA'IKS 

'TiM'.  /'.l'/:lM,IAIfV  loii  WAK'Mr. 
\'i  ftMMii'fir,  I  jrirolridliin*,  Horn- 
f-fiMlli'/  Mfiy  f  tfV  Iho  Nkivo of'tlio  IIoiiH'9 
irifiliif  iiri  Mti|if'ii|  In  ilio  nohio  liOni 
f  ViMMiiinf  Wnliiii'iy  iiii(|  till)  lion.  Mmii- 
ii«i  'fill  U  ( liirii)ilit'lly  wlifi  liiivn  iioticeH 
nil  lliti  |iii|iiir  III  lift  iiifiviMl  upon  goinff^ 
iiilii  <  *iiiiiiiiilti>ii  III  Hiijiply,  to  iillow  iho 
llmitiH  ill  iiiiiii  In  ^11  inlii  ( 'fMiitiiitt<M)  oil 
lliii  Aiiiiv  l''.>iiiiiifili<Mi'  1  do  not  for  a 
iiiiiinniil  i|iM|iiitii    llin   iin|ioi-hiiirn  of  ilio 

•ll|li|iii>ln    liilndil     liv   tint  iHitii*|tN,   liut,    UU- 

Ini-lnU.  tliii  liiiiit  III  niir  (iiN|H)Niil  in  vory 
mIioiI,  mill  tliiMo  in  M  ntruii^^  fnoliiig  in 
iiiiiny  i|ihiilf«t.-i  III  fuvour  of  dufurring 
llin  iliai'iiMMioii   on  thiHii  until  after  tho 
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the 

im- 

i-ri^T  :o  the  vi^hes  of 

::.*  rl/:-:  -'.^.    /-r=.:'-rmAn.  aad  to  the 

%ppr«.  1^  tie    riiTi:   Ljq.    Gentlemaii 

tr«4  M<7T:.o«!rr  f  ^r  Brlizeton.  if  the  hon. 

Men.r;er  for  K:rk  -sliv  will  do  the  same. 

S;?.  G  CAMPBKLL    Kirkcaldj) :  A 

r/*jrr.t  chii-j  fears  t'  e  fire:  but  after  the 

fctron^r  appeaU  that  hare    been    made 

t/i  Uth  I  do  Dot  feel  justified  in  presaia^ 

.  my  Motion,  althou^j^b  I  hold  it  is  neces- 

t  harily  preliuiinary  to  the  Estimates.    I 

hopf9  the  iitatement  to  be  made  by  the 

rif^lit  hon.  GeiitlemaD  will  shadow  forth 

a  hclienift  for  dealing  with  the  defences 

of  tho  inland  as  a  whole. 

1)11.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.>:  I 
wihh  Uf  ahk  the  FirHt  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  it  is  intended  to  proceed 
with  tho  Hupplementary  Estimates  to* 
nifi^lit  y 

Mr.  IIANBURY  (Preston):  May  I 
he  allowed  to  put  this  (Question  ?  If  we 
allow  yt)u  to  ^o  into  Committee,  will 
tliore  1)(4  opportunities  for  further  dis- 
<'UHKion  oi  tlie  Kstiniates,  instead  of  their 
lioiii^  postp'>ned  for  an  indefinite  period? 
*Mii.  W.  II.  SMITH  :  I  wish  to  say  it 
is  thti  deHire  and  intention  of  the  Govern- 
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ment  to  give  an  early  day  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Army  Estimates, 
and  not  to  drive  them  ofT.  I  am  afraid 
there  is  no  chance  of  reaching  the  iSup- 
plementary  P^timates  tonif^ht. 

Viscount  WOLMER:  Of  course  it  is 
distinctly  understood  that  a  general  dis- 
cussion will  he  in  order  in  Committee. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  On  the  Vote 
for  the  men  there  is  perfect  liberty  for 
a  general  diHciission.  Sometimes  by 
favour  of  the  Flouse  it  is  allowed  also 
on  a  later  Vote. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Before  the 
House  adjourned  last  year  I  intended 
to  raise  a  discussion  in  reference  to  the 
Channel  Islands  Militia.  I  should  not 
like  to  be  excluded  from  raising  it  to- 
night, and,  therefore,  I  wish  to  know  if 
I  shall  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so? 
I  do  not,  of  course,  want  to  hinder  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  making  his  state- 
ment. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  tell  me  of  his 
desire.  The  difficulty  is  that  the  Chan- 
nel Islands  Militia  do  not  come  under 
the  War  Office ;  but  I  certainly  will 
raise  no  technical  objection  to  an  early 
discussion  of  that  question  ? 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY—ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceed- 
ing 152,282,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the 
fc»ervice  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Qreat 
Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  ex- 
cluding Her  Afajesty's  Indian  Possessions, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of 
March,  1890." 

♦Mr.  E.  STAlNHOPE  :  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  seemly  on  my  part  if  I  did  not 
ofifer,  first  of  all,  my  hearty  thanks  and 
those  of  the  G-overnment  to  those  hon. 
Members  who  have  been  kind  enough 
to  make  way  in  order  that  we  might  get 
into  Committee,  and  that  the  House 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  hearing 
the  full  statement  of  the  Government 
upon  the  Estimates  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Committee  will  have  ob- 
served that  I  propose  this  year  to  revert 
to  the  old  practice  of  explaining  in  the 
House  itself  the  general  policy  of  the 
War  Office,  as  ezpresaed  in  the  Esti- 


mates of  the  year.     The  written  Memo- 
randum, which  during  the  last  two  yeara 
has  been  published  with  the  Estimates, 
though    in  some  respects    convenient^ 
seems  to  have  entirely  failed  in  one  im- 
portant respect.     Very  few  people  read 
it,   and  throughout  the   year   all  sorta 
of  curious  mis-statements  have  cropped 
up,  which  a  cursory  perusal  of  the  Memo- 
randum would    have    immediately  ex- 
posed.     I  have,  therefore,   to  ask  th& 
Committee  to  grant  me  its  kind  indul- 
gence if — I  fear  at  some  length — I  at- 
tempt to  give  a  comprehensive  account 
of  the  work   being  done.     It    is    not,. 
indeed,     to    be  hoped    that    the    pre- 
sent    Estimates     will     satisfy     those 
who  think  they  can  measure  progress  by 
the  amount  of  money  spent.     Some  in- 
crease was  and  is  undoubtedly  necessary 
for  causes  which  I  shall  explain.     But 
for  a  large  part   of    the  improvement 
which  our  Military  Forces  undoubtedly 
require  we  must  look  not  to  money,  but 
to       continuous     advance    in    organ- 
ization,   carried    out    upon    a    definite 
and      well-considered       plan.        More 
than  that,  every  Vote   has  been  most 
carefully  scrutinized,  and  every  item  not 
considered  to   be    essential    has    been 
questioned   by   the  Financial    Depart- 
ment.   And,  secondly,  it  is  necessary  to 
point  out  that  everything  cannot  be  done 
at  once,  and  that  out  of  many  services 
undoubtedly  most  important,  which  the 
fierce  competition  in  the  improvement 
of  weapons  of  destruction  now  going  on 
all  over  the   world  render    necessary, 
many  considerations,  of  which  one  only 
is  economy,  compel  us  to  select  the  most 
urgent  only  for  immediate  execution. 
And,  thirdly,  I  should  like  to  say,  in 
justice  to  the  War  Office,  that  our  uni' 
form  policy  and  practice  is  to  give  th& 
preference  in  every  respect  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Navy,  and  to  post- 
pone,  if   not  to   abandon    services,   if 
they    interfere   in    any  way  with  th& 
execution     of    demands    for     the    sea 
service.     And  now,  Mr.  Courtney,  as  I 
am  anxious    to    explain    with   perfect 
frankness  our  existing  state  of  prepara- 
tion, will  the  Committee   allow  me  to 
test  it  by  briefly  indicating  the  princi- 
pal steps  which  would  have  to  be  taken 
on  the  occurrence  of  a  grave  emergency? 
The  Militia  would  be  at  once  embodied. 
It  has  been  customary  to  give  15  days' 
notice,    but  in     real    difficulty    they 
would  be  called  up  in  a  yeiy  moca 
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shorter  time.  Those  assigned  to  garri- ! 
sons  could  proceed  at  ooce  to  their  ■, 
dostiaatioD.  The  Beserves  would  be 
called  up.  Experience  has,  on  a  former 
occasion,  shown  that  many  of  the  men 
presented  themselves  within  48  hours,  ! 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  ; 
bulk  could  be  obtained  in  about  four  , 
days.  The  arms  necessary  for  the  Be-  j 
serve  men  are  now  being  stored  at  the 
depots,  and  will  be  stored  at  the  points 
of  concentration.  Then  the  Volunteers 
and  the  Yeomanry,  or  such  part  of  them 
as  the  emergency  might  require,  would 
be  called  out.  We  rely,  in  the  event  of 
the  danger  being  prolonged,  upon  half  of 
the  men  being  able  to  be  present  on 
duty  at  one  time;  but  in  the  actual 
crisis  not  only  would  nearly  all  enrolled 
Volunteers  be  in  the  ranks,  but  they 
would  be  swelled  by  offers  of  service 
from  many  who  have  passed  through 
the  force.  We  come  now  to  the  dispo- 
sition to  be  made  of  these  forces.  In 
the  event  of  an  emergency  the  first  duty 
which  devolves  upon  the  Land  Forces  is 
the  protection  of  our  ports  and  coaling 
stations,  and  orders  would  be  at  once 
issued  to  lay  down  submarine  mines. 
The  military  ports  at  home  and  abroad 
are  now  all  provided  with  the  necessary 
buildings  and  stores.  The  coaling  sta- 
tions and  nearly  all  the  commercial 
ports  to  be  defended  by  submarine  mines 
are  already  furnished  with  a  large  pro- 
portion of  these  stores,  and  the  general 
result  would  be  that  almost  every  port 
selected  to  be  defended  throughout  the 
Empire  could  be  provided  with  a  sub- 
stantial mine  defence  in  ten  days,  while 
a  considerable  amount  of  protection, 
sufficient  to  have  a  very  deterrent 
efifect  on  the  enemy's  cruisers, 
could  be  laid  down  in  three  days. 
The  Submarine  Miners  for  this  ser- 
vice have  already  been  raised  in  almost 
every  case,  and  are  composed,  according 
to  the  circumstances  of  the  port,  of 
Boyal  Engineers,  of  Militia  or  Volun- 
teer Submarine  Miners,  supplemented, 
where  necessary,  by  native  auxiliaries  or 
by  hired  labour.  This  service  alone  has 
involved  an  enormous  amount  of  prepara- 
tion, and  itH  very  advanced  condition 
justifies  us  in  attaching  g^eat  import- 
ance to  it  in  our  scheme  of  defence. 
The  next  step  in  organization  is  the 
provisi(m  of  garrisons.  The  whole  of 
the  garrisons  for  our  fortresses  and 
commercial  ports  at  home  are  told  oil'. 

J/r.  £.  Stanhope 


In  the  latter  case,  they  conaiat  exdii- 
sively  of  Militia  and  Volunteers,  but  the 
total  strength  of  these  garrisons  for  our 
home  ports  alone  amounts  to  no  lea 
than  124,000  men.  The  partioalar 
duties  to  be  performed  by  each  corps 
have  been  laid  down  by  the  Genend 
Officers  commanding  in  their  schemes  of 
defence.  And,  among  the  m^aoy  ohangee 
in  details  of  udministration  which  have 
been  introduced,  I  do  not  think  any 
greater  improvement  can  be  found  than 
that  which  places  the  whole  defence  of 
the  Thames  under  the  control  of  a  aing^ 
General  Officer,  instead  of  dividing  it, 
as  has  hitherto  been  the  case,  between 
several  districts.  Upon  the  armaments 
I  shall  have  a  few  words  to  say 
separately.  The  question  of  providing 
adequate  garrisons  for  the  fortresses  and 
coaling  stations  abroad  has  undergone 
the  most  careful  consideration,  and  the 
establishment  of  the  Army  has  this  year 
been  increased  in  order  to  deal  with 
it.  Every  case  has  been  considered 
upon  its  merits,  and  dealt  with  after 
consideration  of  the  probable  dangers  to 
be  incurred  and  all  other  circumstances 
affecting  it.  The  whole  garrison,  which 
would  be  necessary  in  war  time,  has  not 
been  completed  in  cases  where  its  re- 
inforcement would  be  comparatively 
easy,  or  where  the  climate  is  such  as  to 
be  dangerous  to  the  lives  of  Europeans. 
But  in  others,  especially  the  Tory  dis- 
tant stations,  the  garrison  has  been  in- 
creased, and  is  being  supplemented  by 
native  auxiliaries.  This  is  especially 
the  case  at  Bong  Kong  and  Singapore. 
At  Oibraltar  the  garrison  is  already 
sufficient;  but  considerable  reinforce- 
ments are  to  be  sent  to  Malta,  where 
also  it  is  hoped  to  raise  a  regiment  of 
Militia,  and  hut  accommodation  for  the 
increased  force  is  in  course  of  con- 
struction. The  general  policy  will  be 
pursued  of  utilizing  native  auxiliaries  as 
far  as  it  is  possible  and  prudent,  and  so 
of  minimizing  the  constant  drain  which 
is  involved  in  maintaining  a  large 
European  force  in  the  Colonies.  And  I 
may  add  that,  in  return  for  the  increased 
protection  affordud,  additional  contri- 
butions towardu  the  expenditure  may 
fairly  be  exp'^cted  from  some  of  our 
Colonies,  liut,  in  attempting  to  facilitate 
and  to  quicken  the  rapid  mobilization  of 
our  defeiisivH  forces  in  this  country,  we 
were  confronted  liy  two  grave  difficulties^ 
with  both  of  which  I  have  endeavoured 
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to  grapple.     The  first  was  the  deficiency 
of  nones.     Like  every  foreiga  country, 
we    must   rely,    on    tbe    outbreak    of 
emergency,  on  obtaininf?,  as  quickly  as 
possible,  a  large   additional  supply  of 
horses.     Abroad,  it   is   universally  ac- 
complished   by    requisition.      And    we 
have   now,   for  the   first   time  in   this 
country,  under    the   National    Defence 
Act  of  last  year,  full  legal  powers  for 
this  purpose.     But  we  have  not  stopped 
there.     We  have  established  a  system 
of  registration,  by  means  of  which,  at  a 
very  small  cost  to  the  public,  we  have  a 
list  of  horses  on  a  register,  which  can  be 
obtained  at  the  shortest  notice.     I  have 
before    alluded    to    the    very    cordial 
co-operation  which  we  have  met  with 
from  many  large  horse  owners  in  the 
Metropolis  and   elsewhere.     Last  year 
we  took  powers  to  register  7,000  horses, 
and  it  is  satisfactory  to  know  that  a  very 
considerable  number  are  suitable  for  the 
Oavalry,  and  all  broken  to  bit  and  bridle. 
This  year  we  ask  for  a  large  increase  of 
that  number — no  less  than  14,000  ;  and 
there  is  little  doubt  that  in  this  manner, 
backed,  if  necessary,  by  the  use  of  our 
compulsory  powers,  we  can  obtain   in 
case     of    emergency     even     a     much 
larger  number  of  horses.      We  hope, 
therefore,   that  this  primary  necessity 
has  been  to  a  large  extent  overcome. 
But  before  I  leave  the  subject  of  horses, 
as  to  which  we  are  much  indebted  to 
the  able  and  energetic  action  of  General 
Bavenhill,  I    should  like  to  add  that 
the  Remount  Establishment  is  working 
most   satisfactorily,    and   with   marked 
economy.      We   can  without  difficulty 
obtain,  within  the  United  Kingdom,  an 
ample  supply  of  horses  for  the  normal 
requirements    of  our  remounts. .    The 
second  of  the  grave  difficulties  to  which 
I  alluded  is  the  excessive  centralization 
of  our  stores.     Partly  from  motives  of 
economy,  and  partly  because  no  general 
scheme  whatever  existed  for  the  mobili- 
zation of  our  troops,  there  has  been  a 
constant  attempt  to  crowd   everything 
into  Woolwich ;  and,  unless  a  remedy 
had  been  applied,  the  consequences,  in 
the  event  of  a  sudden  order  to  call  out 
all  our  available  defensive  forces  by  land 
and  sea,  must  have  been  grave  delay, 
if  not  something  much  worse.      Decen- 
tralization is  now  actively  going    on. 
The  places  where,  for  convenience  and 
rapidity  of  concentration,  stores  should 
be  placed  have  now  been  for  the  most 


part    selected.      Some   buildings  have 
been  acquired  or  adopted  for  the  pur- 
pose;   in   other  cases  new  storehouses 
are  being  built.     Many  of  our  arms  and 
accoutrements  have  already  been  decen- 
tralized, and  the  work  is  rapidly  proceed- 
ing.   But  we  have  also  borne  in  mind  the 
safe  and  economical  custody  of  the  stores. 
Some    wliich    from    their    nature    are 
perishable  or  require  very  careful  atten- 
tion must  be  specially  provided  for.  But 
the  great  object  has  been   that,  within 
the    limits     so    imposed,    the    officers 
responsible  for  the  various  sections  of 
our  defensive  forces  should  know  what 
stores  to  ask  for,  and  where  they  are  to 
be  obtained  without  delay,  with  as  little 
reference,  as    possible  to    any    central 
authority.      Into   this    ^eat    work    of 
decentralization,  with  all  its  enormous 
mass  of  detail,    the   present    Quarter- 
master General  has  thrown  himself  with 
his    well-known   energy  and    business 
capacity.       Putting    aside     these  pre- 
liminary   difficulties,   therefore,    which 
are,  1  hope,  in  a  fair  way  of  being  over- 
come, and  are,  indeed,  already  partially 
surmounted,  we  are  at  present  in  this 
position  with  regard    to    our  Begular 
Forces.     The  Beserve  being  called  up, 
we  could   put  into   the  field   at  short 
notice  for    home    defence    a  force    of 
80,000  Regular  troops,  with  a  proper 
proportion  of  all  arms  of  the  Service, 
with  the  exception  of  certain  small  units 
advisedly    left    to     be    organized    on 
mobilization,   but    the    machinery    for 
creating  which    has  been  worked   out 
under    Regulations   already   compiled. 
Lints  of  officers  to  fill  all  the  commands 
and  Staff  posts  have  been  prepared.  Any 
deficiency  in  horses,  not  provided  under 
our  system   of  registration,    would  be 
made  good  by  requisition.     Ten  days 
should,  therefore,  suffice  to  assemble  the 
men  and  horses  and  distribute  clothes 
and  arms.  There  are  more  than  sufficient 
stores  in  hand  for  the  requirements  of 
this  force  operating  at  home ;  but  until 
the  process  of  decentralizing  the  stores 
is  completed,  I  cannot  accurately  esti- 
mate the  time  required  for  their  issue. 
When  it  is  completed  the  issue  will  be 
exceedingly  rapid,  and  the  greater  part 
of   the  operations  required  for    mobi* 
lization  would  take  place  automatically 
on    the    order    being    given,    without 
requiring  instructions  from  headquarters. 
This  Field    Army  would    be    at    once 
concentrated    at    railway  junctions  or 
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other  points  which  have  been  carefully 
chosen,  with  the  view  of  affording  the 
greatest  facility  for  moving  the  troops 
at  a  few  hours'  notice  to  any  point  that 
may  be  threatened.  And  every  detail 
required  for  this  operation  is  gradually 
being  laid  down.  After  providing  for 
this  Field  Army,  there  will  still  remain 
a  small  force  of  Kegular  troops  of  all 
arms,  together  with  a  good  many  regi- 
ments of  Militin,  for  which  the  same 
preparations  are  not  yet  complete.  But 
they  would  bo  mobilized  and  utilized 
according  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
particular  danger  that  may  arise.  Be- 
sides these,  there  remains  a  larg^  bo<)y 
of  Volunteers.  Part  are  assigned  to  the 
duties  of  purely  local  defence,  the  re- 
mainder, consisting  of  a  force  which  at 
a  crisis  could  be  at  least  doubled  in 
number,  will  be  mobilized  in  defence  of 
the  point  or  points  principally  threat- 
ened, and  especially  of  London.  The 
Volunteer  Infantry  assigned  to  thesd 
duties  has  been  formed  into  brigades 
under  officers  selected  for  military 
capacity  and  personal  induecce  amongst 
their  men.  The  system  is  developing 
itself  far  more  rapidly  than  could  have 
been  hoped  last  year,  and  many  of  the 
brigades,  having  in  the  interval  taken 
active  steps  to  improve  themselves 
locally,  will  be  tested  in  joint  operations 
before  long.  I  sometimes  hear  it  ob- 
jected. *'  What  is  the  use  of  all  this  force 
without  any  transport  ?  "  Well,  that 
is  one  of  the  questions  which  we  have 
thoroughly  taken  in  hand,  and  oar  ex- 
perience ccnclusively  proves  that  by  a 
simple  system  of  regiso^tion  the  neces- 
sary utLBspor:  can  be  kept  in  a  sufficient 
state  of  readiness  to  be  easily  available 
in  the  time  of  emergency.  We  have 
now  also  67  batteries  of  Volunteer 
Artillery  with  -65  guns.  I  have  noticed 
a  good  many  attempts  to  decry  the  value 
of  theee  guns.  Wei-,  all  I  can  say  i& 
that  more  than  bsl:  of  them  are  jiower- 
ful  breech-I'->adir£  guns  of  a  far  h««vier 
calibre  thin  any  invader  ivnld  bring 
against  them :  dni  all.  though  so5*  vxf 
course,   of  the  newest   tvi^w^"  are  per- 
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by  the  peculiar  circumetances  of  thefoicef 
to  organize  and  utilize  it  to  the  utmooi 
extent  of  which  it  can  be  mode  oapable. 
But  its  best  friends  will  not  deny  that  it 
is  of  unequal  merit.  Some  battalionB, 
I  am  assured  by  competent  militaiy 
critics,  fully  rival  any  Line  regiment. 
Some  batteries  of  Artillery  are  con- 
spicuous for  efficiency,  and  show  aigna 
of  continuous  improvement.  Bat  there 
are  other  corps,  both  of  Infantry  and 
Artillery,  that  undoubtedly  coold  not 
be  prudently  manoeuvred  in  the  field 
against  a  well- trained  and  dimnplined 
army.  How,  then,  can  they  beat  be 
utilized  for  the  defence  of  the  conntiy 
and  of  the  Metropolis  ?  Thia  leads  me  to 
the  subject  of  the  plan  which  we  haTe 
formed  for  this  purpose.  And,  fint,  let 
me  say  at  once  that  neither  officialiy 
nor  unofficially,  neither  by  the  offioen  A 
the  Department  nor  by  the  nialig:n  in- 
fluence which  has  been  ingeniooaly  an^ 
gested  as  at  work,  has  any  plan  been 
brought  before  me  for  bnildinff  perma- 
nent fortificationa  for  the  defence  of 
London.  Such  a  scheme  is  extraragant^. 
visionary,  and  wholly  iiimecosiaij.  In- 
deed, the  only  definite  ptopnssl  of  this 
sort  of  recent  years  whidi  has  been 
brought  to  my  notice  was  that  oSsiallj 
put  forward  by  no  less  an  antherity 
than  Greneral  Sir  Andrew  QmiBi^  who^ 
in  a  Minute  when  TnyOnr  Geaanl  of 
Fortifications,  which  1  have  bcAwe  ine» 
proposed  to  build,  besidss  olhsn^  four 
permanent  foitificatioas  Ibr  th# 
defence  of  London  al  a  coat*  far 
three  alone,  of  aboat  £SiO.OOO.  I 
am  aware  that  that  ofiear  has  sob- 
sequently  modified  his  views :  and  in- 
deed on  this  subject,  not  oaly  is  there 
agreement  among  my  militaiT  adi ' 
and  the  outer  disdngniihfld 
have  been  consohed.  bos 
solute  unanimity  of  opcnMsa  as  to 
prinoiplee  of  the  schesse.  Ci 
hopes  ani  tiiinks  thas  oar  fint  liae  ol 
defecce  sh..''nld  be  scroag  isirwaah  to 
drfend    this    ccnntrr 
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would   be   opposed.      It  is,  therefore, 
necessary  to  prepare  and  strengthen  the 
position  they  would  ocoupj,   so  as  at 
once  to  protect   the  defenders  and  to 
make  up  for  their  necessary  deficiencies. 
There  are  certain  strategical  positions 
round  London  commanding  roads  and 
railways  which  are  essential  to  its  de- 
fence.   These  have  been  carefully  exa- 
mined by  our  most  experienced  officers, 
and    places    have    been    marked   out, 
where,    upon  the  occurrence  of  grave 
emergency,  certain  steps,  arranged  in 
every  way  beforehand,  could  at  once  be 
taken.    Every  preparation  will  be  made 
for  enabling  the  work  to  be  executed 
without  delay.    And  these  are  the  posi- 
tions on  which,  on  London  being  threat- 
ened, the  defenders  of  London  would  in 
a  few  days  bo  concentrated    and    in- 
trenched.   The  House  will  understand 
that  it  is  neither  desirable  nor  necessary 
that  I  should  enter  into  a  detailed  de- 
scription.     But  this  must  be  added. 
Almost  all  this  work  is  to  be  left  to  be 
rapidly  carried  out  when  the  emergency 
arises.    There  are,  however,  a  few  sites 
of  specially  urgent  importance    which 
we  deem  it  essential  to  acquire  at  once. 
It  is  the  intention  to  establish  ordinary 
field  works  in  the  form  of  intrenched 
camps,    which    would  form  the  back- 
bone   of   the  defensive  line,  and     in 
which    certain   articles    which    would 
be    required    at    the    shortest    notice 
could  be  stored,  and  where  it  will  be 
possible  hereafter  to  exercise  some  of  the 
defenders  in  the    actual  place    which 
they  might  have  to  defend.     The  cost 
of   these    precautions    will    be    incon- 
siderable.    We  have  hitherto  been  met 
by  the  owners  of  property  affected  in  a 
reasonable  and  patriotic  spirit ;  and  the 
result  will,  therefore,  as  we  hope,  be 
that  the  security  of  the  Metropolis  will 
have  been  assured  at  a  very  moderate 
outlay    and    with    the    least    possible 
disturbance  of  private  interests.    The 
negotiations    are    pending    for    these 
essential  sites,  and  I  have  accordingly 
included  in   the  Estimates  a    sum   of 
£20,000.    I  have  now  stated  with  some 
frankness,   but  without  entering   into 
detail,   the  general  preparations    that 
have  been  made  for  the  concentration 
of  our  forces.    They  may  be  described 
as  incomplete.    I  am  the  first  to  admit 
their  incompleteness.    But  when  it  is 
remembered  that  two  years  ago  none  of 
these  preparations  were   in  existence, 
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and  that  neither  for  our  Begular  nor  for 
our  Auxiliary  Forces  was  any  ^an  in 
operiltion  for  making  the  most  effectiTe 
use    of    them    in    emergency,    I    am 
entitled,  at  least,   to  claim  that  con- 
siderable progress  has  been  made.    In 
the  evidence  before  the  Committee  on 
Army  Estimates  there  were  some  strong 
recommendations  in  favour  of  calling 
out  the  Army  Eeserve  for  some  form  of 
annual  training ;  and,  in  the  discussion 
in  Committee  of  this  House,  I  promised, 
while  pointing  out  some  of  the  gprave 
difficulties  to  be  encountered,  to  con- 
sider whether  some  partial  and  tentative 
scheme  could  not  be  adopted  this  year. 
A  very  close  examination  of  the  subject 
has  led  me  to  postpone  that  proposal. 
I  found  that  many  large  employers  of 
Reserve  men,  while  ready  to  make  any 
sacrifice     at     the     time    of    national 
emergency,      plainly     intimated     that 
anything     like    an    annual    training, 
which     took     the    men     away    from 
their    ordinary    work,    would   compel 
them    to  discontinue  the   employment 
of  Beserve   men.     I  found,  too,  that 
large  exemptions  would  be  necessary. 
Men     in    the     police,    for    instance, 
could  .not     be     called    out;    and   if 
men     in     Government    employ     were 
generally  exempted,  the   objection    of 
private  employers  would  naturally  have 
been  much  intensified ;  and  the  feeling 
against  employing  Beserve  men,  whieh 
has  of  late  years  been  so  happily  and 
so  largely  overcome,  might  have  been 
increased  to  an  extent  sufficient  to  en- 
danger the  whole  system  of  an  Army 
Reserve.     Perhaps  the  simplest  form  of 
keeping  the  Reserve  up  to  the  mark — 
which    will    become    more    important 
when  the  new  rifle  is  issued — would  be 
by  the  requirement  of  a  certain  amount 
of  musketry  practice,  and  it  is  in  this 
direction  that  1  hope  to  find  a  solution 
of  what  is  a  most  difficult  problem.  The 
question  is  sometimes  asked  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  put  militanr 
organization  to  some  practical  test?    It 
is  suggested  that  an  Army  Corps  should 
be  mobilized  without  notice,  and  it  is 
pointed  out  that  a  similar  experiment 
was  tried  in    France    last  year.      To 
mobilize  that  Army  Corps  nearly  6,000 
horses  had  to  be  requisitioned,  and  the 
total  extra  cost  of  the  experiment  was 
a  quarter  of  a  million  sterling,  and  yet 
that  took   place   in   a   limited   area, 
within  which  a  large  proportion  of  the 
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desigos  were     quite   unsettled.     The 
whole  question  of  the  construction  and 
mounting     of   !  heavy    breech-loading 
ordnance  was  in  an  experimental  state ; 
and  delay  arose,  to  be  aggravated  by 
other  causes  for  which  less  excuse  can 
be  made.    In  the  case  of  the  lighter 
armaments  and  quick-firing  guns,  the 
greater  portion  of  the  work  has  been 
done,  and  even  with  the  heavier  arma- 
ments good  progress  is  being  made. 
The    remaining   armaments  of    Hong 
Kong      and    Singapore  —  the      delay 
in    which  has  naturally  given  rise  to 
indignation — ought  to  be  completed,  as 
they  are  promised,  within  the  year ;  and 
some,  indeed,  of  the  heavy  guns  ought 
to  be  ready  next  month.    At  the  Cape 
the  works  are  being  carried  on  by  the 
Colonial  Government ;  one  big  gun  is  in 
position,  and  the  remaining  guns  for 
Table  Bay  and  Simon's  Bay  ought  to  go 
out  this  year.    In  the  case  of  what  are 
technically  termed  the  Imperial  ports,  at 
home  and  abroad,  good  progress  is  being 
made.    The   defences    of   I^ortsmouth, 
both  on  the  land  and  sea  side,  though  it 
would  not  be  right  for  me  to  go  into  de- 
tail, have  been  materially  strengthened 
during  the  year,  and  some  very  power- 
ful  guns  have  been    mounted.     Since 
last    year    the    whole  defence  of   the 
Thames  has  been  reconsidered,  and  a 
scheme,  involving  larger   additions  of 
armament  than  had  been  originally  in- 
tended, has  been  recommended  by  the 
military   authorities.      The    necessary 
works  are  in  active  progress,  including 
the  remodelling  of  some  of  the  existing 
armaments,  and  the  present  year  ought 
to  show  a  most  substantial  addition  to 
the  defences.    Special  attention  is  also 
being   paid  to   Malta   and    Gibraltar, 
which,  though  heavily  fortified,  require 
additional  guns  of  modern  type.     Here, 
too,  great  progress  will  be  made  during 
the  present  year.     A  good  deal  has  been 
said  during  the  year  about  the  defences 
of  our  commercial  ports.  The  Committee 
will,  no  doubt,  recollect  that  I  circulated 
last  year  the  Eeport  of  a  very  able  Com- 
mittee which  inquired  into  this  matter 
with    myself.    The  proposals   of   that 
Report  were  adopted  in   the  Imperial 
Defence  Act  of  last  year,  and  are  being 
carried  out ;  and,  in  further  compliance 
with  them,  I  offered  to  certain   ports 
that  we  would    mount   some    breech- 
loading  guns  of  modem   type,   if  the 
localities     would     show     a     wiUing- 
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ness     to     co-operate     in     the     work 
of    their    own    defence.    These    pro- 
posals   have    been  criticized  as  inade- 
quate.    But  every  scheme  of  defence 
must  be  judged  of  in  respect  of  its  in- 
adequacy to  meet  the  particular  danger 
to  be  anticipated.    And  I  have,  at  least, 
very  high  naval   authority  for  saying 
that  guns  of  this  description,  which  can 
be    fired    much    more    quickly    than 
heavier  guns,  are— in  addition  to  the  sub- 
marine mines,  protected  by  quick-firing 
guns— amply  sufficient  to  meet  the  sort 
of  attack  to  which  these  ports  are  liable 
to  be  subjected  by  the  chance  visit  of 
a  cruiser.    For  any  additional  defence 
they  must  rely  upon  our  naval  resources. 
I  propose  to  lay  upon  the  Table  at  the 
close  of  the  financial  year    a  Report 
from  the  Director  General  of  Ordnance 
Factories  upon  the  work  of  his  Depart- 
ment.   The  magnitude  of  their  opera- 
tions will  be  shown  by  the  fact  that  the 
turn-out  for  the  year  will  be  about  two 
and  a  quarter  millions  in  value ;  but 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
amalgamation  of  all  the  factories  under 
«  single  head  is  producing  good  results 
in    &e     direction    of    economy    and 
efficiency.    I    am  unwilling  to  detain 
the  Committee  by  dwelling  upon  the 
various    branches  of  this  work  which 
might  be  of  interest  at  the  present  time, 
and  I  will,  therefore,  only  allude  to  one 
or  two  weapons.     Since  the  adoption  of 
the  design  for  the  new  magazine  rifle,  a 
step,  I  am  happy  to  say,  characterized  by 
complete  unanimity,  good  progress  has 
been  made  with  the  preparations  for  its 
manufacture.    Rifles    will    be    turned 
out  by  the  Government  factories  at  En- 
field and  at  Birmingham,  and  by  the 
trade  in  London  and  in  Birmingham. 
The  fact  that  all  the  parts  of  a  military 
rifle  are  in  this  country  with  obvious 
advantage  made  interchangeable  makes 
the  time  necessary  for  producing  them 
with  complete  accuracy  longer  than  it 
would  otherwise  be.    But  me  work  is 
being  pushed  steadily  on,  and  it  is  satis- 
factory that  the  trials  of  the  rifle   in 
India,  which  had  not  completely  reached 
us  when  the  pattern  was  selected,  have 
been  in  all  respects  very  favourable  to 
the  new  weapon.    And  in  order  that 
the  two  Army  Corps,  which  will  be  the 
first   to    receive   the   rifle,   may  have 
only    one    sort     of     ammunition    to 
carry,  provision  has  been  made  in  the 
Estimates   for   Maxim   guns   and    Ibr 
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carbines  of  the  same  calibre.   The  ques- 
tion of  the  powder  has  been  one  of  g^at 
difficulty  and  anxiety.     With  the  first 
issue  of  the  rifle  compressed   pellets  of 
black  powder,  which  have  been   found 
to  possess  the  necessary  qualities,  will 
be  used,  and  this  will  be  a  considerable 
advance  upon  the  present  state  of  things. 
But   it    is  also    confidentially  believed 
that  a  chemical  powder  has  been  found 
in  all  respects  suited  for  our  purposes, 
and  possessing    what     many    chemical 
powders  now  being  tried  abroad  do  not 
possess — stability    under  all  conditions 
of  climate;    and    to  us,  perhaps  more 
than  to  any  other  country,  this  condition 
is  absolutely  essential.     By  the  use  of 
this  powder  the  power  of  the  new  rifie 
will  be   considerably  augmented;   but, 
even  with  the  compressed  black  powder, 
it  will  be  possible  to    fire    it    without 
raising  a  sight  at  a  range  of  500  yards. 
It  will  be  sighted  up  to  2,800  yards.     I 
should  like  to  take   this   public  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  our  hearty   thanks 
to  the  Small  Arms  Committee,  presided 
over  by  Major  General  Philip  Smith,  who 
brought  so  much  ability  and  persever- 
ance to  the  task  of  choosing  a  magazine 
rifle.     This  very  difficult  work  has  been 
performed  with  perfect  fairness  towards 
all  inventors,  and  has  produced  a  rifle 
which    promises  the   most  satisfactory 
results.     Further  experiments  with  the 
high  explosive  which  recently  showed 
such  deetructive  results  at  Lydd  prove 
that  it  can,    in  various  forms,  be  em- 
ployed with  perfect  safety  for  heavy  guns, 
and  that  it  may  probably  be  made  avail- 
able for  shells  for  our  Field  Artillery  guns. 
During  the  past  year  the  examination  of 
all  the  arms  in  the  hands  of  the  troops 
has  been  continued.  New  arms  have  been 
isaued  to  the  men  comprised  in  the  First 
Army  Corps  ;   and  in  the  case  of  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Regular  Army  in  this 
country  unserviceable  weapons,  whether 
rifles,   carbines,   swords,    or    bayonets, 
have   been   withdrawn.       Commanding 
officers  of  regiments  have  been  made 
responsible  for  the   mode  in   which  all 
arms  issued  to  the   troops   under  their 
command  are  kept.    I  ehoidd  like  to  add 
that  the  result  of  the  examination  has 
conclusively  proved  that  the  work  was  not 
undertaken  a  day  too  soon.    Considerable 
neglect  in  certain  ca8e6,and  in  others  wea- 
pons deteriorated  by  long  use  or  by  other 
causes,    have     been    disoovered ;    and 
though  it  is  even  now  probable  that  de- 


fects may  occur  from  time  to  time,  the 
chances  of  such  failure  have,  at  leas 
been  enormously  reduced.     It  will  lea<! 
to  better  care  of  weapons  issued,  and  to 
improvement,  where  necessary,  of  pat 
terns.     In  one  case,  that  of  the  swords 
known  as  of  the  pattern  of  1885,  it  is 
admitted    that  the  attempt    to    secure 
lightness  has    probably  led    to   undue 
weakness    in  one    part   of   the   blade. 
Much    has    been    said    recently  about 
swords  of  German  and  English  manu- 
facture.    It  is  only  fair  to  my  Prede- 
cessors, who  ordered  swords  from  Solin- 
gen,  to  say  that  it  has  hitherto  been 
difficult  to  get  them  in  large  numbers 
anywhere  else,  and  that  the  results  show 
that  they  have  not  failed  to  pass  the 
tests  imposed  to  any  greater  extent  than 
the    English   swords.     Now,   however, 
we    are    having    all   our    swords  and 
bayonets    made    in    England.      Large 
numbers  are  being  made  at  the  Govern- 
ment Factory  at  Enfield.     The  contract 
with   Messrs.  Wilkinson  is   being  exe- 
cuted  in  London,   and  two  more  con- 
tracts are  about   to  be    entered    into, 
which  will  give  the  workmen  in   Bir- 
mingham and  Sheffield  full  opportunity 
of  showing  the  quality  of   their  work. 
And  now,  if  the  Committee  will  pardon 
me  for  the  length  to  which  my  remarks 
have  extended,  there  is  one  other  subject 
of  grave  importance  as  to  which  I  shall 
also  have  some  proposals  to  make  to  Par- 
liament.   They  intimately  concern  the 
health    and  comfort     of     the    privata 
soldier.     I   do  not  allude  to  the  daily 
ration,    which   was,   as  the  Committee 
will  perhaps    recollect,   referred  to  an 
independent  Committee  to  investigate. 
That     Committee    has    directed     cer- 
tain  experiments  to  be  made,  and  is 
not     yet    in    a    position    to    make    a 
final  Heport.     But,  in  the    meantime, 
steps  have  been  taken,  in  fulfilment  of 
the  pledge  given   by  me  to   my  hon. 
Friend   the  Member  for  Mr.   Preston 
(Mr.  Han  bury),  to  increase  the  super- 
vision on   the  supplies  of  contractors, 
and  on  the  mode  of  issue  of  the  meat 
ration  to  the  troops.     But  beyond  this 
question  of  food  there  is  another,  even 
of  greater  importance,  to  which  I  have 
given  special  attention  during  the  past 
year — I  mean  that  of  barrack  accommo- 
dation.    The  evidence  before  the  Select 
Committee  on  Army  Estimates  last  year 
brought  out  very  clearly  the  exceedingly 
unsatisfactory  condition  of  our  existm^ 
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barraoks  from  more  than  one  point  of 
view.  Some  of  them,  originally  ac- 
quired for  temporary  purposes,  have 
neyer  been  suitable  for  permanent  occu- 
pation. Others  are  in  a  very  bad  state 
of  repair.  The  huts  in  our  g^eat  mili- 
tary camp  at  Aldersbot  were  built  of 
nfood  after  the  Crimean  War.  They  were 
intended  to  last  20  years,  and  they  are 
now  in  such  a  state  of  decay  that  it  is 
with  the  greatest  possible  difficulty  we 
can  keep  some  of  them  up  at  all.  They 
cost  £5  a-year  to  keep  up,  and  will  soon 
be  past  repair.  Other  barracks  have 
been  erected  or  acquired  in  localities 
which  may  have  been  suitable  to  the 
circumstauces  of  the  moment,  but 
which  are  exceedingly  inconvenient  for 
the  purposes  of  concentration  in 
time  of  emergency,  because  the  subse- 
quent development  of  our  railway 
system  has  brought  other  centres  into 
prominence.  Some  of  them  are  situated 
in  districts  where  no  rifle  range  is  ob- 
tainable, and  great  cost  must  be  incurred 
in  moving  detachments  to  a  distance 
for  their  annual  practice  ;  and,  lastly, 
they  are  insufficient  in  accommodation. 
The  lodging  allowance  to  soldiers,  for 
whom  barrack  accommodation  has  not 
been  provided,  costs  no  less  than 
£250,000  a-year.  These  difficulties 
have  increased  and  become  intensified 
year  by  year.  The  great  demands  upon 
the  Estimates,  especially  in  the  direction 
of  new  armaments,  and  the  increasing 
sums  necessarily  required  for  repair  of 
rapidly  deteriorating  works,  have  led  to 
the  gradual  contraction  of  the  sum 
assigned  to  new  construction,  so  that  we 
are  year  by  year  getting  into  a  worse 
position.  Added  to  this,  the  require- 
ments of  modem  sanitation,  and  of  mo- 
dem comfort,  especially  in  the  matter  of 
recreation  rooms  and  gymnasiums,  have 
helped  to  absorb  whatever  money  has 
been  available.  Nor  is  it  too  much  to 
say  that  the  question  of  barrack  accom- 
modation has  never  been  looked  at  as  a 
whole.  The  large  expenditure  upon 
barracks  authorized  by  the  Military 
Forces  Localization  Act  in  1872  was 
entirely  directed  towards  the  erection  of 
the  69  depot  centres  for  the  establish- 
ment of  the  territorial  system ;  and  Mr. 
Card  well  strictly  limited  his  object  to  the 
erection  of  barracks  for  this  purpose. 
The  great  cost  of  putting  all  our  barracks 
upon  a  proper  footing — estimated  before 
the  Committee  at  four  or  five  millions 

Mr,  E.  Stanhope 


sterling,  has  naturally  proved  a  seiiotti 
obstaisle.  But,  on  the  other  band,  it 
would  be  hopeless,  within  the  lifetiBW 
of  the  present  generation,  to  eomdieCe 
such  a  task  out  of  the  ordinaiy  fSstl* 
mates.  The  reconBtmction  of  our  oampt 
alone,  if  carried  on  upon  the  aoale  at- 
tempted during  the  last  few  years,  wonld 
not  be  completed  within  that  period. 
I  approach  the  question,  therefore^  from 
j  three  points  of  view,  and  first  upon  the 
ground  of  economy.  The  present  systent 
is  distinctly  wasteful  and  extravagant 
A  moderate  capital  expenditure  in  oer- 
tain  well-selected  cases  would  largely 
reduce  the  lodging  allowance,  the  cost 
of  transport,  and  the  enormous  annual 
charge  for  repairs.  I  approach  it, 
secondly,  on  the  ground  of  military 
efficiency.  To  break  up  a  battalion  by 
sending  it  in  detachments  into  isolated 
quarters  is  disastrous  to  this  efl&cienoj, 
while  the  concentration  in  our  g^reat 
military  camps  of  larger  bodies  of  troops 
would  tend  to  their  greater  utility  for 
the  support  of  the  Civil  power,  if  re- 
quired, and  to  their  more  complete  |>ie* 
paration  for  times  of  emergency.  And,. 
lastly,  it  can  hardly  be  asserted  that  we 
are  justified  in  exposing  our  soldiers  to 
the  discomforts,  and,  in  some  cases,  to 
the  dangers,  which  prevail  in  some  of 
our  existing  barracks.  For  these  reasons 
we  have  examined  the  barrack  accom- 
modation of  this  country  as  a  whole ;  and 
though  the  scheme  of  this  year  will  not 
profess  to  deal  with  all  parts  of  it,  it  will 
include  the  more  important  cases  from 
the  three  points  of  view  which  I  have- 
mentioned.  It  will  be  embodied  in  a. 
proposal  which  will  shortly  be  pre- 
sented  to  Parliament ;  and  though 
it  would  not  be  right  to  detaiA 
the  Committee  by  dwelling  upon  its- 
details,  I  have  already  indicated  the 
lines  upon  which  we  propose  to  work. 
We  shall  put  forward  no  fancy  8cheme8> 
of  reconstruction  and  no  wild  Estimates, 
but  only  such  proposals  as  can  con- 
fidently be  recommended  to  the  House  aa 
absolutely  necessary,  in  our  opinion,  to 
remove  the  present  grave  causes  of  com- 
plaint, or  to  improve  the  efficiency  of  oar- 
Army.  And  now,  to  deal  generally  with 
the  whole  subject,  it  is  true  that  this- 
year  we  have  to  ask,  in  peace  time,  for 
a  considerable  increase  of  our  Estimates. 
I  have  attempted  to  give  the  Committee 
a  full  explanation  of  our  grounds  for 
this   demand.     And   this,  at  least,    We 
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may  urge  in  our  own  support — ^for  two 
years  we  have  had  no  Supplementary 
Estimates.  It  proves,  as  I  venture  to 
urge,  that  we  have  prepared  our 
Estimates  with  care  and  foresight,  and 
administered  the  funds  intrusted  to  us 
with  economy  and  prudence.  The  ex- 
perience of  the  past  is  an  earnest  for  the 
future,  and  we  look  with  confidence  to 
the  general  acceptance  of  proposals 
which  are,  in  our  opinion,  essential  to 
the  proper  land  defences  of  the 
country. 

♦Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.) :  I  merely  rise  to  ask 
whether  the  scheme  for  new  harrack 
accommodation  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  lay  before  Par- 
liament— a  scheme  involving  large 
expenditure — will  be  in  addition  to  the 
Army  Estimates  of  the  year  ? 
♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Proposals  will  be 
made  to  Parliament ;  I  cannot  say  the 
amount  of  expenditure  just  now,  and  it 
is  not  proposed  to  make  a  charge  upon 
the  Estimates. 

Vi8CX)untW0LMER( Hants,  Peters- 
field)  :  In  the  remarks  the  Secretary  for 
War  has  addressed  to  the  Committee, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  almost 
entirely  confined  himself  to  the  organiza- 
tion and  reconstruction  of  the  military 
system.  He  has — and  I  imagine 
purposely — not  gone  into  the  question  of 
the  personnel  of  th«  Army,  the  Militia,  or 
the  Volunteers.  With  the  permission  of 
the  Committee  I  will  draw  attention  to 
a  few  points  connected  with  the  Militia. 
The  MilitiaForce  of  the  country  occupies 
a  very  prominent  part  in  any  pcheme  of 
National  defence,  and  its  efficiency  is 
therefore  a  matter  of  National 
importance.  The  Secretary  for  War 
must  be  perfectly  aware  the  con- 
dition of  the  Militia  is  not 
satisfactory,  although  the  Reports  of 
Inspecting  Officers  may  not,  on  the  face 
of  them,  bear  this  appearance.  I  would 
say  by  way  of  preface  to  my  remarks 
that  I  do  not  believe  the  question  of  the 
efficiency  of  the  Militia  is  one  of  ex- 
penditure of  money  at  all.  Officers  and 
men  are  perfectly  well  paid — it  is  a 
question  of  administration  and  pro- 
perly utilizing  what  we  already  possess. 
In  the  first  place  I  find  that,  according 
to  the  Returns  for  1888,  there  were  383 
vacancies  in  the  commissioned  ranks 
of  the  Militia ;  and,  quite  apart 
from  the  very  serious  nature  of  these 
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figures,  what  is  the    actual    sta^    BiT 
military  efficiency  of  the  officers  who  'do 
hold  commissions  in  thb  Militiat    TtUy 
have     a    limited   knowledge  oi    irln; 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  Dlilitiaomcetii, 
as  a  body,  are  so  highly  skilled  in  mili- 
tary science  as  Volunteer  officers.    Ii  I 
look  to  the  Army  List,  I  see  that  verf 
few  have  qualified  in  examinations  on 
tactics ;   and  as  for  the  higher  branches 
of  military  training,  field  intrenchdlent^ 
outpost  duty,  and  the  general  operations 
of  war  beyond    Tnere    barrack   paraile 
movements,   the  Militia  officers  are  on 
the  whole,  I  believe,  utterly  ignorakit. 
Now,  is  this  a  healthy  state  for  officers  of 
the    Militia  to  be   in  ?    Turning    froih 
officers  to  men,  the  number  of  vabaM- 
cies     on    the     Establishment    is   evei^ 
larger.   At  the  same  date,  the  training  pf 
1888,  there  were  no  fewer  than  17,ll27 
wanting  to  complete  the  Establishmeiit ; 
that   is   equal  to  20   strong  battalions. 
Now,   I   observe,   both  in   the   Report 
of  the  Inspector  Genc^ral  on  Recruitii^ 
and    in    the    Memorandum    the    rififUt 
hon.  Gentleman  has  laid  before  Farm- 
ment  that  Militia  depots  are  going  to  biel 
revised,  and  it  is  quite  obvious  that  thiCt 
is    ueoeesary.     It  is   absurd    thai;    thb 
same  Establishment    should    ap^Iy  .  ib 
regiments    having  their  depots  in   thb 
great    centres    of     population    and    tb 
regiments     which    have     their     depSill 
in      the     middle     of    an     agricultural 
county    of    large   acreage    and    sparse 
population.     It  in  quite  possible  that  ^ 
great  deal  may  be  done   in  recruiiid^ 
for  the  force  by  taking  off  the  nudiber^ 
in   thinly    populated   districts  and   in- 
creasing the  size  and  even  the  nunfbet 
of  regiments  in  districts  thickly  popii- 
lated.     For   example,    I    turn    to    the 
Annual  Return  for  1888  of  the  ^rd  nind 
4th  battalions  of  the  Sutherland  High- 
land Regiment.  I  find  266  men  shf>rt  in 
the  3rd  battalion,  and  only  5  in  the  4tti 
battalion.    What  is  the  reason  for  this  ? 
The  3rd  battalion  is  recruited  in  Stil*- 
lingshire,  in  mountainous  or  purely  agri- 
cultural country,    while    the   4th    bat- 
talion   is  recruited  at   Paisley,    in  the 
middle  of  a  thickly  populated  distrii 
Yet  for  years  you  have  had  the  same  es^ 
mate — 800  men  for  each.     This  shoii 
not  continue;   the  battalion   with    iiii- 
favourable  opportunities  for  recruitiw 
should  not  be  placed  in  an  inferior  poi^ 
tion   to  the    town    battalion,     ^^^i^ 
speaking  from  some  experience  in  this  " 
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matter,  I  offer  another  suggestion  for 
consideration.    I  believe  a  great  deal 
can  be  done  in  agricultural  counties  by 
localizing;  the  companies.    I  am  speak- 
ing not  uom  theory,  but  from  practical 
knowledge    of  the    non-commissioned 
offieers,   privates,   and  the    permanent 
staff.    At  present  there  is  no  encourage- 
ment for  what  I  may  call  camaraderie  in 
the  Service.     If  two  lads  enlist  from  one 
village,  in  an  agricultural  county,  it  is 
almost  certain  that  they  will  be  divided, 
one  in  one  company,   one  in  another. 
The  Militia  training  is  hard  work  for  27 
days,  and  it  would  be  made  far  more 
pleasant  and  interesting  to  the  men  if 
this  spirit  of  camaraderie  existed  in  the 
company.     I  have  made    inquiries  of 
men  in  my  own  company  and   asked, 
**  Why  don't  you  bring  men  to  join  you 
from  your  own  neighbourhood  r  "    The 
answer  is,  ''So  we  would,  only  we  know 
there  is  no  chance  of  a  friend  coming 
into  our  company,  and  we  should  not 
have    a   chance  of  seeing  each  other 
during  training."     Not  only  that,  but 
very  often  country  lads  are  brought  into 
the  closest  proximity  with  town  recruits, 
with    whom    they     have     nothing    in 
common.    Different  strata  of  the  popula- 
tion are  tapped  in  the  towns  and  in  agri- 
cultural   districts.       The     agricultural 
recruit  will    probably  be  a  well-con- 
ducted, steady  young  countryman,  but 
the    town  recruit  will  very   likely  be 
drawn  from    the    class   of  ''roughs." 
If     you      put     these      together      in 
the  same  room    and  the  same  bed — 
because,  as  the  Secretary  for  War  may 
not  be  aware,  in  all  cases  where  men 
are  billeted  out  two  sleep  in  one  bed — 
it  very  often  happens,  when  the  country 
lad   finds   himself  in  the  uncongenial 
company  of  the  low  rough,  he  gets  dis- 
gusted,  gets  a  sovereign  any  way  he 
can  and  buys  himself  out  of  the  MUitia. 
You  might  obviate  this   by  localizing 
the  companies  drawn  from   a  certain 
circle  of  villages  round  a  country  town, 
and  the  roughs  might  form  a  company 
of  their  own.     This  is  not  such  a  bad 
arrangement  as  it  might  appear  at  first 
sight,  for  although  you  have  the  rough 
town   element,   you  also  get  the  most 
intelligent    non  -  commissioned    officers 
from  town,  and  the  one  element  would 
counteract  the  other.     I  offer  this  sug- 
gestion for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
consideration.     I  would  also  ask  him  to 
look  carefully  into  the  statistics  in  the 
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Beport,  because  I  think  a  little  exami- 
nation will  cause  him  to  feel  a  doubt 
whether  the  non- efficiency  ia  not  entirely 
caused  by  want  of  zeal  or  capacity  on 
the  part  of  some  of  onr  public  serrants. 
If  he  will  turn  to  the  record  of  the  two 
battalions  of  the  Rifle  Brigade  —  the 
5th  and  7th — he  will  see  that  the  5th  Imt- 
talion  has  only  1 3  men  wanted  to  complete 
it,  while  the  7th  wants  114  men.  Tet 
both  these  battalions  are  Tower  Hamlets 
Militia,  the  one  wanting  13  men  for  com- 
pletion having  its  headquarters  in 
Victoria  Square,  the  other  in  Daltton. 
How  is  this  to  be  explained  ?  If  you 
turn  to  the  figures  and  make  a  mmilar 
comparison  in  the  matter  of  absenteeism, 
you  find  that  the  total  number  in  1888 
was  9,084.  These  are  not  the  men  who 
receive  their  10s.  on  recruiting  and 
never  return ;  they  have  gone  throngh 
their  56  days'  training  and  have  cost 
the  country  £10  ahead,  and  the  amount 
lost  —  clean  gone,  thrown  away  —  is 
nearly  £100,000.  I  know  this  question 
of  absenteeism  has  received  mndi 
attention,  and  underlying  it  is 
the  question  of  how  far  want 
of  supervision  by  officials  is  re- 
sponsible. Here  are  three  counties 
side  by  side — Hampshire,  Doraetshire, 
and  Wiltshire— and  you  find  the  abaen- 
teeism  is  in  Wiltshire  646,  Doraetahire 
544,  and  in  Hampshire  133,  in  a  bat- 
talion of  1,093.  My  explanation  is  this — 
in  the  first  place,  the  getting  a  sufficient 
number  of  men,  and  seeing  they  are  of 
the  right  class,  depends  upon  the  zeal 
and  capability  of  the  recruiting  offioera, 
but  much  also  depends  upon  the  adju- 
tant, who  often  looks  upon  the  appoint- 
ment .  as  a  good  shunt,  from  which  he 
looks  forward  to  four  weeks'  hard  work 
and  eleven  months'  hunting  and  ahoot- 
ing.  The  result  is,  we  have  a  deficienoy 
of  17,000,  and  absentees  nearly  10,000. 
I  believe  a  really  efficient  adjutant  could 
reduce  the  percentage  of  absenteeiam  to 
a  minimum.  My  complaint  ia,  there  ia 
no  difference  made  at  the  Horse  Guards 
between  the  zealous  and  the  carelen 
officer.  Whether  an  officer  does  or  doea 
not  bring  up  bis  regiment  to  a  atate 
of  efficiency,  saving  the  country  money 
and  producing  an  efficient  fighting  force 
seniority  on  the  roster  is  only  taken 
into  account,  and  it  often  happena 
that  the  incompetent  officer  geta  pro- 
motion sooner  than  the  zealoua,  hard- 
working man.     Some  thing  should  be 
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done  to    give  eooouragement   to    the 
latter,  and  this  is  a  matter  well  worth 
looking    into    at    the   Horse    Guards. 
All  these  matters,  which,  after  all,  are 
▼ital  to  the  Service,  are  supposed   to 
be  looked  into  at  the  annual  inspec- 
tion.    But  what  is  this  ?    The  General 
Officer  comes  down,  the  regiment  is  put 
through  a  series  of  absolutely  useless 
parade  movements,  and    whatever  the 
regiment    does,    everybody   is    compli- 
mented    on      the     performance,     the 
General      Officer      goes       to      lunch 
with     the     regimental    officers,     then 
he  goes  through  a  perfunctory  examina- 
tion of  the  books,  and  all  agree  there 
never  was  a  finer  regiment.      Perhaps 
he  remarks  in  conversation,  *'  I  hope  you 
have    not    many     absentees  ? "       The 
Colonel  replies,  **Well,  it  is  a  most  extra- 
ordinary thing,  but  there  are  so  many." 
**  Dear  me.     Well,  I  hope  you  will  not 
have  so  many  next  year."     But  never 
is  any  inquiry  made  why  there  are  so 
many  absentees.      One  of  the  precau- 
tions provided  by  the  War  Office  against 
absenteeism  is  to  require  any  man  of 
doubtful    appearance     to     produce     a 
character.     Well,  I  have  looked  through 
many  of  these  and  found  them  most 
transparent  forgeries.     Is  it  conceivable 
that  a  proper  system  should  allow  such 
things  to  go  on  ?    I  would  respectfully 
press  this  question  of  the  Militia,  as  one 
not  of  money,  but  of  administration, 
and  I  would  urge  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  appoint  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire   into  these   regulations    and  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  carried  out, 
to   revise  the   system  of  training,  and 

generally  to  look  into  the  system  of 
[ilitia  administration,  and  I  believe, 
if  the  subject  were  dealt  with  with  that 
ability  with  which  the  field  exercises 
for  the  Army  were  recently  laid  down, 
there  would  certainly  be  a  great  gain  to 
the  country.  Now,  a  word  on  the  train- 
ing of  the  men,  because,  after  all,  that  is 
the  way  to  make  them  efficient  in  a 
short  period.  I  say  nothing  of  the 
equipment,  though  that  is  not  all  that 
might  be  desired.  I  say  nothing  about 
the  absolute  want  of  Commissariat  or 
Medical  Staff  required  to  make  the 
Militia  an  efficient  force.  What  I 
would  draw  attention  to  is  the 
training,  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  a  great  deal  of  the  27 
days  is  lost  time.  A  competent  com- 
mittee   should    decide    exaody    what 


is  to  be  done  in  the  27  days,  and 
everything  not  of  the  first  importance 
should  be  omitted.  I  am  quite  certain 
that  if  this  were  looked  at  by  some  of 
the  officers  who  drew  up  the  ''Field 
Exercises"  recently  brought  out,  very 
g^eat  changes  would  be  made  in  the 
training.  There  is  a  general  instruc- 
tion that  almost  all  the  drill  book  should 
be  turned  through  in  27  days,  but  no 
planning  at  how  to  get  the  best  results 
from  the  time  at  disposal.  To  nothing 
does  this  apply  so  much  as  to  musketry. 
What  is  the  use  of  a  militiaman  who 
has  never  fired  a  shot  in  his  life  ?  Yet 
in  the  figures  for  1887  I  find  5,000  who 
never  handled  a  rifle,  and  7,000  sup- 
posed to  be  trained  had  never  been  near 
a  target.  I  make  these  suggestions 
which,  if  I  had  had  the  opportunity,  I 
would  have  made  the  subject  of  a 
Motion.  I  have  touched  on  various 
matters  of  organization  and  administra- 
tion but  slightly,  but  if  they  were  gone 
into  by  a  ^competent  committee  I  am 
sure  valuable  results  would  follow  the 
inquiry. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
CPaddington,  S):  I  think  the  noble  Lord 
will  admit  that  it  would  be  hardly  fair  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  after  the  very  in- 
teresting statement  he  has  made,  to  allow 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  be 
diverted  to  a  question,  no  doubt  of  great 
importance,  but  more  suitable  to  the 
Militia  Vote  than  to  a  general  discus- 
sion on  the  Army.  I  would  not  have 
ventured  to  take  part  in  the  discussion 
had  it  not  been  that,  having  been  a 
member  of  the  Committee  which  sat  on 
Army  matters,  I  had  certain  opportuni- 
ties of  making  myself  acquainted  with 
questions  which  unfortunately  were  not 
open  to  many  Members  of  that  House, 
but  which  are  of  great  value  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  knowledge  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  War  Office  matters 
are  conducted.  In  commencing  my 
remarks  I  have  great  pleasure  in  ex« 
pressing  my  own  opinion,  and  I  think 
that  of  nearly  every  one  present,  as  to 
the  extremely  satisfactory  character  of 
the  statement  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  on  the  Army  Estimates.  I  have 
listened  to  similar  statements  since  I 
have  been  in  Parliament,  but  never  to 
one  more  interesting  than  that  with 
which  the  Committee  has  been  favoured, 
or  on  the  whole  more  satisfactory.  It  ia 
perfectly  clear  to  me  that  the  War  Office 
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Iiav^  bebn  exceptionally  energetic  iix  the 
last  year,  and  that  .they  have  done  their 
▼ery  best  to  organize  and  utiliEe  all  the 
xefeonrces  and  forces  at  their  disposal ; 
and  I  think  the  Secretary  of  State  would 
be  inclined  to  admit  that  his  hands  in 
all  this  work  have  been  greatly  strength- 
ened by  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  Session  and  the  year 
before.  That  Committee  brought  to 
bear  not  only  Parliamentary  influence 
bnt  public  opinion  upon  the  somewhat 
rdsty  machinery  of  the  War  0£&oe,  and 
now  we  see  in  the  evident  signs  of 
ilotiTity  and  originality  in  the  proceed  • 
ings  of  the  War  Office  the  effect  of  the 
pressure  of  that  Committee  upon  public 
opinion.  I  gather  that  the  Ghovern- 
ment  do  not  intend  to  reappoint  the 
Committee  on  the  Army  Estimates  this 
Session.  I  do  not  complain  of  that ;  I 
think  the  Committee  went  as  far  as  it  is 
possible  for  a  Committee  to  go,  and 
that  it  would  be  detrimental  perhaps 
to  departmental  efficiency  if  the 
Committee  were  to  be  reappointed. 
All  I  would  say  is  that  if  we  are  not  to 
have  a  Committee,  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  provide,  with  regard  to  the 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates,  that  th^re 
shall  be  a  regular  and  continuous  dis- 
onssion  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  the  House  will  not  be  satisfied 
with  merely  this  night's  debate  and 
then  forget  all  Army  questions,  but 
that  the  Government  will  initiate,  and 
the  House  carry  on  and  conclude,  full 
and  regular  discussions  on  these  subjects 
before  the  Session  has  reached  a  very 
advanced  stage.  I  desire  to  say  a  word 
now  on  a  scheme  which  I  believe  I  was 
the  first  to  suggest — namely,  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Secretary  of  IState  for  War 
issuing  to  Parliament  a  prefatory  me- 
morandum before  the  annual  presenta- 
tion of  the  Estimates,  containing  a 
general  review  of  Army  affairs,  which 
nsed  formerly  to  be  left  solely  to  the 
speech  of  the  Minister.  The  Secretary 
of  State  appears  to  intimate  that  be 
does  not  much  admire  this  new  practice, 
and  that  it  may  be  discontinued.  I  hope 
it  will  not.  I  myself  attach  the  greatest 
importance  to  this  memorandum,  which 
binds  the  Department  more  than  any 
speech,  which  is  readily  acceptable, 
which  can  be  more  easily  referred  to 
than  the  pages  of  Bansard^  and  from 
which  there  can  be  no  escape  on  the 
j;tound    of    omissions    or    mis-reports. 
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Therefore,  I  venture  to  express  thb 
opinion,  that  much  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman told  us  to-night  might  have 
been  conveniently  embodied  in  a  memo- 
randum similar  to  that  which  was 
issued  last  year.  The  Estimates  shoit' 
an  increase  of  expenditure,  but,  though 
I  deplore  an  increase  of  expenditure  on 
armaments,  justice  and  common  sense 
compel  me  to  admit  that  this  increase 
could  not  be  avoided,  being  due  mainly 
to  the  increased  provision  fttr  ooloniu 
garrisons,  and  to  the  re-arming  of  our 
troops  with  the  new  rifle.  The  policy 
of  fortifying  our  stations  abroad  was 
adopted  by  Parliament — perhaps  some- 
what lightly — a  few  years  ago,  and  the 
increase  of  the  garrisons  now  proposed 
is  only  part  of  the  same  policy.  It  is 
therefore  impossible  for  any  Member 
to  quarrel  with  the  increased  expen- 
diture proposed  for  the  purpose,  seeing' 
that  the  policy  is  one  which  was  deli- 
berately adopted  by  Parliament.  As  to 
the  new  rifle,  that  was  inevitable.  It  Ib 
only  to  be  regretted  that  the  War  Offlce 
have  been  so  very  deliberate  about  it. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  any  economy  in 
postponing  what  must  be  done,  and  it 
would  have  been  better  for  the  country 
and  for  the  Army  if  the  decision  with 
regard  to  the  new  rifle  could  haTS 
been  come  to  earlier.  Against 
this  increase,  however,  I  am 
willing  to  give  the  War  Department 
credit  for  the  disappearance  during  the 
past  two  years  of  Supplementary 
Estimates,  and  I  hope  they  will  never 
again  reappear,  save  in  the  case  of 
emergencies  which  could  not  have  been 
foreseen.  The  Secretary  of  State 
omitted  from  his  speech  certain  subjects 
on  which  I  imagine  the  Committee 
would  like  to  have  information.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
provisions  made  for  the  defence  of  our 
ports  at  home  by  means  of  submarine 
mines,  and  plans  for  having  80,000  men 
in  readiness  for  the  defence  of  any  point 
that  might  ^  e  attacked.  I  presume 
that  he  means  militia  and  regulars  ootn- 
bined  ? 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  No;  regulars 
alone. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL :  It  is  a  point 
to  be  considered  how  far  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  strengthening  the  hand^ 
of  his  colleague  at  the  head  of  th^ 
Admiralty  by  this  statement,  for  otd' 
means  of  defence  on  land  must,  of  course*,  * 
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have  some  bearing  on  the  regulation  of 
our  naval  force.  What  I  desire  to  point 
out  is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
omitted  to  mention  whether  these  80,000 
men  are  to  be  in  addition  to  the  two 
Army  Corps  to  which  in  last  year's  state- 
ment the  right  hon.  Gentleman  devoted 
the  main  portion  of  his  memorandum. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  these  two 
Army  Corps  are  in  existence  ready  to  be 
mobilized  for  the  use  of  the  country, 
and  available  to  be  sent  wherever  they 
may  be  wanted  at  reasonably  short 
notice,  and  also  whether,  besides  these 
two  Army  Corps  and  these  80,000  men, 
provision  is  also  made  for  reinforcements 
in  India  in  the  event  of  India  requiring 
military  reinforcements.  These  are 
points  which  require  elucidation  if  the 
Committee  is  to  be  placed  in  possession 
of  what  is  our  full  military  strength. 
Then  there  is  another  subject  upon 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  did  not  say 
much — namely,  the  provision  of  new 
Artillery  for  the  Forces  in  the  field.  I 
should  be  glad  to  learn  to  what  extent 
the  Artillery  is  being  armed  with  the 
new  12-pounder  field  ^un. 
*Mk.  E.  stanhope  :  I  stated  that 
before  long  there  will  be  45  batteries 
armed  with  thin  gun. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  ;  Then  I  will 
leave  that  subject,  apologising  for 
my  mistake,  and  I  will  go  to 
another  question  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance of  all,  namely,  the  supply 
of  Heavy  Ordnance.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  the  other  night,  stated 
that  steps  had  been  taken,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  War  Office,  to  remove 
what  has  been  called  the  block  in  the 
supply  of  guns.  This  is  a  satisfactory 
statement ;  but  it  would  be  more  satis- 
factory if  we  could  be  told  exactly  what 
these  steps  are.  I  think  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  informed  the  House,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  that  he  has 
taken  a  new  departure,  and  that  he  is 
now  relying  less  upon  Woolwich  and 
more  upon  other  sources. 
♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  mentioned 
that  we  had  entered  into  contracts  with 
four  firms. 

An  Hon.  Member  :  Give  their  names. 

Lord  R.  CHURCHILL  :  I  think  this 
is  a  matter  upon  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  should  supply  the  Committee  with 
a  little  more  information.  I  think  the 
Committee  are  entitled  to  receive  a  full 
and  clear  statement  as  to  what  steps  the 
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War  Office  have  taken  in  regard  to  iih^ 
supply  of  guns,  and  generally,  what  are 
the  sources  to  which  we  can  look  for 
supplying  the  country  with  such  guns  as 
we  may  require.  I  now  come  to  another 
matter,  which  is  also  a  matter  of  great 
importance,  and  upon  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  toucned  towards  the  con- 
clusion of  his  remarks — namely,  the 
important  subject  of  barrack  accommo- 
dation. After  hearing  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Committee  that  sat 
some  time  ago— especially  that  of  Sir 
Lothian  Nicholson,  the  Inspector- 
General  of  Fortifications  and  Barracks 
— I  am  convinced  that  the  House  of 
Commons  must  be  prepared  for  a  large 
expenditure  in  the  provision  of  better 
barrack  accommodation.  Most  of  the 
present  accommodation  is  insanitary, 
detrimental  to  the  health,  and  certainly, 
in  a  still  greater  degree,  to  the  comfort,, 
of  the  troops.  Many  barracks  are  m 
such  bad  repair  that  it  would  be  almost 
more  economical  to  rebuild  them.  By 
far  the  most  advisable  plan  would  be  to 
build  large  barracks  in  central  places^ 
where  troops  could  be  congregated 
together,  instead  of  barracks  dotted  all 
over  the  country.  This  would  be  far 
more ,  economical,  and  the  facilities  of 
railway  communication  obviate  any 
objections  that  might  otherwise  be  urged 
as  to  the  necessity  of  military  force 
being  available  to  su  pport  local  authority. 
I  do  not  know  what  the  demands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  may  be.  Sir  Lothian 
Nicholson  estimates  the  cost  at  four  or 
five  millions ;  but  my  own  advice  to  the 
right  hon  Gentleman  would  be  to  be 
bold  and  frank  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  make  such  a  demand  as 
would  give  a  guartintee  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  dealt  with  in  such  & 
manner  that  it  would  not  have  to  be 
taken  in  hand  again  largely  for  one  . 
generation  or  even  two.  Though  I  depre- ' 
cate  all  expenditure  which  is  in  any 
degree  unnecessary,  I  have  never 
opposed  and  never  will  oppose  wise 
expenditure,  and  I  am  certain  that  an 
improvement  of  the  barrack  accommoda- 
tion of  the  British  Army  is  absolutely 
required,  and  would  be  productive,  if 
wisely    carried    out,     of    very    great 


economy.     There  is  only  one    furthiMr^ 
remark  which  I    desire    to   make.     1 
recollect  an  observation  which  was  ma8<^ 
by  the    right    hon.   Gentleman    about 
eighteen  months  ago,  that  by  a  Bdyal 
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Warrant  he  had  thrown  on  the  military 
authorities  the  duty  of  preparing  the 
Estimates  for  the  year.    I  want  now  to 
ask    the   Secretary  of    State    whether 
Estimates  have  been   prepared  by  the 
military  authorities,  for  which  they  may 
be  held  responsible,   and  which   they 
consider  necessary  to  secure  the  efficiency 
of   the  Army  and    the  safety  of   the 
country,    because,  if   so,    it    marks  a 
reform  in  our  War  Office  administration 
for  which  I  have  long  been  anxious — a 
reform,    namely,    in    the    direction  of 
throwing  financial  responsibility  on  the 
professional  heads  of  the  Army.     I  hope 
that  on  that  point  also,  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  deal  frankly  with  the  Com- 
mittee, and  subject  to  that  interrogatory 
and  the  remarks  I  have  made,  I  have 
again  to  tender  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
my  hearty  congratulations  on  the  satis- 
factory statement  he  has  made. 
♦Sia    G.    TREVELYAN    (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  :    I   listened  to    the  noble 
Lord,  as  1  always  do,  with  great  plea- 
sure ;  but  I  witnessed  his  sitting  down 
with  some  dismay,  because  I  thought 
we  should    have  got  some  sort  of  a 
apeech  from  him  of  a  different  nature 
from  that  with  which  he  has  favoured 
the  Committee.    I  will  tell  the  noble 
Lord  why.     The  noble  Lord  expressed 
satisfaction    with    the    policy    of    the 
Oovernmeot,  and,  in  one  respect,  I  cor- 
dially endorse  that  remark.     I  agree 
with  the  noble  Jjord  that,  taking  our 
piilitary  organization  and  our  system  as 
it  is,  there  never  was  a  time  when  the 
work  of  the  War  Office  was  done  more 
intelligently  or  more  streuuously ;  but 
in  another  point  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  satisfaction  the  noble  Lord  has  ex- 
pressed.    As  an  economist,   the  noble 
Lord  was  very  much  dissatisfied  with 
the  Estimates  last  year. 

Lord  E.  CHURCHILL:    In  what 
respect  ? 

♦SiB  G.  TREVELYAN  :  I  remember 
some  remarks  of  the  nuble  Lord  with 
regard  to  the  provision  for  two  Army 
Corps  at  an  enormous  expenditure. 
With  those  remarks  I  thoroughly  agree; 
and  it  is  most  important  that  every  one 
who  reads  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  should  see  to  what  a  point  of 
expenditure  we  are  rapidly  going, 
apparently  to  the  satisfaction  of  every- 
body concerned.  With  some  of  the 
causes  of  increase  I  thoroughly  agree ; 
bat  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  system 
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under  which  our  Army  is  conducted  is 
such  that  an  extremely  able  staff  of 
administrators  at  the  War  Office,  adding 
very  few  men  to  our  fighting  strength, 
are  obliged  to  increase  our  Army  Esti- 
mates from  £16,000,000  to  £16,700,000. 
The  noble  Lord  said  last  year  that  for 
this  gigantic  expenditure  we  only  got 
two  Army  Corps  that  could  be  sent  on 
foreign  service;  and  he  asks  why  we 
have  heard  no  more  of  those  two  Army 
Corps.  Personally,  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Committee  have  heard  nothing  more 
of  them ;  for  I  believe  the  enormous  dis- 
proportion of  result  and  expenditure  on 
our  Army  is  derived  from  the  fact  that 
our  military  organization  under  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  all  his  Pre- 
decessors has  been  laid  down  on  false 
lines — that  is,  the  idea  that  the  military 
necessities  are  of  the  same  nature  now 
as  they  were  70  or  80  years  ago,  when 
we  could  throw  30,000  to  40,000  men  on 
to  the  Contiuent,  who  might  really  turn 
the  tide  of  war,  whereas  now,  I  believe, 
our  true  policy  is  boldly  to  recognize  the 
impossibility  of  our  ever  again  placing 
Army  Corps  in  line  with  the  great  Con- 
tinental armies,  and  to  apply  the  ability 
of  our  administrators  id  moulding  to- 
gether all  the  branches  of  our  Army, 
the  Militia,  and  Yolunteers  for  the 
purposes  of  home  defence,  the  defence 
of  India,  and  our  maritime  Colonies. 
Just  see  what  is  the  result  of  what  we 
are  doing  now.  These  Estimates  amount 
to  £16.700,000.  I  take  off  £2,000,000, 
as  representing  the  cost  of  the  Volun- 
teers and  the  Militia,  and  that  is  making 
a  very  large  deduction.  I  am  willing  to 
take  off  whatever  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wishes,  but  I  find  that,  even  with 
that  large  reduction,  we  are  brought 
face  to  face  with  the  remarkable  fact 
that,  for  an  expenditure  of  £14,000,000 
a  year,  we  can  only  place  in  the  field  of 
battle  in  our  own  country  80,000  Regular 
troops. 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  No,  no. 

♦Sir.  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  those 
80,000  would  be  composed  of  Regulars 
alone,  and  I  want  to  know  what  force 
we  can  place  in  time  of  battle.  Foreign 
countries,  such  as  France  and  Germany, 
with  Estimates  hardly  larger  than  our 
own,  could  place  500,000  in  the  field,  at 
the  very  least.  I  presume  that  the 
80,000  includes  the  Army  Reserve,  with 
the    Garrisons,    but    I    do    not    know 
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whether  it  also  includes  the  Militia 
Beserve.  That,  however,  is  a  very 
important  point.  If  it  does,  I  must  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
state  which  we  are  in  at  the  present 
moment.  It  means  that  we  must 
in  time  of  crisis  take  30,000  men  from 
the  Militia,  which  would  ruin  it  as  a 
fighting  force.  I  believe  that  the 
military  authorities  drifted  from  the 
true  military  system  when  they  amal- 
gamated the  English  and  the  Indian 
Armies.  There  never  can  be  a  proper 
military  system  until  there  is  an 
Army  for  home  defence,  an  Army  of 
short  service,  an  Army  which  would 
always  remain  inside  the  country — 
every  man  of  it.  If  the  home 
and  the  foreign  Army  are  divided,  it 
will  be  possible  to  deal  with  the  great 
question  of  the  difiPerence  between  the 
two  great  classes  of  men  who  desire  to 
join  the  Army.  In  old  days,  the  Indian 
Government  had  never  any  difficulty  in 
getting  recruits.  They  appealed  to  that 
peculiar  and  numerous  class  of  men  who 
wished  permanently  to  take  up  a  mili- 
tary career,  and  not  to  stop  at  home  in 
their  native  villages.  But  there  is  the 
still  more  numerous  class  who  have  a 
taste  for  a  little  drill,  and  who  would 
join  the  Army  if  they  could  leave  at  the 
end  of  three  years,  and  might  rely  on 
not  having  to  leave  the  country  for  un- 
healthy climates.  From  these  classes 
may  be  provided  an  Indian  and  Oolonial 
Army  of  professional  soldiers  and  a 
home  Army  of  citizen  soldiers.  If  there 
were  behind  these  the  Militia  Beserve 
and  the  Volunteers,  dangers  from  an 
invader  would  be  at  an  end.  It 
would  be  the  invader  who  would  have 
to  be  pitied.  Let  us  have  two 
Armies,  so  that  we  may  know  how 
many  men  we  can  rely  upon  in  each 
quarter  of  the  globe,  and  then  our 
Army  will  be  on  that  natural  footing 
from  which  alone  some  large  economy 
can  be  hoped  for.  In  addition  to  that, 
we  shall  feel  that  if  the  first  line  of 
defence — the  Navy — is  broken,  we  shall 
be  in  a  good  position  to  meet  an  invader. 
Now,  I  was  much  disappointed  that 
economy  did  not  form  the  subject  of  a 
very  large  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech.  Let  no  one  think  that 
there  are  not  economies  to  be  made  in  the 
Army.  I  watched  the  Committee  which 
sat  on  the  Army  Estimates  with  the 
greatest  interest  as  an  Army  reformer 


of  20  years'  standing,  and  I  found,  to 
my  great  delight,  that  more  progresswas 
made  in  six  months  by  means  of  the 
exertions  of  that  Committee  than  had 
been  made  in  the  20  years  previous. 
But  although  on  a  most  important 
point  the  Committee  had  come  to  a  moat 
important  conclusion,  nothing  of  it  has 
been  heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  have  never  been  in  the  War 
Office,  but  from  my  long  experience  in 
the  Admiralty  I  know  perfectly  well  that 
economies  cannot  be  suggested  from  the 
outside,  but  must  be  made  from  the  in- 
side. [Lord  B.  CHxmcHiiiL:  Hear, 
hear !]  But  the  removal  of  one  tremen- 
dous abuse,  unparalleled  in  any  other 
service  in  the  world,  can  be  suggested 
from  the  outside.  On  pages  96  and  97 
of  the  Estimates  it  will  be  found  that 
the  list  of  active  generals  eligible  for 
employment  is  151,  whereas  the  number 
of  generals  actually  employed  is  83. 
In  a  well-organized  service  rank  ought 
to  mean  employment ;  unless  that  is  the 
case  the  service  cannot  be  in  a  healthy 
condition.  The  Committee  reported 
that  the  present  state  of  things  should 
be  put  a  stop  to ;  but  more  important 
than  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  was 
the  evidence  given  before  it.  In  his 
defence  of  the  system  His  Boyal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Cambridge  admitted 
that  in  Germany  there  was  a  much 
larger  Army,  and  there  were  compara- 
tively few  generals  unemployed.  ^'But,'' 
he  added — 

' '  in  Germany  every  two  regiments  of  cavalry 
have  a  brigadier,  erery  two  regiments  of  in- 
fantry have  a  brigadier,  and  every  four  regi« 
ments  of  infantry  have  a  general  of  division, 
80  that  they  can  employ  many  more  than  we 
can." 

This  sounds  well ;  but  we  must  re- 
member that  a  German  regiment 
consists  of  three  battalions.  Does 
anyone  believe  that  if  we  had  six 
English  battalions  employed  on  active 
service  there  would  not  be  a  brigadier 
to  command  them ;  or  if  there  were  12 
English  battalions  employed  on  active 
service  there  would  not  be  a  general  of 
division  to  command  them  ?  Mis  Boyal 
Highness  continued — 

^'Our  armies  go  all  over  the  world,  and 
climate  has  a  good  deal  to  do  with  it.  If  you 
send  a  man  abroad  upon  a  forei^  station  he 
breaks  down  in  health  very  soon  in  some  cases, 
so  that  you  most  have  a  large  nomber  (of 
generals)  for  all  requirements,  taking  into 
account  India,  the  tropics,  and  the  Colonies." 
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Warrant  he  had  thrown  on  the  military 
authorities  the  duty  of  preparing  the 
Estimates  for  the  year.  I  want  now  to 
aak^  the  Secretary  of  State  whether 
Estimates  have  been  prepared  by  the 
military  aathorities,  for  which  they  may 
be  held  responsible,  and  which  they 
consider  necessary  to  secare  the  efficiency 
of  the  Army  and  the  safety  of  the 
country,  becaose,  if  so,  it  marks  a 
reform  in  our  War  Office  administration 
for  which  I  have  long  been  anxious — a 
reform,  namely,  in  the  direction  of 
throwing  financial  responsibility  on  the 
professional  heads  of  the  Army.  I  hope 
that  on  that  point  also,  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  deal  frankly  with  the  Com- 
mittee, and  pabject  to  that  interrogatory 
and  the  remarks  I  have  made,  I  have 
again  to  tender  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
my  hearty  cong^tulations  on  the  satis- 
factory statement  he  has  made. 

*Si»  G.  TREVELYAN  (Glasgow. 
Bridgeton)  :  I  listened  to  the  noble 
Lord,  as  1  always  do,  with  great  plea- 
sure ;  but  I  witnessed  his  sitting  down 
with  some  dismay,  because  I  thought 
we  should  have  got  some  sort  of  a 
speech  from  him  of  a  dififerent  nature 
from  that  with  which  he  has  favoured 
the  Committee.  I  will  tell  the  noble 
Lord  why.  The  noble  Lord  expressed 
satisfaction  with  the  policy  of  the 
€h>T6mment,  and,  in  one  respect,  I  cor- 
dially endorse  that  remark.  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that,  taking  our 
military  organization  and  our  system  as 
it  is,  there  never  was  a  time  when  the 
work  of  the  War  Office  was  done  more 
intelligently  or  more  strenuously;  but 
in  another  point  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  satisfaction  the  noble  Lord  has  ex- 
pressed. As  an  economist,  the  noble 
Lord  was  very  much  dissatisfied  with 
the  Estimates  last  year. 

Lord  E.   CHUECHILL  :    In  what 
resoect  ? 

♦S^Q.  TREVELYAN:  I  remember 
some  remarks  of  the  nuble  Lord  with 
regard  to  the  provision  for  two  Army 
Corps  at  an  enormous  expenditure. 
With  those  remarks  I  thoroughly  ag^e; 
and  it  is  most  important  that  every  one 
who  reads  the  speech  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  should  see  to  what  a  point  of 
expenditure  we  are  rapidly  going, 
apparently  to  the  satisfaction  of  every- 
body concerned.  With  some  of  the 
causes  of  increase  I  thoroughly  agree ; 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  system 
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under  which  our  Army  is  conducted  is 
such  that  an  extremely  able  sta£f  of 
administrators  at  the  War  Office,  adding 
very  few  men  to  our  fighting  strength, 
are  obliged  to  increase  our  Army  £^- 
mates  from  £16,000,000  to  £16,700,000. 
The  noble  Lord  said  last  year  that  for 
this  gigantic  expenditure  we  only  got 
two  Army  Corps  that  could  be  sent  on 
foreign  service;  and  he  asks  why  we 
have  heard  no  more  of  those  two  Army 
Corps.  Personally,  I  am  very  glad  that 
the  Committee  have  heard  nothing  more 
of  them ;  for  I  believe  the  enormous  dis- 
proportion of  result  and  expenditure  on 
our  Army  is  derived  from  the  fact  that 
our  military  organization  under  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  all  his  Pre- 
decessors has  been  laid  down  on  false 
lines — that  is,  the  idea  that  the  military 
necessities  are  of  the  same  nature  now 
as  they  were  70  or  80  years  ago,  when 
we  could  throw  30,C00  to  40,000  men  on 
to  the  Continent,  who  might  really  turn 
the  tide  of  war,  whereas  now,  I  believe, 
our  true  policy  is  boldly  to  recognize  the 
impossibUity  of  our  ever  again  placing 
Army  Corps  in  line  with  the  great  Con- 
tinental armies,  and  to  apply  the  ability 
of  our  administrators  tO  moulding  to- 
gether all  the  branches  of  our  Army, 
the  Militia,  and  Yolunteers  for  the 
purposes  of  home  defence,  the  defence 
of  India,  and  our  maritime  Colonies. 
Just  see  what  is  the  result  of  what  we 
are  doing  now.  These  Estimates  amount 
to  £16.700,000.  I  take  off  £2,000,000, 
as  representing  the  cost  of  the  Volun- 
teers and  the  Militia,  and  that  is  making 
a  very  large  deduction.  I  am  willing  to 
take  off  whatever  the  right  hon.  C^en tie- 
man  wishes,  but  I  find  that,  even  with 
that  large  reduction,  we  are  brought 
face  to  face  with  the  remarkable  fact 
that,  for  an  expenditure  of  £14,000,000 
a  year,  we  can  only  place  in  the  field  of 
battle  in  our  own  country  80,000  Eegular 
troops. 

♦Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  No,  no. 

♦Sir.  G.  TREVELYAN  :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  told  us  that  those 
80,000  would  be  composed  of  Regulars 
alone,  and  I  want  to  know  what  force 
we  can  place  in  time  of  battle.  Foreign 
countries,  such  as  France  and  Germany, 
with  Estimates  hardly  larger  than  our 
own,  could  place  500,000  in  the  field,  at 
the  very  least.  I  presume  that  the 
80,000  includes  the  Army  Keserve,  with 
the    Garrisons,    but    I    do    not    know 
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whether  It  also  indades  the  Militia 
Heserve.  That,  however,  is  a  very 
important  point.  If  it  does,  I  must  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
state  which  we  are  in  at  the  present 
moment.  It  means  that  we  must 
in  time  of  crisis  take  30,000  men  from 
the  Militia,  which  would  ruin  it  as  a 
fighting  force.  I  helieve  that  the 
military  authorities  drifted  from  the 
true  military  system  when  they  amal- 
gamated the  English  and  the  Indian 
Armies.  There  never  can  be  a  proper 
military  system  until  there  is  an 
Army  for  home  defence,  an  Army  of 
short  service,  an  Army  which  would 
always  remain  inside  the  country — 
every  man  of  it.  If  the  home 
and  the  foreign  Army  are  divided,  it 
will  be  possible  to  deal  with  the  great 
question  of  the  difiPerence  between  the 
two  great  classes  of  men  who  desire  to 
join  the  Army.  In  old  days,  the  Indian 
Government  had  never  any  difficulty  in 
getting  recruits.  They  appealed  to  that 
peculiar  and  numerous  class  of  men  who 
wished  permanently  to  take  up  a  mili- 
tary career,  and  not  to  stop  at  home  in 
their  native  villages.  But  there  is  the 
still  more  numerous  class  who  have  a 
taste  for  a  little  drill,  and  who  would 
join  the  Army  if  they  could  leave  at  the 
end  of  three  years,  and  might  rely  on 
not  having  to  leave  the  country  for  un- 
healthy climates.  From  these  classes 
may  be  provided  an  Indian  and  Oolonial 
Army  of  professional  soldiers  and  a 
home  Army  of  citizen  soldiers.  If  there 
were  behind  these  the  Militia  Keserve 
and  the  Volunteers,  dangers  from  an 
invader  would  be  at  an  end.  It 
would  be  the  invader  who  would  have 
to  be  pitied.  Let  us  have  two 
Armies,  so  that  we  may  know  how 
many  men  we  can  rely  upon  in  each 
quarter  of  the  globe,  and  then  our 
Army  will  be  on  that  natural  footing 
from  which  alone  some  large  economy 
can  be  hoped  for.  In  addition  to  that, 
we  shall  feel  that  if  the  first  line  of 
defence — the  Navy — is  broken,  we  shall 
be  in  a  good  position  to  meet  an  invader. 
Now,  I  was  much  disappointed  that 
economy  did  not  form  the  subject  of  a 
very  large  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech.  Let  no  one  think  that 
there  are  not  economies  to  be  made  in  the 
Army.  I  watched  the  Oommittee  which 
sat  on  the  Army  Estimates  with  the 
greatest  interest  as  an  Army  reformer 


of  20  years'  standing,  and  I  found,  to 
my  great  delight,  that  more  prog^esswas 
made  in  six  months  by  means  of  the 
exertions  of  that  Committee  than  had 
been  made  in  the  20  years  previous. 
But  although  on  a  most  important 
point  the  Committee  had  come  to  a  most 
important  conclusion,  nothing  of  it  has 
been  heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  have  never  been  in  the  War 
Office,  but  from  my  long  experience  in 
the  Admiralty  I  know  perfectly  well  that 
economies  cannot  be  suggested  from  the 
outside,  but  must  be  made  from  the  in- 
side. [Lord  B.  Churohill:  Hear, 
hear !]  But  the  removal  of  one  tremen- 
dous abuse,  unparalleled  in  any  other 
service  in  the  world,  can  be  suggested 
from  the  outside.  On  pages  96  and  97 
of  the  Estimates  it  will  be  found  that 
the  list  of  active  generals  eligible  for 
employment  is  151,  whereas  the  number 
of  generals  actually  employed  is  83. 
In  a  well-organized  service  rank  ought 
to  mean  employment ;  unless  that  is  the 
case  the  service  cannot  be  in  a  healthy 
condition.  The  Committee  reported 
that  the  present  state  of  things  should 
be  put  a  stop  to ;  but  more  important 
than  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  was 
the  evidence  given  before  it.  In  his 
defence  of  the  system  His  Boyal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Cambridge  admitted 
that  in  Germany  there  was  a  much 
larger  Army,  and  there  were  compara- 
tively few  generals  unemployed.  ^'But/' 
he  added — 

'  *  in  Germany  every  two  regiments  of  cavalry 
have  a  brigadier,  every  two  regiments  of  in- 
fantry have  a  brigadier,  and  every  four  regi« 
ments  of  infantry  have  a  general  of  division, 
80  that  they  can  employ  many  more  tliaa  we 
can. 

This  sounds  well ;  but  we  must  re- 
member that  a  German  regiment 
consists  of  three  battalions.  Does 
anyone  believe  that  if  we  had  six 
English  battalions  employed  on  active 
service  there  would  not  be  a  brigadier 
to  command  them ;  or  if  there  were  12 
English  battalions  employed  on  active 
service  there  would  not  be  a  general  of 
division  to  command  them  ?  Mis  Hoyal 
Highness  continued — 

'^Oor  armies  go  all  over  the  world,  and 
climate  has  a  good  deal  to  do  with  it.  If  you 
send  a  man  abroad  upon  a  forei^  station  he 
breaks  down  in  health  very  soon  m  some  cases, 
io  that  you  must  have  a  large  number  (of 
generals)  for  all  requirements,  taking  into 
account  India,  the  tropics,  and  the  Colonies." 
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me  a  direct  question,  he  asks  whether 
they  are  the  Estimates  of  the  military 
aathorities,  or  my  own.      I  answer  him 
equally    directly,    and   say    they    are 
the     Estimates     of    the    OoTemment 
not  of  the  military  authorities.     The 
military   authorities,  according  to  the 
rule  now  in  force,    have    submitted  to 
me  what  they  thought  would  be  neces- 
sary for  the  services  of  the  year ;  but  I 
do  not  at  all  wish  to  shrink  from  my 
responsibility.       This     year    we  have 
had  what  appeared  to  be  special  oppor- 
tunities for  considering  these  Estimates 
and  of  satisfying    all    demands.       A 
Committee    of  the    Cabinet    specially 
charged  with  the    examination  of  the 
question  has  been  sitting  out  the  winter, 
and  I  can  safely  say  that  every  repre- 
sentation made  by  the  military  authority 
has  been  thoroughly  examined  by  myself 
and  my  colleagues,   and    the   result  is 
that  the  Estimates  we  present  proceed 
from  the  joint  authority  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  are  what  we  believe  essential 
for  the  defence  of  the  country.     Then 
my  noble  Friend  asks  me  as  to  the  two 
Army  Corps  for  Foreign  Service.    Well, 
I     have     certainly    not     desired     to 
dwell    on   that    point  to-day,  because 
the    point    to    which    I    have  speci- 
ally    directed    attention     during    the 
past  year  has  been  the  organization  of 
the  Army  for  home  defence.    Of  eourse 
I  do  not  ignore,  and  have  not  forgotten, 
the    necessity    that    might    arise    for 
sending  a  portion  of  that  Army  abroad, 
but  I  admit  frankly  and  freely  to  the 
Committee  that   our  preparations   for 
this  purpose  are  not  so  forward  as  those 
in  relation  to  home  defence.     I  fully 
admit    the    importance    of   the    point 
raised,     but    my    attention    has   been 
specially  directed  to  making  the  Army 
thoroughly  efficient  for  home  defence. 
I  have  not    lost   sight    of   the   other 
question,  though  I  fully  admit  that  we 
could  not  without  delay,     I  will  not 
say    considerable  delay,    but    a  delay 
longer  than  I  care  to  contemplate  send 
two  Army  Corps    on    foreign  service. 
Then  I  am  asked  as  to  what  has  been 
done  in  reference  to  guns  to  remove  the 
block  there  has  been  on  the  supply.  We 
have  thoroughly  examined  this  matter, 
and      we      have     satisfied     ourselves 
that  by  the  new  arrangements  made, 
and  about  to  be  made,  we  can  provide 
against  this  block  and  enable  guns  to 
be  supplied  for  both  the  Army  and  Navy 
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without  any  inadequate  delay,  and  with 
a  certain  punctuality  for  land  and  soa 
service.  Of  course  the  noble  Lord  AxiB^ 
not  wish  me  to  refer  to  the  special  con- 
ditions of  contract.  

Lord  RA^NDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Are  they  not  known  ? 
♦Mb.  stanhope  :  Not  yet.  The 
Committee  will  understand  my  relaoi* 
ance  to  offer  special  encouragement  to 
any  one  firm,  and  I  may  say  that  we 
require  specific  assurance  before  we  ao« 
cept  all  that  is  said  in  respect  to  offers. 
But  I  think  on  reviewing  the  whole 
position  the  difficulty  is  remoyed. 
Guns  are  coming  in  steadily  and  weQ, 
and  throughout  the  course  of  the  year 
they  will  be  coming  in  in  increasing 
numbers.  Even  the  g^ns  asked  for  in 
the  near  Naval  Progpramme  are  insig^nifi- 
cant  in  number  compared  with  the  total 
number  to  be  provided  for  the  land  and 
sea  services.  I  think  it  has  been  men- 
tioned that  the  number  is  only  58  big 
guns  required  for  the  sea  service. 

LoHD  CHARLES  BEBESFORD : 
That  does  not  include  the  Reserve. 
*Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  No;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  is  a  very  large  propor- 
tion— it  is  equal,  I  am  told,  to  another 
eighth.  But  it  is  not  a  very  formidable 
programme ;  the  only  formidable  matter 
was  the  production  of  the  very  large 
guns  and  this  we  are  prepared  to  meet* 
We  understand  what  the  gun-produoing^ 
power  of  the  country  is  not  only  in  the 
Government  factories,  but  by  private 
firms,  and  we  are  convinced  of  our 
ability  to  provide  the  whole  of  the  guns 
required  for  the  Navy  within  the  time  laid 
down  by  my  noble  Friend  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  I  don' tthink  I  need  de- 
tain the  Committee  any  longer  just  now. 
♦Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  think  it 
is  only  right  that  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  should  be  invited  to  a  point 
of  view  different  to  any  yet  taken,  and 
which,  perhaps,  will  scarcely  commend 
itself  to  the  sympathies  of  the  majority 
in  the  House.  I  had  hoped  that  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Padding-* 
ton,  would  have  assumed  a  more  critical 
tone  than  he  has  thought  proper  to 
adopt.  I  was  one  of  those  who  sat  ou 
the  Committee  under  his  able  presi- 
dency. Surely  he  cannot  have  for- 
gotten the  portentous  facts  that  were 
brought  before  us  in  evidence,  some,  in- 
deed, he  has  alluded  to.  He  cannot 
have  forgotten  how  we  learned  that  for 
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a  cost  very  little  ezo^eding  what  we  are 
called  upon  to  pay  the  Empire  of 
Ctormanj  is  enabled  to  put  three- 
quarters  of  a  million  of  men  into  the 
Held  ;  that  under  the  German  system  no 
man  is  ever  appointed  to  the  position 
of  general  until  he  has  a  general's 
work  to  do  and  can  do  it ;  that  our  pay- 
master system  is  most  extravagant ;  nor 
can  he  have  forgotten  the  grave  defects 
in  our  Intelligence  Department,  which 
ie  nearly  starved.  There  are  more  ma- 
terials in  the  evidence  than  have  been 
made  use  of,  and  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  done  good  service 
if  he  had  pressed  these  points  on  tlie 
attention  of  the  Government.  But  I  am 
not  going  to  dwell  on  these  details.  I 
listened  to  both  statements  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Stanhope), 
and  they  were  both  marked  with  ability; 
but  I  must  honestly  say  I  liked  the 
•second  and  shorter  speech  better  than 
the  former  and  more  elaborate  speech. 
In  it  he  showed  himself  more  decidedly 
the  advocate  of  administrative  reform, 
which  we  know  him  to  be.  I  am  rejoiced 
to  find  that  he  hopes  to  bring  before  the 
House  in  a  short  time  a*  scheme  for  a 
reduction  of  that  intolerable  surplus  of 
General  Officers  under  which  we  groan. 
I  only  wish  that  he  had  added  &at  he 
«eould  see  his  way  to  adopt  a  system, 
which  I  believe  obtains  everywhere  else 
that  no  one  shall  be  appointed  to  the 
position  of  general  until  there  is  a 
general's  work  for  him  to  do.  The 
more  laborious  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  lacked  nothing  in 
clearness  or  interest,  and  I  am  glad  to 
join  with  others  in  admiration  of  its 
ability —  business-like  it  undoubtedly 
was,  but  I  think  it  was  somewhat  cold 
and  unfeeling  when  we  think  of  the 
dreadful  preparations  with  which  he  was 
dealing.  I  believe  we  shall  never  deal 
rightly  or  fairly  with  the  dreadful  busi- 
of  war  until  everyone  who  has  to 
bring  forward  any  proposal  for 
increased  armaments  shows  that  he 
personally  regards  such  a  necessity  with 
pain  and  even  horror,  and  reg^ts  the 
misappropriation  and  waste  of  the  re- 
sources of  the  nation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  defence  of  the  increase  he 
proposes,  alluded,  among  other  things, 
to  the  fierce  competition  going  on  among 
the  nations  of  the  world.  But  what 
have  we  to  do  with  this  fierce  competi- 
tion ?  They  are  eompeting  for  nothing 
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which  we  have  the  right  to  keep,  or  for 
our  Possessions.  [An  hon.  Mbmbsb: 
Yes.]  They  will  not  meddle  with  us  if  we 
meddle  not  with  them.  If  we  show  our- 
selves antagonistic  to  their  natural  as* 
pirations  or  are  determined  to  meddle 
with  their  intrigues  one  with  the  other, 
of  course  they  will  take  revenge  by 
showing  us  they  can  do  us  damage  in 
some  remote  quarter  of  the  Queen's 
dominions;  but  apart  from  that  what 
foreign  Power  desires  to  compete  for 
any  of  our  Possessions  ?  I  contend  we 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  fierce  com- 
petition going  on  among  the  nations  of 
the  world.  We  ought  to  stand  absolutely 
apart,  serene  and  secure  on  our  own 
peaceful  policy  and  sound  commercial 
doctrine.  Our  position  should  be  like 
that  of  the  United  States,  whose  people 
have  better  sense  than  to  waste  their 
wealth  on  preparations  that  may 
never  be  needed.  The  increase  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  I 
am  prepared  to  dispute,  and  I 
shall  take  a  division  on  it.  From 
the  way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man spoke  we  might  im^ine  ourselves 
on  the  eve  of  a  great  European  war. 
He  talked  of  arrangements  to  meet 
g^eat  emergencies,  of  the  possibilities  of 
invasion,  and  the  necessity  of  defending 
London  by  field  works.  But  I  see 
nothing  in  the  state  of  the  world 
affecting  us  to  justify  such  a  tone ;  and 
I  am  afraid  speech  and  action  such  as 
this  tends  to  make  peace  less  secure. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  assured  us 
that  forts  would  not  be  necessary  for  the 
defence  of  the  Metropolis,  and  I  am 
glad  to  hear  that.  But  he  went  on  to 
say  that  field  works  might  be  necessary, 
and  the  land,  to  enable  such  to  be 
readily  thrown  up,  would  cost  £20,000. 
Now,  is  not  the  use  of  money  in  such  a 
way  absolute  waste  ?  Who,  in  the  case 
of  actual  invasion,  would  question  that 
any  (Government  would  be  absolutely 
justified  in  taking  any  land  required  for 
such  a  purpose  ?  But  it  is  a  far-off  and 
almost  impossible  contingency.  What 
excitement,  crumbling,  and  denuncia- 
tion there  often  is  if  a  School  Board 
in  a  large  town  proposes  to  spend 
£20,000  on  a  school  building ;  but  here 
is  money  to  be  devoted  to  uie  prepara- 
tion for  shedding  blood,  and  no  one 
seems  to  complain  about  it.  I  know 
this  sort  of  thing  is,  to  a  certain  extent, 
popular,  and  I  much  regret  it.    How* 
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the    officers'     hones    and     charffers, 
and  amongst  the  ''casualties''  I  have 
referred    to    1   include   the  men  who 
have  to  he  instructed  in  various  classes, 
and  these  1  put  down  at  25  per  day.    I 
knock  off  5  per  cent  to  cover  the  sick  list ; 
the  number   wanting   to    complete    1 
per  cent ;  cooks,  1 1 ;  men  for  officers  and 
sergeants'  mess,  5  ;  canteen,  2 ;  barrack 
police,  2 ;  guard,  4  ;  staff  sergeants,  6 ; 
tradesmen,  8  ;  orderlies,  2 ;  riding  estab- 
lishment, 11.    I  reckon  that  altogether 
there  are  245  men  who  do  not  require  a 
horse  to  ride  on  any  given  day.     Well, 
subtracting  these  24^  men  from  670,  it 
leaves  425  men  for  whom  I  suggest 
there  should  be  an    establishment   of 
470    horses.      It    may  now  be  asked, 
"Why,  after  what  you  have  said,  pro- 
vide more  horses  than  are  necessary  for 
the  men  to  ride  ?  "    The  answer  to  that 
is  that  50  is  a  very  moderate  number  of 
horses  to  provide  for  casualties,  which 
must    always    occur    amongst   horses. 
Some  horses  will  be  sick,  some  will  be 
kicked,    and    about   25    are,  generally 
speaking,  throughout  the  year  what  we 
call  young  horses  in  training.     So  far 
9A'  regards   the  establishment    of  the 
regiments  I  may  be  told  we   have  a 
reserve.  Well,  I  know  we  have  a  reserve, 
but  speaking  from  my  own  experience  on 
the  matter,  this  reserve  is  a  delusion  and 
a  snare.    Men  serve  in  a  cavalry  regi- 
ment for  four  or  five  years,  when  they 
pass  into  civil  life.     When  they  have 
ceased  to  be  soldiers  they  take  what 
employment  they  can  get,  and  that  is, 
mostly,  situations  as  drivers,  or  situa- 
tions in  which  they  have  to  do  with 
horses,  but  very  few  of  them  ever  have 
to  get  outside  a  horse,  and  the  conse- 
quence is  that  they  very  soon  lose  their 
riding  and  become  stiff,   and  though 
they  may  be  retrained  yet  they  would 
not  be  fit  for  immediate  service  in  any 
campaign.    The  Germans  acknowledge 
this  thoroughly,   and  have    a   cavalry 
reserve,  as  we  have,  but  they  do  not 
reckon  on  that  as  available  in  any  occur- 
ring campaign.    They  send  them  to  the 
cavalry  depots  to  be  retrained  in  the 
event  of  a  war  lasting  more  than  a  year. 
My  object  in  this  matter  is  to  serve  the 
interests  of  the  cavalrv  and  the  nation, 
and  in  conclusion  I  repeat  again  that  I 
believe — nay,  I  know  I  am  positive— 
that  this  nation  would  be  »r  better 
served  by  having  15  regiments  always 
effective  and  ready  with  fall  strength 
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for  war  than  by  having  seven  reginMBts 
not  really  fit  and  12  regiments  not  onfy 
not  reaUv  fit,  but  which  ooold  not 
possibly  be  made  fit  in  time  for  ai^ 
sudden  emergency. 

«Mb.  KENBICK  (Birmingham,  N): 
Being  a  civilian.  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
into  questions  affecting  the  Army  and 
its  administration  in  any  detail;  but 
there  is  one  point  upon  which,  I  think, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  speak,  and  npon 
which    I    think   I    may    ask    for   an 
announcement  of   principle    from    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.     Before  I  oome  to  thi^ 
however,  I  desire  to  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  what  I  under* 
stand  to  be  the  prospective  arrangement 
as  to  the  Volunteers.    I  have  always 
regarded    the    Volunteers    as    a   veiy 
useful  force,  and  one  not  made  so  mu^ 
of  as  it  might  be ;  but  I  admit  that  it 
must  always  be  considered  as  an  ineffec- 
tive force  until  it  is  mobilized  and  has 
its    transport   and    commissariat.      As 
I    understand    the    right   hon.    Gen- 
tleman     the      Secretary     of     State, 
his  TOoposition,  in  future,  is  to  mobiliie 
the  Volunteer  Force ;  and,  if  that  be  so, 
I    congratulate  him    on    turning  this 
valuable  arm,  from  an  arm    not  tho- 
roughly effective,  into  a  comparatively 
effective  one.    The  point  I  wish  more 
particularly  to  deal  with  is  as  to  the 
supply  of  warlike  stoi^,  and  I  am  glad 
to  find  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
sees  the  advantage  of  having  a  number 
of  manufacturers  for  the  supply  of  the 
new  magazine  rifle  in  this  country.    He 
is  now  drawing  very  largely  from  the 
Boyal  factory  at  Enfield,  from  the  Soyal 
factory  at  Birmingham,  and  he  is  also 
drawing  from  the  private  factories  of 
Birmingham  and  London,  and  he  says 
he  does  not  find    these  means  of  ob- 
taining the  rifle  too  many  for  the  supply 
he  requires.    Then  he  laid  down  a  pnn- 
ciple  with  regard  to  swords  and  bay- 
onets, which   appears  to  me,    in   con- 
nection with  the  Army,  to  be  a  sound 
principle.     There    are    two    principles 
upon  which  you  may  obtain  a  supply  of 
any  material  you  want,  warlike  or  other- 
wise, and  one  is  the  economical  one  of 
going    to     the    cheapest    market,    re- 
gardless   of    any    other    circumstance, 
and  the  other  is  the  one  now  to  be  laid 
down,  I  understand — namely,  that  with 
regard  to  warlike  stores,  reliance  shall 
be  placed  upon  British  labour  to  supply 
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the  needs  of  the  country,  and  that  we 
shall  not  go  outside  the  British  Empire 
to  eive  contracts  to  foreign  nations. 
Well,  if  that  is  the  principle  to  be  relied 
on,  what  I  have  to  say  is  that  it  should 
e  carried  out  to  its  logical  con- 
clusion, and  that  we  should  no 
longer  go  to  Solingen  for  sword-blades 
or  bayonets.  I  do  not  blame  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  going  to  Solingen  in 
the  past,  for  it  has  been  necessary  to  do 
so.  I  have  taken  trouble  to  inquire  into 
the  matter,  and  I  find  that  the  number 
of  swords  required  in  ordinary  times  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been  so 
few  that  their  supply  would  not  have 
kept  one  sword  forger  in  any  one  factory 
in  Birmingham  in  full  work.  All  orders 
hitherto,  it  seems,  had  been  sent,  I  do 
not  say  to  Solingen,  but  to  London 
sword  cutlers,  who  themselves  imported 
the  blades  from  Germany  and  fitted  them 
with  handles.  Our  patriotic  officers  in 
the  Army  and  Volunteer  Forces  have 
apparently  been  under  the  impression 
that  they  have  been  buying  English 
swords  when,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  have  been  purchasing  German 
weapons  fitted  with  English  handles.  1 
am  glad,  however,  to  hear  in  the 
interests  of  what  I  may  even  call  the 
security  and  safety  of  the  State  that  in 
future  the  Government  intend  to  encou- 
rage manufacturers  to  manufacture 
these  warlike  arms  and  stores  within  the 
United  Kingdom.  But  it  seems  to  me 
that  in  the  first  endeavour  to  do  this, 
they  have  not  been  altogether  successful. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  referred  to  the  contract 
given  to  Messrs.  Wilkinson,  of  London, 
but  we  know  now,  owing  to  a  question 
put  in  this  House,  that  there  are  no 
such  persons  as  Messrs.  Wilkinson,  but 
that  the  firm  trading  under  that  name 
have  a  branch  at  Solingen,  and  that  they 
employ  German  artizans  in  this  country. 
The  impression  amongst  the  English 
artizans  engaged  in  the  cutlery  trade  is 
that  all  these  sword  bayonets  ordered  by 
the  Government  are  being  imported  from 
Germany  though  supplied  by  what  pur- 
ports to  be  an  English  firm.  If  this  is 
the  case,  I  contend  that  it  would  be 
much  better  to  send  the  order  direct  to 
Germany,  as  in  that  case  the  action  of 
the  Government  would  not  give  rise  to 
false  expectations,  and  so  avoid  the  sense 
of  injury  which  in  some  instances  the 
working  classes  labour    under  in  this 


country  at  present.  I  maintain  that  it 
is  desirable  that  there  should  not  be  the 
shadow  -of  a  shade  of  an  excuse  for 
jealousy  in  these  matters.  There  is  an 
impression  that  in  high  quarters  in  the 
Army  there  is  a  prejudice  in  favour  of 
German  arms.  ["No,  no."]  Well,  I 
do  not  say  that  that  is  the  fact,  I  only 
say  that  such  an  impression  exists.  It 
is  unfortunate  that  while  the  Govern- 
ment are  professing  to  act  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  these  warlike  stores  shall  be 
manufactured  in  England,  there  is  some 
doubt,  after  all,  as  to  whether  they  are 
not  manufactured  in  and  exported  from 
Germany.  I  hope  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  will 
be  able  to  set  this  doubt  at  rest.  I  can 
assure  him  that  it  has  caused  a  good 
deal  of  apprehension  and  irrita- 
tion not  only  in  the  constituency 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent, 
but  also  amongst  the  workmen 
generally  throughout  the  country. 

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge,  Wis- 
beach) :  I  am  glad  that  good  progress 
has  been  mide  in  the  preparation 
of  the  plant  for  the  manufacture 
of  these  new  magazine  rifles.  I 
would  venture  to  ask  whether  we  may 
expect  to  get  a  supply  of  these  rifles  soon 
and  also  whether  the  cavalry  may  expec' 
to  get  their  carbines  at  the  same  time 
I  do  not  want  to  press  the  question,  a 
we  shall  have  other  opportunities  o^ 
doing  so,  lut  if  we  are  informed  howf 
soon  these  rifles  will  be  forthcoming  and 
how  much  each  rifle  is  to  cost,  those  who 
are  interested  in  this  question  will  know 
better  what  course  to  take  when  we  come 
to  vote  upon  this  particular  part  of  the 
Estimates. 

♦Mr.  round  (Essex.  N.E.,  Har- 
wich) :  I  do  not  agree  with  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  who  a 
short  time  ago  said  that  an  increased 
Vote  for  the  army  is  always  popular  in 
this  House,  or  even  in  this  country.  In 
my  opinion  the  only  reason  we  vote  in- 
creased supplies  is  because  they  are 
necessary,  and  no  Government  would  be 
worthy  of  the  name  if  it  proposed  a  Vote 
for  the  increase  of  the  Army  on  any  other 
ground.  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  with 
regard  to  the  Militia.  As  an  old  Militia- 
man, I  trust  that  the  points  urged  i>y  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  Secretary  for  War  will 
not  be  lost  sight  of.  I  do  not  think  the 
noble  Lord  gave  sufficient  credit  for  the 
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iflgproTemtut  in  Militia  oJQftcere,  for  I 
think  there  baa  been  a  great  and  marked 
unprovement  in  the  condition  of  the  men 
aaa  the  effioiencj  of  their  officers  during 
tjlie  past  20  years.  With  regard  to  the 
prevalence  of  absenteeism  in  a  number  of 
i^giments  at  the  pressnt  time,  I  am  of 
pinion  that  stricter  inquiry  should  be 
aiade  into  the  characters  of  recruits 
vhen  they  come  up  for  enlistment.  I 
am  specially  grateful  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  for 
his  proposals  to  improve  the  barrack 
aooommodation  in  some  parts  of  the 
country.  The  principal  military  centre 
in  the  county  which  I  have  the  honour  to 
represent,  is  Colchester,  where  there  are 
excellent  cavalry  and  artillery  barracks, 
aad  very  good  quarters  for  the  married 
men;  but  where  the  infantry  huts, 
wbioh  have  to  accommodate  a  very  large 
number  of  men,  are  of  a  very  inferior 
description.  They  were  built,  1  believe, 
litefore  or  during  the  progress  of  the 
Orimean  war,  for  the  reception  of  the 
Belgian  Legion,  and  were  only  in- 
t^ded.to  last  a  short  time,  being  made 
of  wood ;  but  from  that  day  to  this  they 
have  never  been  properly  reconstructed, 
thoup;h,  no  doubt,  the  espense  of  merely 
repairing  them  has  been  enormous.  I 
•jncerely  hope  that  Colchester  will 
not  be  forgotten  when  the  time  comes 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  carry  out  his  plans. 
OoLoNBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  I 
am  glad  to  see  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  present,  for  he  was  one 
of  the  most  regular  attendants  at  the 
Oommittee  on  the  Army  Estimates,  pre- 
sided over  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Paddington.  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  stated  on  the  question  of 
guns,  that  there  were,  besides  the 
Qovemment  Departments,  three  large 
factories,  which  supplied  those  guns, 
and  four  large  firms  which  supplied 
the  steel  of  which  those  guns  were 
made.  Could  the  names  of  those  firms 
be  supplied  to  us^  and  could  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  announce  to  us  on 
^at  principle  those  factories  have  been 
«!8lected  ?  I  think  it  will  be  in  the  re- 
OOileotion  of  the  Financial  Secretary 
that  in  the  debate  which  we  had  last 
year  I  said  that  all  this  raw 
material  should  be  put  up  to 
open  contract  as  far  as  possible. 
I  do  not  complaio  of  guns — or  parts  of 
guns— being  put  out  to  private  business 
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firms;  but  I  think  it  would  be  wall  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  throw  these 
contracts  opon  to  pnblio  competitiooy  m 
that  any  one  who  likes  may  coma  for- 
ward. It  is  extremely  neceaeary  that 
manufacturers  should  be  enoooraged 
when  a  new  system  of  manufacture  is 
about  to  be  entered  upon ;  but  yeiy 
great  care  should  be  taken  in  deciding 
what  firms  should  be  encouraged,  and 
the  amount  of  orders  to  be  given  out 
ought  to  be  definitely  stated.  If  not» 
considerable  trouble  is  likely  to  arise. 
I  remember  that  about  seven  or  eight 
years  ago  the  then  Secretary  of  Stats 
for  War  entered  into  arrangements  with 
certain  manufacturers  for  the  aupply  of 
steel  for  Woolwich  A.rsenal,  and  he  gave 
encouragement  to  certain  men.  I  pointed 
out  what  a  dangerous  course  he  was 
entering  on,  and  the  results  justified  my 
warning,  for  there  subsequently  appeared 
to  be  an  uncertainty  as  to  who  had 
actually  been  encouraged  to  put  up  new 
machinery,  and  subsequently  the  Secie- 
tary  for  War  pleaded  in  this  House  that 
he  was,  in  consequence  oi  the 
claims  of  these  firms,  obliged  to 
give  them  contracts.  I  think  the 
present  Secretary  for  War  should, 
therefore,  be  very  careful  whom  he 
encourages  to  put  up  maohineiy 
for  the  production  of  these  guns,  and  he 
should  make  it  clear  to  them  what 
amount  of  orders  firms  putting  up 
machinery  are  likely  to  have,  so  that 
they  may  re-imburse  themselves,  and 
future  Secretaries  of  War  need  not  be 
hampered  by  their  claims.  I  oome  next 
to  the  question  of  the  inspection  of  war- 
like stores.  The  result,  the  Committee 
will  remember,  of  the  deliberations  of 
Lord  Morley's  Committee  was  to  institate 
a  fresh  system  of  inspection.  Now  the 
public  mind  has  been  much'  moved  of 
late  by  the  reports  as  to  bad  swords  and 
bad  bayonets.  But  I  never  paid  much 
attention  to  these  reports,  because  I  hold 
that  swords  and  bayonets  are  not  likely 
to  be  such  important  factors  in  the  battle 
fields  of  the  future  as  they  have  been  in 
those  of  the  past.  I  hold  that  the  pro- 
per construction  of  the  rifle  is  a  thousand 
times  more  important.  I  think  that  our 
present  system  of  inspection  is  dangerous. 
With  regard  to  the  inspection  of  warlike 
stores,  the  Secretary  of  State  informed 
me  some  time  ago  that  we  must  not 
hope  to  get  cheaper  stores,  on  aooountof 
the  system  of  inspection  whioh  has  betta 
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adopted ;  and  I  saw  in  a  paper  the  other 
day  that  considerable  con  fusion  has  been 
•caused  by  the  rejection  of  stores  by  the 
inspectors.     It  is  quite  possible  that  the 
irant  of  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the 
inspectors,    combined    with   too    much 
zeaJ,  may  lead  to   difficulties;    and,  of 
course,  if  inspectors  are  over  strict  and 
condemn  too  many  articles,  the  prices  of 
stores  will  run  up.     Bad  articles  should 
sot  be  passed,  but  there  is  a  danger  to 
be  guarded  against  in  the  other  direction, 
4Uid  I  think  the  authorities  should  see 
to    it    that   these    inspections   are   not 
earried     out     with     too     much    zeal. 
In  regard  to  the  field  guns  I  differ  from 
the   view   of   the   Director   General   of 
Artillery  as  to  the  necessity  of  getting 
new    batteries    complete,    with     guns, 
-carriages,  and  waggons  all  new,  when  a 
new  gun   is  adopted.     I  think  that  is 
doubtful  ecouomy  ;  and  I  hold  it  would 
be  sufficient  to  get  the  new  guns  and 
gun  carriages  as  quickly  as  possible, 
and    deal    with    the    question   of    the 
waggons  afterwards.     With  regard  to 
the  smaller,  but  nut  less  important,  ques- 
tion of  the  rifles,  I  think  the  Secretary 
-of  State  for  War  might  haye  given  a 
more  definite  stateineot.     For  instance, 
I  should  like  to  know  a  little  more  about 
the  allotment  of   orders    between  the 
iaotories  in  London  and   Birmingham. 
It  is  also  a  matter  of  enormous  import- 
4Uice  to  know  when  the  new  magazine 
rifles  will  be  turned  out.     Unless  they 
4ure  ready  quickly  there  is  something  in- 
•oonsequential    in    the   conduct  of    the 
Oovernment.    The  increase  in  the  Army 
and  Navy  Estimates  can  only  have  one 
meaning,  if  the  matter  be  judged  favour- 
4ibly   to    the    Ouvernment,    and    these 
•questions  I  do  not  regard  from  a  Party 
point  of  view.     It  does  not  mean  that 
the  Oovernment  is  thinking  of  war,  but 
that  Great  Britain's  preparations  can- 
not be  allowed  to  fall  too  far  behind 
thoae  of  other  Powers.     An  excellent 
pattern  has  been  adopted  for  the  new 
rifle— probably    the    best    in    Europe, 
because  it  is  the  last.     But,  as  far  as  I 
know,  not  a  single  rifle,  except  a  few 
/or  experiment,  has  yet  been  issued  to 
the  Amy.    France  has  dose  upon  half  a 
miUion  at  the  present    time,   and  the 
oAher  great  Powers  are  far  in  advance 
<Ji    ibglaiid    ]Q    this   matter.      What 
aa  the  nee,    thea,    of   inoreaainff   the 
Jbtiii|(itp|i»  if   the    prodnotion   of    the 
jB^lip  ia   KbgUnd    ia   ao   alow? 


I  hope  the  Secretary  for  War  will  give 
us  some  information  as  to  the  number  of 
rifles  likely   to   be  turned  out  in  the 
\  course  of  the  next  twelve  months,  for  I 
really  look  upon  this  as  a  question  of 
I  State  policy.     It  is  idle  to  urge  it  would 
j  be  indiscreet  to  give  such  information 
to  the  world,  because  the  power  of  pro- 
!  duction  of  the  factories  is  in  all  pro- 
bability, known  to  every  foreign  Oo- 
vernment.     Again,    the    Secretary    of 
State     for     War    has     touched    very 
doubtfully  on  the  question  of  smokeless 
I  powders,    and     has    said    that,    while 
;  undoubtedly  they  are  an  improvement 
\  in    many     respects,    the     Government 
intend     for   the    preseut      to      adhere 
to   the  ordinary  black  powder.     These 
chemical  powders,  which  are  smokeless, 
undoubtedly   produce    better  shooting, 
and    that    is  a    very   important  point. 
Scientific    witnesses    have    urged    that 
time  is  required  to   test   their  adapta- 
bility to   various   climates.     No  doubt 
I  time  would  be  the  best  test  to  apply ; 
but,  in    the  meanwhile  an  emergency 
might  arise  and  pass  before  the  question 
is  settled.     Surely  chemical  tests  could 
be  applied  which  would  approximately 
indicate  the  real  value  of  the  powders 
under    all    circumstances.      You   must 
anticipate   the   action   of  time,   and  I 
believe  chemists  could  tell  you    more 
as  to  the  reliability  of  these   powders 
in  different  climates.     I,  therefore,  trust 
that     the     Secretary     for     War     will 
reconsider  his  verdict  on  this  matter.     I 
now  come  to  the  question  of  the  per" 
nonnel  of  the  Army  and  that  of  the  Army 
Corps.      The    right    hon.    Qentleman 
the     Member     for     Bridgeton   congra- 
tulates   the     right      hon.     Gentleman 
the    Secretary     for   War     on     having 
said     very    little     about    the     Army 
Corps.     Well,   I  never  considered  this 
was  a  pressing  question,  but  it  is  mixed 
up  with  the  question   of  efficiency.     In 
my  opinion,  it  is  very  doubtful   if  the 
Army  Corps  system  is  suitable  for  the 
British  Army.     It  is  to  the  interest  of 
the  military  party  to  insist  on  two  Army 
Corps,  because,  having  obtained  them, 
they  will  at  once  point  out  how  useless 
they  will  be  without  a  third.     I  do  not 
think  that  an  Army  Corps  organization 
ia   necessary  or  desirable  for  a  small 
Army,   like  that  of  Great  Britain,    of 
under  100,000  men.    I  admit  you  must 
have  Army  Corps  when  you  get  beyond 
a  certain  number  of  men;  but  I  am 
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Uft  Wftr  luu  t<€n  to>  mmth  tt  di* 
of  bu  ppgf (?MiiQ«  ■!  Admen  m 
with  tKi«  owttcr :  for,  u  I  haewm  ^ix^mdj 
poiBted  OQt,  th«j  prefer  tii«  tTitsm  fo^ 
rettfloiu  of  tiictr  ovii.  I  with,  th* : 
Xmrj  fA  Sute  for  Wftr  had  aodeed 
little  toat%  the  qoeetkyn  of  the 
serrcd  oat  to  the  e&jdien.  We  had  the 
sabjeet  before  the  Committee  of  the 
aoble  I>>td  the  Member  for  Peddiogton 
(Lord  B.  ChnrchiJl^  but  jccr.  and  it 
leemed  to  be  gtnenllj  agreed  that  the 
rationa  were  ixuafBcient,  asd  it  waa 
wtMied^  at  the  same  time,  that  the  ac^ier 
would  not  bear  anj  redaction  from  hie 
Mj  in  order  to  giro  him  better  rations. 
There  haa  been  Uiia  jear  a  falling  off  in 
recmiting,  which  ia  to  be  rerj  moeh 
regretted^  although  we  cannot,  of 
conrae,  regret  the  caoae  of  it, 
which  is,  of  course,  the  great 
improrement  which  has  taken  place 
in  the  trade  of  the  countrj.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  difficulty  as  to  recruiting  can 
onlj  be  got  orer  by  improring  the  con- 
dition of  the  men,  and  one  of  the  most 
essential  improvements  to  be  effected  is 
in  the  matter  of  rations.  No  doubt  at 
present  there  is  a  large  amount  of  crimi- 
nality amongst  the  soldiers,  and  the  cha- 
racter of  the  troops  in  many  cases  requires 
a  large  number  of  men  to  be  told  off  for 
guard  duty,  being  in  that  way  kept  away 
from  instruction  in  drill.  I  do  not  believe 
in  the  allegation  once  made  by  an  officer 
that  one-half  of  Her  Majesty's  Army  is 
occupied  in  keeping  the  other  half  in  the 
ffuardroom,  but  no  doubt  there  is  an 
improvement  to  be  effected  in  the 
oharscter  of  the  men,  and  I  hold  that  if 
you  make  the  condition  of  the  men  better, 
and  improve  the  rations  and  pav,  you 
will  raise  the  character  of  your  soldiers, 
and  it  will  become  then  a  punishment 
instead  of  a  reward  for  misconduct  to 
turn  a  man  out  of  the  army.  A  very 
vexed  question  was  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the 
Bridgeton  Division  of  Olasgow  (Sir  O. 
Trevelyan)  in  regard  to  the  Indian  Army, 
and  I  think  his  general  argument  was, 
in  the  main,  extremely  sound.  I 
perfectly  ag^roe  that  the  Army  at  home 
should  not  be  regarded  merely  as  a 
gigantic  deput  for  the  Indian  Army.  The 
more  you  divide  Her  Majesty's  forces 
into  an  Indian  Army  and  Colonial  Army 
on  the  one  hand,  and  a  home  Army  on 
the  other,  the  more  efficient  will  your 

Colon  $1  Nolan 


do    ax 

Colonies  —  though,  of 
evil  is  to  be  avoided  of  ^"^^^^y  fha 
men  off  froot  "Pnglaiid  aifeogntkar,  and 
tearhiag  them  to  forgei  dieir  conieetiaB 
with  the  home  army.  Bnt  I  do  think 
the  aerriee  wonld  be  vastly  impioied  if 
a  seedier  eooid  say  '^  I  am  enhstiny  for 
two  or  three  years'  serviee  at  home,  in  a 
particular  cooaty ;  I  can  almoeC  ehooaa 
the  town  I  shaU  be  in ;  and  at  tita 
expiration  of  two  or  three  yeara  1  can 
leave  and  join  the  Indian  Armj,  if  I 
like."  That  would  be  a  much  better 
system  than  the  preeent,  and  it  woold, 
I  am  sore,  prove  attractive  to  the  men 
if  they  eoold  enlist  three  yeara  in  the 
infantry,  and  a  little  more  in  the  cavahj 
and  artillery,  knowing  that  they  woold 
not  be  compelled  to  go  to  India  or  the 
Coloniea,  except  in  a  case  of  emergenej. 
Another  matter  on  which  I  feel  atronglj, 
is  this :  I  think  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  do  everything  in  his  power  U> 
try  and  increase  the  Keaervea,  this  beings 
a  point  on  which  continental  armies  axe 
so  much  superior  to  our  own.  Our 
present  system  springs  in  a  g^reat 
measure  from  the  necessity  of  sending 
men  to  the  Colonies  and  to  India,  and 
in  order  to  do  that  you  have  to  enlist 
your  men  for  seven  years.  There  is  an 
exception  to  that  role,  and  that  is  in 
the  case  of  the  Guardsmen,  who  are 
only  enlisted  for  three  years.  No  doubt 
their  Reserves  are  in  a  much  more 
satisfactory  state  than  the  Beservea  of 
the  line  regiments.  If  you  enlist  men 
for  three  years  and  allow  them  to  go  to 
the  Colonies  or  to  India,  if  they  like, 
afterwards,  you  might  run  up  your 
Beserves  ve^y  much.  You  might  run 
them  up  from  25  per  cent  of  your 
Army  to  100  per  cent,  a  number 
which  I  believe  it  perfectly  possible 
to  obtain.  This  I  hold  to  be  one 
of  the  most  important  questions  in 
connection  with  the  personnei  of  the 
Army.  It  takes  very  little  time  to 
educate  a  man  to  fight,  and,  therefore,  I 
am  in  favour  of  short  service  enlistments 
It  is  true  it  takes  a  man  a  long  time  to 
learn  to  ride  a  horse,  but  to  teach  him 
to  fire  a  gun  and  get  from  column  to 
open  order  and  back  again  is  a  thins 
which  can  be  done  in  a  few  weeks.  Cn 
course  I  do  not  allude  to  maldnflr  a  man 
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a  smart  soldier,  teaching  him  to  trim  and 
dress  and  bear  himself  weU  in  barracks, 
and  so  on ;  but  these  things,  although 
they  are  the  pride  of  officers,  are  not  re- 
quired in  actual  warfare.  What  a  soldier 
actually  wants  to  know  to  be  an  efficient 
fighting  man  is  very  little.  I  say,  cut 
down  the  time  for  which  you  enlist  the 
men.  If  you  do  not  adopt  the  German 
system,  at  any  rate  cut  the  time  down 
to  two  or  three  years,  in  the  manner  of 
the  French  system. 

Gknebal  FRASER  (Lambeth,  N.):  I 
regard  this  subject  as  one  of  vital  im- 
portance. Two  years  back  an  appeal 
was  made  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  of  the  present  Government  to 
abstain  from  crippling  the  Eoyal  Horse 
Artillery.  This  question  was  in  every 
soldier's  heart  and  on  every  soldier's  lip. 
We  wanted  to  know  whether  the  highest 
military  authority  we  have — namely,  the 
Commander-in-Chief — approved  of  the 
reduction  which  had  taken  place  in  this 
force;  but  the  etiquette  of  the  Army,  its 
sense  of  discipline,  and  the  respect  felt 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  prevented  any  of  us  from 
asking  a  question  on  the  point.  How- 
ever, we  now  have  the  answerof  his  Eoyal 
Highness  given  before  the  Committee 
on  Military  EsUmates  last  year,  and  for 
fear  of  making  a  mistake  I  will  read  his 
statement  word  for  word.  His  Boyal 
Highness  said : 

<*  As  to  the  Hor»e  AHiUery,  I  think  it  very 
desirablt  that  they  should  be  restored  to  their 
full  strength.*' 

Now,  after  the  reductions  carried  out  last 
year  nine  batteries  only  of  the  Eoyal 
Horse  Artillery  remained  on  the  strength 
of  the  Home  establishment,  and  they 
were  all  attenuated  batteries^rai/rM. 
We  had  to  bow  to  the  action  of  the 
authorities ;  but  we  relied  to  a  great  ex- 
tent upon  the  words  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  two  years  back  this  week.  On  the 
14th  of  March,  1887,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  speaking  in  this  House, 
said  : 

"  Our  object  is  to  hare  no  longer  a  large 
proportion  of  attenuated  batteries.  We  hope 
to  have  a  few  organized  in  the  most  effeotive 
manner,  ready  to  be  produced  whenever  they 
arc  wanted." 

How^  grand  and  hopeful  was  this 
promise,  and  yet  to-day,  after  the  lapse 
of  upwards  of  a  year,  not  one  man — not 
one  horse— has  been  given  to  any  one  of 


these  nine  batteries  to  raise  them  from 
their  state  of  attenuation  and  prostration. 
With  regard  to  reserves,  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  in  his  evidence  said : 

'*  The  artillery  is  a  very  delicate  arm,  and  I 
certainly  should  not  have  confidence  in  a  hone 
artilleryman  after  he  has  been  away  a  year." 

And,  further,  His  Eoyal  Highness 
said : 

"  I  think  that  the  cavalry  and  artillery  should 
be  kept  at  the  fullest  strength  at  which  they 
can  be  maintained." 

While   other  countries    are  increasing 
their  mobile  artillery,  we  are  decreasing 
this  arm.     I  will  not  trouble  the  House 
by  repeating  the  evidence  brought  for- 
ward two  years  ago  as  to  the  absolute 
necessity  of  a  mobile  artillery,  but  resist- 
less evidence  has  been  adduced  from  in- 
cidents in  history  and  from  the  opinions 
of   tne     most    distinguished    and   ex- 
perienced   soldiers    in    European    and 
Indian   warfare    proving  the  absolute 
necessity  for  an  adequate  force  of  horse 
artillery — evidence  that  shows  that  this 
arm,  by  its  extreme  mobility,  can  turn 
the  tide  of  battle,  and  that  an  army  in  an 
open  country  without  horse  artillery  and 
cavalry  is  impotent ;  that  its  troops  will 
have      no     rest    by    night    or     day, 
and    that    its     leaders,    however    in- 
trepid,    will     command   without    con- 
fidence      or      prospect      of      success. 
I  do  earnestly  hope  that  the  request  of 
His  Eoyal  Highness  will  be  attended 
to.      As  an  old  soldier,  I  must  say   I 
was  deeply  grieved  to   hear  from  the 
opposite  benches  the  remarks  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glas- 
gow (Sir  G.  Trevelyan),  although  I  have 
no  doubt  he  considered  them  just  and 
right.      The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ig- 
nored   the  shabby  way  in   which  the 
country    has    behaved    to    its   officers. 
There     are     hundreds    of    men     who 
staked  their  fortune  in  the  army — who 
put  all  they  had  in  the  hands  of  the 
Gh>vemment,  the   Government  keeping 
the  money.     I  hope  the  present  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  recognise  fully  that 
the  country  is  indebted  to  its  officers 
— to  many  of  them  to  the  extent  of 
£4,000.      Many    young    officers    have 
complained  that  the  Government  have 
got  the  £900  they  received  from  them 
and     yet     other     officers    who     had 
paid  nothing  were  running  up  side  by 
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tjutt  it  4;/i  fi/^  i^'^  fartLiT,  I  r«gr«c 
i^MM  ihinpt  thikZ  hst  did  zfA  wmj,  I  n- 
grH  ihMt  th*,  ri^t  hf/a,  G^mtUman  did 
ft/H  tfjrfffdtdl  what  I  h«d  :&t«od^  to  mj 
ImJ  I  IxMib  *>/!<»  to  bring  <«  mj  lf<>tion 
4MI  gc«ag  loto  CV/mnitte^.  IIofw^&tct,  tb« 
figfct  h^/o.  hurouH  the  M«ab«r  or 
tti4  hridfftfUfwn  IHwi^ti^m  of  Olasgow 
^Hjr  <i^trg*i  Ir^rtAjuu^  forMtoUed  a 
IJprMt  d^a)  of  irhat  I  had  iot^mded  to  saj, 
a«  alii#^^  did  ih<»  hoo.  Oeotleman  the ', 
M*ftn\Hir  tor  Ij^WfnUr  ^Mr,  Vittm,.  I  j 
^laniro  to  MtjpfK/rt  th#>  Ameodment  of  the 
)um,  'Mhtuhhr  i*fT  Jjhicjftdhv,  though  I 
am  not  utir^  that  I  ^hall  do  it  on  the 
•airi<»  grounds  that  he  proponed  it.  1 1 
mm  not  r/no  of  thowo  who  feel  quite  easy  ' 
ahout  our  prfment  potiition,  and  I  am 
<m0  of  thowo  who  boliere  that  we  are  by 
no  rnffanM  nnfo  from  in?a«ion,  I  am 
▼ftry  rnu<'h  u  mnn  of  poace;  and  I  hope 
that  nhoiiM  thnro  in  iho  future  be  great 
warn  in  Kiiropif  wo  Mhnll  not  bo  involved 
in  them.  On  the  other  hand,  however, 
i  oannot  dteguina  from  mytelf  that  we 
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!>l£jr  I  saiak  sagy  wJI  ptohahly 

o«  fe»  mijcki«d     Wa  ava 

rhhflczt  tik«&.     I  an  af 

that  we  ahoold  pro'vide  for  dcCeaea  at 

hone,  which  is  a  primaij  ohjwcf, 

thaa  provide    for    the  dafeaca  of 

Colimiea,  wh;ch  is  a  eeeoi 

ration.     As  regards  oar  feieiga 

•ions,  my  belief  is  that  our  sdf-goiani- 

ing  Colonies  are  now  pretty  wdl  aUa  to 

defend  tfaemselvea.     India  eaa  doted 

herself,  with  certain  recipgncal  aaiiit 

anoe  between  herself  and  this  oountry ; 

and,  as    I    say,    with    regard    to    the 

Colonies,  though  I  do  not  deprecate  oar 
possession  of  them,  I  do  not|  I 
must  say,  regard  our  oonnectioii 
with  them  as  vital  to  oar  strength. 
The  principal  object  of  the  Motion Ipnt 
on  the  Paper  is  to  urge  that  we  shoold 
have  a  complete  plan  for  the  de- 
fence of  these  islands.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Bridgaton 
DiviHion  said  that  we  want  a  scheme 
which  shall  combine  the  Army,  Militia, 
Volunteers,  and  all  our  Forces ;  bat  I 
want  to  combine  not  only  the  land,  bat 
the  naval  and  coast  defences.    The  next 
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propoaition  I  wish  to  submit  is  that, 
under  the  present  conditions  of  seryice, 
no  regular  Army  which  we  can  have  is 
sufficient  for  the  defence  of  these  islands. 
The  Secretary  of  State  hopes  to  be  able 
to  put  in  these  Islands  a  regular  Force 
of  80,000  men.  I  apprehend  that  in- 
cludes Ireland ;  if  it  does,  the  force  for 
the  defence  of  Great  Britain  is  greatly 
diminished.  Then  the  Secretary  of 
State  gave  his  reasons  why  the  Army 
Reserve  is  oot  a  force  easily  available. 
He  told  us  how  unwilling  employers  are 
to  let  their  men  go ;  indeed,  1  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proved  the  case 
that  the  Army  Heserve,  as  it  stands,  is 
not  a  force  on  which  we  can  rely.  I  do 
not  think  we  shall  ever  be  secure  in 
these  Islands  until  we  have  a  thoroughly 
reliable  citizen  force.  There  is  another 
proposition  I  have  to  submit,  and 
it  is  that  the  system  of  armed 
citizens  to  defend  our  homes  is  the 
greatest  possible  security  for  peace. 
The  Hegular  Services  are  always  crying 
out  for  war  and  for  aggressive  policy. 
("No,  no!")  Well,  perhaps  I  am 
wrong.  I  admit  that  there  are  many 
sensible  men  in  the  Army  and  Navy, 
many  men  who,  having  seen  service, 
would  be  the  last  to  precipitate  war. 
But  there  is  among  younger  men  in  both 
services  a  spirit  encouraged  by  popular 
feeling  in  favour  of  war.  But  in  the 
case  of  a  citizen  army,  people  do  not  like 
to  see  their  husbands,  sons,  and  lovers 
sent  out  to  risk  their  lives.  We  have  a 
Volunteer  Army  of  which  we  may  be 
proud,  and  a  Militia  which  in  many  re- 
spects is  efficient ;  but  there  is  no  suffi- 
cient organization  and  combination  of 
these  forces  with  the  Regular  Army  so 
as  to  be  able  to  meet  a  sudden  iovasioo. 
According  to  the  statement  and  speech 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  there  is  af  ailing 
off  in  the  Militia  and  Volunteers,  and  I 
camnot  see  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  suggested  anything  sufficient.  The 
Volunteers  ought  to  be  treated  more 
liberally.  I  hear  on  all  sides  that  the 
officers  of  Volunteers  are  not  able  to 
keep  up  the  force,  though  they  spent 
large  sums  on  it  out  of  their  own  means. 
It  is  very  unreasonable  to  expect  them 
to  do  BO.  With  regard  to  our  coast  de- 
fences, the  Secretary  of  State  has  not 
put  the  subject  in  a  sufficiently  promi- 
nent shape  before  the  Committee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  Committee 


that  arrangements  have  been  made  lor 
garrisoning  the  ports ;  but  what  pvo- 
vision  has  been  made  for  the  geaeral 
coast  defence  of  the  kingdom  I  do  not 
know.  Kirkcaldy,  the  oonstitUAncy 
which  I  represent,  is  one  of  the  most 
exposed  in  the  country,  and  I 
should  like  to  know  what  prepa- 
rations has  been  made  for  its  defenoe. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
tell  us  what  he  means  whan  he  says  he 
proposes  to  assist  those  localities  which 
assist  themselves.  The  town  of  Kirk- 
caldy has  assisted  itself  as  largely  as  it 
could  be  expected  to  do.  The  people 
have  not  only  a  good  show  of  Rifle 
Volunteers,  but  also  of  Artillery  Volun- 
teers. In  addition, 'the  county  of  Fife 
has  a  very  large  and  efficient  force  of 
Artillery  Volunteers.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  Secretary  of  State  may 
be  prepared  to  give  us  sufficient  guns  to 
destroy  any  cruisers  which  may  come  to 
blow  us  to  pieces.  At  present  there  are 
in  Kirkcaldy  only  a  few  guns,  not  more 
formidable  than  pop-guns,  while  the 
.garrison  only  consists  of  three  men. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  question  of 
Colonial  contribution,  the  Secretary  of 
State  proposes,  according  to  the  state- 
ment he  has  circulated,  that  there  should 
be  an  additional  contribution  of  £30,000. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  Colonies 
have  been  treated  with  such  indulgence 
that  they  will  try  to  evade  the  payment 
of  every  farthing  you  propose  to  put 
upon  them.  Malta  may  be  a  very 
important  station,  but  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  we  should  not  be  better  with- 
out it ;  at  any  rate,  its  possession  is  not 
at  all  so  important  as  our  home  defence. 
The  contribution  from  the  Colonies  is 
miserably  inadequate.  I  find  that  in 
the  Colonies,  exclusive  of  Egypt, 
we  maintain  30,640  men,  at  a  cost  of 
£1,986,352.  In  addition,  there  it  the 
cost  of  arms,  ammunition,  barracks, 
sea  transport,  and  the  non-effective 
Services.  In  reality,  the  real  oott 
of  the  30,000  men  is  nearly  £4,000,000 
a  year,  What  is  the  contribution  of 
the  Colonies  towards  this  sum  ?  At 
present  it  is  £114,000;  if  you  get  the 
proposed  addition  it  will  only  be 
£144,000.  I  say  that  this  is  miserably 
inadequate.  I  protest  against  treating 
the  Colonies  with  the  excessive  iaduf 
genoe  accorded  to  them.  I  do  not  see 
whj  rieh  Oulonies  alMMild  beaefil  by  tbe 
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protection  of  this  ooantry,  and  praoti- 
oallj  pay  nothing  for  it.  Newfoundland, 
Bermuda,  Halifax,  the  West  India 
Islands,  contribute  nothing,  neither  does 
Cape  Colony.  Natal  pays  £4,000 ; 
Mauritius  formerly  paid  £18,000,  but 
now  only  pays  £15,000;  Ceylon  used  to 
pay  £43,000;  it  now  pays  £34,000. 
The  Straits  Settlements  pay  £35,000, 
instead  of  £44,000  as  formerly.  I 
think  these  facts  justify  me  in 
saying  that  the  mother  country  is 
not  being  treated  fairly  in  this  matter. 
Now  there  is  one  other  very  important 
question  which  has  not  been  touched 
upon  in  this  debate,  and  that  is,  the 
utilization  of  the  non-effective  force.  I 
want  to  see  a  large  portion  of  the  non- 
effective force  available  for  the  citizen 
army  which  I  wish  to  see  organized. 
Enormous  expense  is  incurred  by  the  pro- 
vision of  retiring  allowances  for  officers 
who  are  comparatively  young  men.  I 
do  not  by  any  means  grudge  the  retiring 
allowances,  if,  at  the  same  time,  the 
officers  are  utilized  in  connection  with  the 
citizen  army.  It  is  notorious  that  we 
have  not  a  sufficient  supply  of  officers 
for  the  Militia  and  the  Volunteers,  and, 
therefore,  I  believe  that  by  the  intro- 
duction of  a  judicious  system  those 
officers  who  will  willingly  engage  in  serv- 
.ing  their  country  in  this  way  may  be  util- 
ized. I  hope  something  will  be  done  to 
make  an  arrangement  of  this  kind. 
Just  one  word  with  regard  to  a  question 
which  has  already  been  mentioned  in 
the  debate— namely,  the  great  necessity 
which  exists  for  dividing  the  Army  into 
a  real  short  service  Army  and  a  real  long 
service  Army.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
B^C»08tion  that  a  separate  Army  for 
India  i%  desirable;  there  are  great 
dangers  in  having  a  European  Army  for 
India  alone  ;  but  I  certainly  desire  two 
classes  of  soldiers — one  which  does  not 
wish  to  go  abroad,  but  which  is  anxious 
to  perform  military  along  with  civilian 
duties,  and  another  class  which  will 
make  soldiering  a  profession.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  made  a  serious 
beginning  in  that  direction,  and  I  am 
somewhat  disappointed  that  nothing  is 
said  on  the  subject  in  the  present  state- 
ment of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
I  am  sure  that  is  the  way  in  which  to 
make  the  Army  fitted  to  meet  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  country.    I  heartily  agree 

Sir  Oearge  Campbell 


with'what  has  been  said  as  to  th«  nsoM- 
sity  of  providing  better  barraoka.  ^Wha 
I  compare  the  barracks  proTided  in  tUi 
rich  country  with  those  prorided  iai 
poor  country  like  Switzerland,  I  ta 
ashamed  of  England  in  this  respeet  Ai 
to  the  Horse  Artillery,  I  entirely  dis- 
agree with  the  hon.  and  galltai 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Hampshift 
(Sir  F.  Fitz  Wygram).  I  haye  atways 
thought  the  Horse  Artillery  a  most  sx- 

Eensive  force,  and  I  am  very  glad  it  has 
een  reduced.  I  have  nothing  more  to 
say  except  that  I  hope  we  ahall  havt 
from  the  Government  some  atatement  ss 
to  what  they  propose  to  do  with  r^giil 
to  the  defence  of  these  ialcoida.  Holding 
the  views  I  do  I  must  Tote  for  tfas 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leicester  (Mr.  Picton). 

Tbb  FINANCIAL  8E0RETAEY 
TO  THE  WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Brodrick,  Surrey) :  The  hon.  Gsa* 
tleman  the  Member  for  Kirkaldy  took  a 
very  comprehensive  view  of  the  requirt- 
ments  of  the  country,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  protested  vigorously  against 
any  increase  of  thd  Oolouial  forces.  I 
do  not  gather  whether  he  meant  that 
the  (Colonies  should  look  after  them- 
selves. 

Sir  O.  CAMPBELL :     To   a  reasoa- 

able  extent. 

Mh.  BRODRICK:  The  hon.  Qentle- 
man considers  that  the  Colonies  are  not 
vital  to  us,  and  that  their  oontributioiM 
are  miserably  inadequate.  In  short,  he 
led  us  to  understand  that  in  his  opinioa 
it  would  be  better  if  we  looked  after 
our  own  affairs  and  left  the  Oolonies  to 
look  after  theirs.  I  think  the  hoo. 
Gentleman  was  a  party  to  the  expendi- 
ture on  the  coaling  stations  in  whidi 
the  House  of  Commons  entered  nnaai- 
mously  two  or  three  years  ago.  I  do  not 
think  any  policy  could  be  more  ridioa- 

lous  than  that  of  providing  armameiUs 
and  fortifications  and  not  providing  men 
to  serve  them.  The  hon.  GenUemaa 
regretted  that  there  was  a  reduction  in 
the  Militia  and  VolunteerSy  but  snrefy 
he  did  not  notice  that  the  Yolunteen, 
having  come  under  a  different  standard 
of  efficiency,  are  stronger  in  evstf 
particular  than  hitherto. 
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Sir  O.  CAMPBELL :  There  is  a  large 
decrease  in  the  number  of  efficients. 

Mb.  BBODBIOE  :  The  decrease  is 
aomething  like  3,000  in  225,000,  and 
the  men  are  forced  to  make  a  certain 
number  of  points  in  shooting.  I  think 
it  is  necessary  that  hon.  Members 
who  are  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Committee  at  length  on 
military  subjects  should  recognise  the 
conditions  under  which  military  effi- 
deney  is  to  be  gauged.  When  hon. 
Members  talk  of  a  great  decrease  of 
Volunteers,  they  ought  to  recognise  that 
if  we  fix  a  rery  much  higher  standard  of 
efficiency,  and  the  Volunteers  attain  it 
o  the  extent  of  something  like  97  per 
cent,  there  is  really  an  increase  of 
strength  and  not  a  decrease.  It  is  only 
due  to  the  Volunteers  to  make  this 
remark,  because  the  way  in  which  they 
haye  responded  to  the  call  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
is  one  which  reflects  the  greatest  credit 
on  the  Force.  The  hon.  Gentleman  refer- 
ring to  the  statement  that  there  will  be 

80,000  men  available  for  garrison  duty, 
asked  how  we    shall  provide  for  the 

Sirrisoning  of  Ireland.  The  hon. 
ember  will  be  surprised  to  hear  that 
the  garrisoning  of  Ireland  has  been  pro- 
vided for  without  counting  on  the 
80,000.  If  the  hon.  Member,  instead 
of  limiting  his  attention  to  the  defence 
of  Kirkcaldy,  were  to  carry  it  a  litUe 
further  south  and  west,  and  notice  the 
city  of  Edinburgh  meeting  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  half  way  by  providing 
the  land  for  fortifications ;  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  provided  the  guns,  he 
would  be  doing  very  good  service  to  the 
town  of  Kirkcaldy  as  well  as  to  the 
Firth  of  Forth.  Nothing  is  more  im- 
portant than  that  the  different  localities 
should  do  something  for  themselves. 
The  hon.  Member  does  not  see  things 
in  the  light  we  do.  Does  he  want  all 
ports  to  be  made  military  ports,  like 
I^ortsmouth  ? 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL:  No.  I  only 
meant  to  say  the  offer  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  liberal  enough ;  they 
have  not  met  the  ports  half  way. 
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Mb.  BBODBICK:  I  do  not  know 
what  the  hon.  Member  would  consider 
half  way.  The  towns  have  gone  no 
distance  at  all. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL :  More  than  the 
Government. 

I     Mb.  BBODBICK:   The  Government 
offer  to  find  works  and  guns  if  the  town 
will  find  the  land  on  which  the  guns 
are  to  be  placed ;  and  this,  I  think,  is  as 
far  as  the  House  of  Commons  can  be 
expected  to  go.    Then  I  pass  to  the 
extremely    interesting    speech    of    the 
hon.    and    gallant    Member    for    Gal- 
way   (Colonel    Nolan).     He    spoke  at 
some    length  on    the   provision  made 
for     guns;      and      asked      us      what 
promises   or    pledges   we    had    given 
to  contractors  to  induce  them  to  supply 
guns  within  a  definite  time,  and  he  ex- 
pressed his  preference  for  definite  orders, 
instead  of  indefinite  pledges,  such  as 
were  given,  I  believe,  by  Mr.  Brand 
under  the  Government  of   1884.     He 
will  be  glad  to  hear  that  the  contracts 
we  propose  to  give  will  be  definite  con- 
tracts.   It  would  be  useless  to  expect 
the  putting  up  of  expensive  machinery 
by  indefinite  promises  of  employment. 
They  will  be  definite    orders,   as  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  fiandolph  Churchill) 
was  informed  an  hour  or  two  ago,  to  fill 
the  requirements  of  the  Navy,  as  fore- 
shadowed in  the   speech  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.    We  see  our 
way    to    giving   these    contracts     for 
adequate  performance  within  the  speci- 
fied time ;    but   the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  will  excuse  me  if  I  do  not  go 
absolutely  into  this  question ;  it  is  better 
that  this  should  not  be  pressed  just  now. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  asked 
for  open  competition— open  competition 
in  the  matter  of  big  guns.    Now,  I  am 
sure  those  who  have  had  any  experience 
at  the  War  Office  will  know  the  nsk  we 
should  undergo  in  anything  of  the  kind, 
and  will  have  in  mind  the  enormous 
issues  at  stake;  but  we  have  gone  as 
far  as  we  can  to  ascertain  the  number 
ol  firms  who  could  compete,  their  terms, 
and  what  their  requirements  are.    And 
upon  this  information  my  right  hon. 
iriend  will  found  satisfactory  oontraots. 
Then  there  were  several  questions  put 
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Uuie   pi4i';*:         \^  ''i      w*     trttv*.    «rv»?.'7   1I<>1»»: 

fo««.    til*    h-fjjitl    A"i.r    O'y'i.f ;.:::*>*:     bu* 

JiO«     t?V<'f  \    Jjj'j.r      It-    fifiii'ivirf        til*-    Qt- 
u&rtiLLeiiU   it'.   >jjLL-i'     ir.LiC    a:  yjiruiiUf^' 

^'j*}ij}t'y,:     NO  J- A.N       Jdow    UibTv   will 


aL  vituxL  ijue 


Iirivtti'e  urub.  Hue:  I  nurr  abx  thai  if  IR 
'.'!&:.  ir^:  ncr  oii«:  Fhi^rie  t-n fng^  w€-  asel 
f!  III.  :a€-  Vxii:ed  Ejo^dom.  w«  ^vonid 
ruLuit-e-T  jireier  ic  ^mt  it  them  tfan 
iroiL  aTiroad.  St-  ikr  ae  tiiis  bwoA 
ixiciusiry  caL  txr  developed  in  Qmt 
JiirixiL  F  «r  fiiiaL  iofie  no  oppartimx^  of 
duiii^'  our  uixuob:  to  promote  it.  !&«» 
it  oL'r  otiier  quesdozi  wfaich  lias  Imbb 
toucbed  uji'jn  by  the  noble  Jjiffd  'tibB 
hUemu^T  fur  HanqMlim  iTjHuuut 
Wolmer ..  He  spoke  whh  ^rraftt  kninv- 
ied|^^  '.'i  tiie  ATiiitia.  and  he  mad* 
f'jr  tii<;  JiiOiuf.  Arf.'.v  'J'jieir  order  wiiJ  bevenJ  rerr  raluable  Biig{;<esfioni. 
)^i-  frxtx:ut«9d  jjaraJiej  uitL  ouri:.  jioizitiLg"  out  how  in  hie  Tiew  the  loa 

<>jU)Vif.i.  K^jLAS  :  Jivw  Uiazjy  I'/r  in  the  Militia  coxzld  be  luwimad,  aai 
iiidiaV  HUirgested.   among    other    thingB,   tbt 

Mk.  J>K0J;J/J^'K  :  About  ^0.000.  localization  of  compamea.  He  showed 
'J'Wc  ifc  oK«$  fv.'irjt  i  muut  Lot  lor{^«ft ;  how  recruits  came  irom  oonntiyaad  tovn 
it  wa«  rttjof^d  by  th<r  hou.  Member  for  dititrictc,  and  of  the  latter  the  noUelAvd 
N«>rtti  liinij'itiyjiixiij  fMr.  Keuri'jk;.  He  ;  did  Lot  seem  to  entesiazn  a  "wmrj  liigk 
expreiMMid   ijJH   b<Wief  that  the  Govern-  I  opinion.     I  confees  there  »  gxvat  fom 


yemi  WijI    ot   jufcLuJb<;tf»tod   lor   Ufc   auc 


in«?ijt  wef<;  rather  more  inclined  to 
£av«>ur  (i*iniittny  than  Kn^^iaud  in  the 
uiattor  of  hword  mauufacture 

Mk.  HKSlilCK:  I  bimpJy  said  that 
tliat  was  the  JuiprcHnion  a^^rf^ad.  I  did 
uot  Hay  that  it  was  rny  own. 

IAh.  hliOUlilCK:  Hpeaking  from 
his  [Hiifitioii  and  from  hi*  trade  know- 
ledge, J  feel  that,  v/miin^  from  him,  it 
ii  a  |H)int  that  1  cannot  paan  over. 
There  i«  no  deHire  whatever  of  that 
kind,  and  if  the  hon.  Member  wantH 
iinythinK  elne  U)  dirtubuiie  him  of  that 
idea,  he  iian  only  to  turn  U)  the  KetimateB 
which  itri»  now  before  the  Houho,  and 
he  will  Kne  that  there  in  provision 
jnade  fur  a  ^reuL  inoreuHe  of  workmen 
and  expenditure  on  worku  jiropoHed  to  bo 
undortaknn  iit  Knlield  itna  liirmingham 
during  the  uitxt  lluanciiil  year.  At 
Kuflnld,  for  iuHtance,  it  is  propoHed  to 
make  an  iiioreuHn  from  '220,000  to 
li.'tO.OOO  un  that  arcount ;  find  at  Bir- 
niinffhum,  whero  the  hoii.  MtMuhor  has 
Hpoi'iitl  iiiti>rc<.st,  fmiu  tMiO.Odo  thin  year 
to  tift.noo  ill  the  i'tiiiiiii-^  your.  This  ia 
in  adiliti«>n  to  tht*  rontnint  given  to 
Mr  Mtiulil.  tif  Ibruun^^hain.  lie  has 
veoei\oil  an  nrilor  to  the  full  oxtont  of 
hin  owu  tc'udiU'  (or  I.'), 000  st^'ords  and 
bayouotH      III    bo    iK'liviMod,     I     think. 


J//    .'••'  .■.; 
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in  the  arguments  he  need,  sad  I  am 
quite  sure  the  Department  will  beraadj 
to  coueider  his  Buggeationa.  He  alto 
spoke  of  improving  the  Byatem  of 
ing,  and  foand  fault  with  the 
permanent  staff,  saying  that  the  relatiTa 
Huccecis  in  obtaining  effieiencj  was  not 
BufUciently  regarded.  It  is  a  miggestioa 
that  ought  to  be  considered,  and  if  it 
has  not  been  considered  it  miiBt  be  the 
fault  of  the  commanding  offieen;  Ihey 
have  only  themselves  to  blame.  Bnt^ 
of  course,  it  was  impossible  for  the  noble 
liord  to  bring  forward  definite  instaaoes. 
One  thing  I  can  say,  that  the  sole  reaaoD 
why  the  present  system  was  adopted  and 
maintained — that  of  taking  men  actually 
in  regiments  of  the  Line  and  sending 
them  to  serve  as  adjutants  in  the  Militia 
and  Uoserve  Forces — was  to  preserve  a 
class  midway  between  the  Army  and  the 
Reserve;  that  a  man  shoald  have  a 
stimulus,  and  not  conclude— because  his 
service  in  the  Army  was  expired — that 
no  more  would  be  heard  of  him,  bat 
that  lie  might  servo  in  the  Reserve  Force 
and  got  ])rouiotion.  I  have  no  doabt 
that  the  roiunrkH  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
will  bear  fruit  aftor  the  attention  which 
ho  haH  dircH'ted  to  the  subject.  Certainly, 
the  state  of  the  Militia  is  not  satisfaotoiy 


1473 


S^ipply — 


{Maxor  11,  1889} 


Army  JEitinmtei.        1474 


in  regard  to  numbers ;  but,  of  course, 
there  is  the  difficulty  alwajs  to  encounter 
that  recruiting  falls  off  when  employ- 
ment becomes  more  brisk.  My  nght 
hoD.  Friend  will  haye  no  objection  to 
consider  what  form  an  inquiry,  such  as 
that  suggested,  should  take.  Several 
other  points  have  been  raised,  upon 
which,  I  think,  I  need  not  now  dwell. 
In  regard  to  the  Amendment  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton), 
I  think  it  has  been  made  so  clear  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  that  the  sole  object 
of  the  increase  made  this  year  is  to  pro- 
vide efficient  forces  for  the  protection  of 
those  works  the  House  of  Ck^mmons  has 
already  sanctioned,  that  I  need  not  fur- 
ther detain  the  Committee  in  justification 
of  that. 

Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.) :    I  listened  with  interest 
and  pleasure  to  the  statement  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  I  must 
join  with  others  in  expressing  my  ad- 
miration of  the  activity,  energy,  inge- 
nuity, and  ability  with  which  he  and  the 
distinguished  officers  who   assist    him 
have,  so  far,  under  the  conditions  that 
were  imposed  upon  them,  developed  the 
military  resources  of  the  country.     But 
the  main  feature  of  the  Estimates  which 
arrests  most  attention   and   excites  no 
slight  degree  of  surprise  and  disappoint- 
ment is  the  proposal  to  increase  the  total 
expenditure  upon  the  Army  by  no  less 
than    £600,000.     At  a  time  when  the 
Government  are  recommending  a  large 
development  and  expansion  of  our  naval 
strength,  involving  a  heavy  burden  on 
the  taxpayer,  we  might  naturally  expect 
that  in  the  other  branch  of  warlike  ex- 
penditure there  would  have  been  promi- 
nently displayed  a  more  than   usually 
vigorous  effort  to  effect   savings  which 
would,  in  some  degree,  afford  compensa- 
tory relief.     That  surely  would  be  the 
course  taken  by  a  prudent  administrator 
under  ordinary  circumstances,   and  we 
anxiously  scrutinized  the  Estimates  to 
find     the     trace     of    such     an     effort. 
I  find  no  such  traces,  however,  but  on  the 
contrary,  the  most  prominent  feature  is 
this  increase  of  £600,000.     But  there  is 
more  than  this,  because  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,   and  in  a  quiet  and  casual 
way,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  informed 
the  House  that  this  was  not  the  whole 
Military  Budget,  and  that  there  were 
other  financial  proposals  of  an  alarming 


kind  which  the  Government  would  have 
to  submit  by-and-bye  to  the  House.    I 
agree  that  the  condition  of  much  of  our 
barrack  accommodation  is  deplorable; 
that  it  is  desirable  that  the  location  of  our 
troops  should  be  reconsidered ;  and  that 
they  should  be  concentrated  so  as  to  con- 
duce to  greater  economy  and  efficiency ; 
but  I  object  to  what  was  foreshadowed — 
namely,  that  the  work  will  be  effected  by 
means  of  a  loan,  and  I  maintain  that  the 
House  should   be  informed  now  what 
approximately  will  have  to  be  paid  for 
these  needed  reforms,  the  cost  of  which 
ought  to  be  provided  for  out  of  the  annual 
Estimates  and  not  by  means  of  a  loan. 
It  would  have  been  better  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  followed  the  exam- 
ple of  his  colleague  the  First  Lord,  and 
disclosed  the  whole  demand,  whether  it 
was  to  be  met  by  loan  or  by  the  taxation 
of  the  year.     There  is,  I  have  said,  little 
trace  of  saving  in  these  Estimates.    I  am 
well  aware,  from  personal  experience,  of 
the  enormous  difficulty  of  curbing  the  ex- 
penditure on  these  laudable  and  patriotic 
services,  and  as  long  as  the  system  and 
organization  of  the  Army  remains  as  at 
present  this  difficulty  will  continue.     I 
know  how  one  object  after  another  is 
urged  upon  the  Minister,  and  supported 
with  overwhelming  arguments   by  his 
professional  advisers,    and  it  is  almost 
impossible    to    say    which    should    be 
allowed    and    which    refused.      But    a 
limit   to    expenditure    must    be   found 
somewhere,  and  in  such  a  year  as  this 
that  limit  ought  to  be  applied  with  more 
rigour  than  usual.     Before  making  any 
general     observations    upon    military 
policy,  I  will  ask  the  Committee  to  con- 
sid«:^r  the  decreases  and  increases  shown 
in  the  Estimates.     In  the  statement  on 
page  3  of  the  Estimates  a  distinction  is 
drawn  between  those  which  are  auto- 
matic  and    those    which    are    due    to 
policy  and  administration.  The  decreases 
due  to  policy  are  set  down  at  £92,300 ; 
but  I  notice  one  of  theitem8i8£l4,200for 
Non-Effective    Services   in    India ;  but 
surely  that  is  automatic  and  in  no  way  due 
to  policy?  The  rest  of  the  reductions  are,  I 
am  bound  to  say,  of  a  satisfactory  charac- 
ter.    The  reduction  in   the   Army  Pay 
Department  is  a  matter  upon  which  Imaj 
specially  congratulate  my  hon.Friend  the 
Financial  Secretary.   The  establishment 
of  a  system  of  station  paymasters  is  an 
object  that  has  been  desired  for  twentjp 
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years.  1  hope  that  the  change  may  be 
carried  a  little  further,  and  that  these 
officers  may  be  interchangeable  with 
others  in  the  Aocoantant  General's  De- 
partment, 80  that  they  may  haye  experi- 
ence in  turn  in  discharging  pay  duties 
at  out  stations,  and  also  iti  administration 
at  headquarters.  The  increases  which 
are  due  to  changes  of  policy  and  adminis- 
tration amount  to  £612,000,  of  which 
the  increase  of  the  Army  accounts  for 
£100,000,  and  stores  for  £400,000.  I 
do  not  object  to  the  particular  addition 
to  the  Army  because  it  provides  Native 
Corps  and  Lascars  for  the  garrisoning  of 
coaling  stations.  But  the  £400,000 
increase  imder  the  head  of  stores  includes 
£342,000  for  guns,  carriages,  ammu- 
nition, and  small  arms,  and  it  will  be 
observed  by  looking  at  Vote  12  that  this 
increase  occurs  upon  an  expenditure,  for 
these  sub-heads,  of  £1,000,000,  which 
is  a  large  provision  to  begin  with. 
Without  saying  which  particular  item 
might  be  curtailed,  there  was  surely  here 
a  wide  field  for  that  squeezing  and  pres- 
sure by  which  alone  savings  can  be 
effected.  I  am  too  cautious  and  wily  to 
point  to  particular  services  that  might 
nave  been  reduced,  because  the  irre- 
futable arguments  which  have  already 
been  used  by  the  Military  Authorities 
for  the  purpose  of  convincing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  immediately  be 
advanced  for  my  discomfiture.  But  I 
point  to  these  large  sums  as,  at  least, 
offering  a  favourable  field  to  a  Minister 
anxious  to  make  economies  with  a  view 
to  meet  increases  in  other  directions. 
Speaking  of  what  formerly  took  place 
wnen  the  War  Office  Estimates  included 
a  provision  for  Navy  guns,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  it  was  a  scandal  when 
the  Admiralty  demand  was  cut  down  by 
the  War  Office,  and  this  had  been  put  an 
end  to.  It  may  have  been  a  bad  system, 
and  I  always  advocated  a  change ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  inaccurate 
in  speaking  of  the  Admiralty  claim  as 
being  cut  down  * '  by  the  War  Office ;  "  if 
it  was  reduced  it  was  with  the  assent  of 
the  First  Lord,  and  it  was  done  by  him 
and  the  War  Minister  conjointly.  Be- 
sides, so  long  as  the  War  Office  had  to 
bear  the  charge,  perhaps  the  Admiralty 
was  induced  to  make  demands  in  excess 
of  actual  requirements;  and  ''scandal" 
is  certainly  a  strong  term  to  apply 
And  now  a  word  or  two  on  another 

Mr,  CamphM'Bannerfnan 


knotty  point — the  supply  of  swordi. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  an 
order  given  to  Solingen  by  one  of  his 
predecessors,  and  I  believe  that  prede- 
cessor was  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. [BCr.  £.  Stakhopk:  I  said 
''  several."]  Well,  I  was  speaking  of 
the  latest,  and  if  I  recollect  rightly  what 
occurred  was,  that  Mr.  Mole  undertook 
to  make  a  certain  number  of  swords, 
and  the  order  for  the  remainder  that 
were  required  was  given  to  Soling^. 
Mr.  Mould,  however,  was  unable  to 
supply  all  he  had  contracted  for,  but  he 
offered  to  make  the  hilts  if  the  Depart- 
ment would  accept  Solingen  biaiiea; 
whereupon  the  Department  said,  if  they 
were  to  have  Solingen  blades  after  all, 
they  might  as  well  have  cheaper  swords 
direct  from  Germany  at  once.  This 
incident  explains  what  has  puzzled  a 
good  many  people  in  the  country — that, 
owing  to  a  gpreat  demand  being  excep- 
tional and  rare  in  England,  the  sword- 
making  trade  had  almost  vanished,  and 
therefore  we  were  obliged  like  the  rest 
of  the  world  to  go  to  Solingen  for  swords^ 
I  am,  however,  glad  to  learn  that 
this  industry  is  now  reviving* 
Well,  Sir,  there  has  been  another 
source  of  saving  pointed  to — ^namely,  the 
Generals'  List,  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  he  intends  to  deal. 
This  is  matter  for  congratulation;  but  I 
am  even  more  suspicious  about  the  Lien- 
tenants'  List,  because  when  once  a  man 
appears  on  that  list  he  is  praotioally 
guaranteed  a  career,  vested  rights  can- 
not be  touched,  and  it  is  an  expendve 
matter  to  keep  the  flow  of  promotion 
going  for  all  these.  If  you  want  to  re- 
duce the  charges  for  officers  of  the 
Army,  what  you  have  to  do  is  to  limit 
the  entry  of  junior  officers.  I  am 
afraid  that  of  late,  though  not  in  the 
last  year  or  two,  there  has  been  a  ten- 
dency to  unduly  increase  the  subalterns' 
list.  I  was  glad  to  gather  from  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  in  future  promotion  to  the 
Generals'  List  will  only  be  given  those 
who  hold  or  have  held  the  command  of 
a  General.  This  is  indeed  the  sound 
principle  of  promotion  from  one  end  of 
the  Service  to  the  other,  that  there 
should  be  no  promotion  to  rank  alone 
butthat  rank  should  accompany  selection' 
for  duty.  I  look  back  with  satisfac- 
tion to  the  fact  that  during  the  short 
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time  I  was  at  the  War  Office,  I  for  the 
first  time  introduced  that  principle  in 
regard  to  promotion  to  the  rank  of 
Oolonel,  and  this  did  something  to  check 
the  numher  of  those  officers,  who  were 
multiplying  and  replenishing  the  earth 
at  an  inordinate  rate.  I  was  glad  to  find 
in  the  War  Office  at  that  time  a  disposi- 
tion to  act  on  the  principle  that  officers 
should  only  he  promoted  to  the  rank  of 
Colonel  who  held  appointments  as 
Colonels,  and  I  hope  it  will  now  also 
be  acted  on  in  regard  to  Generals. 
But,  Sir,  the  case  for  adyerse  criti- 
cism of  these  Estimates  seems  to  be 
stronger  than  I  have  as  yet  put  it. 
What  is  the  position  assumed  oy  the 
Government  as  represented  by  the  state- 
ment the  other  night  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  They 
make  an  assertion  to  the  House,  and  to 
the  world,  that  the  provision  at  present 
made  for  the  defence  of  these  shores 
and  of  our  commerce  and  of  the  Empire 
at  large  is  inadequate,  and  they  found  on 
that  assertion  their  new  shipbuilding 
policy.  Now  this  is  not  the  time  to  ex- 
press any  opinion  with  regard  to  that 
statement,  but  I  would  point  out  that 
the  defence  of  the  Empire  is  partly  naval 
and  partly  military,  audit  would  appear 
to  an  unsophisticated  mind  that,  in  this 
composite  undertaking,  in  proportion  as 
the  naval  element  is  strengthened,  it 
might  be  found  practicable  to  modify 
and  reduce  the  military  element.  But 
there  is  more  than  this.  Let  me  recall 
to  the  recollection  of  the  House  what 
occurred  at  this  time  last  year.  The 
hon.  and  gidlant  Member  for  Sussex 
(Sir  W.  Barttelot;  brought  forward  a 
Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mission to  inquire  into  and  report  upon 
the  requirements  for  the  protection  of 
the  Empire.  This  Motion  was  largely 
supported,  especially  by  hon.  and 
gallant  Members  opposite,  but  Her 
Majesty's  Grovemment  in  my  judg- 
ment very  rightly  opposed  it,  as  any 
such  Commission  of  Inquiry  would  have 
been  in  derogation  of  the  sound  Consti- 
tutional principle  which  places  the  direct 
responsibility  in  this  matter  upon  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  —  a  principle 
which  is  the  comer-stone  of  our  Parlia- 
mentary system  of  Gh>vemment.  The 
Gbvemment  instead  granted  the  hon. 
and  ffallant  Gentleman  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  into  the  higher  organisation  of 
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the  Admiralty  and  War  Office,  and  I 
have  much  sympathy  for  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friends,  for,  although  they  cheer- 
fully and  innocently  accepted  this  sub- 
stitute, it  gave  them  nothing  of  what 
they  desired.  Besides  this,  however. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  appointed  a 
Committee  of  Cabinet  Ministers  to  in- 
quire into  the  whole  military  and  naval 
position  of  the  Empire,  and  this  step  I 
entirely  approved  of — it  was  the  proper 
Constitutional  course  for  them  to  pur- 
sue. This  Cabinet  Committee  has  had 
frequent  meeting^,  and  has  had  the 
advice  and  assistance  of  the  principal 
professional  authorities  of  the  country. 
I  assume  that  it  has  not  occupied  itself 
with  the  smaller  details  of  aaministra- 
tion,  with  questions  of  the  best 
type  of  ships  and  the  best  form 
of  guns.  I  assume  that  it  has  in- 
quired into  great  questions  of  naval  and 
military  policy  with  a  view  to  our  hav- 
ing some  definite  principle  in  the  matter, 
for  that  is  what  is  demanded  not  only 
in  the  country,  but,  above  all,  by  the 
officers  who  are  interested  in  the  two 
Services.  The  time  is  favourable  for 
determining  this  great  question, — for 
what  purpose  our  Army  is  maintained, 
and  what  strength  and  organization  is 
required  for  that  purpose.  Military 
policy  obviously  depends  upon  foreign 
policy,  and  at  the  present  time  there  is 
apparently  and  ostentatiously  a  practi- 
cal concord  upon  the  subject  of  foreign 
policy.  Both  political  Parties  profess 
one  principle  of  foreign  policy,  which 
is  that,  while  willing  to  give  friendly 
advice,  we  shall  entirely  abstain  f^m 
any  interference  in  Continental  politics. 
What  is  the  inference,  as  affecting  our 
military  policy,  to  be  drawn  from  that 
fact?  It  IS  that  we  must  abandon  defi- 
nitely all  idea  of  placing  on  the  Conti- 
nent the  six  or  ten,  or  perhaps  15  or  20 
Army  Corps  which  Continental  inter- 
ference would  imply,  and  that  we  should 
restrict  our  Army  to  the  protection  of 
India  and  our  Colonies  and  to  our  own 
domestic  defence.  There  are  many  men 
of  great  authority  who  maintain  that, 
with  a  sufficiently  strong  Navy,  invasion 
of  this  country  would  become  impossible. 
What  they  say  is  that  while  our  Fleet 
holds  the  seas  no  one  would  dare  to  in- 
vade us,  and  that,  if  by  any  misfortune 
our  Fleet  lost  the  command  of  the  seaSi 
no  one  would  need  to  invade  ns.    That 
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JiOa^  F<««M  M  »  «1k(1*  wfeKKAndcmd  t7 
tb*  <'>Mttmitt«*  of  tb«  Gvr«nm«Bl  vb«B 
tiMy  r«w>lT«d  to  iaa«*iM  tiw  Xa^,  sad 
irlu>tb#r  tfiA  CMMituKin  that  ther  formed 
could  >x9  ttattfd  ?  Mr  strou  belief  ii 
that  if  A  mttidiiat,  ■  reMooule,  «id  a 
((radual  in/^«flMi  were  given  to  the  naral 
Y*^i*  nt  tbia  ei'^intry,  and  if  it  vera 
opmlj  and  formallr  recopitzed  that  we 
were  tuA  to  provide  fr/r  taking  snj  part 
in  Kuropean  warfare,  a  m<Mt  matoial 
nodifioati'm  and  redaction  might  be 
pMMfhU  in  the  Arm;  with  great  eco- 
nomical reaalta,  and  with  no  loee  to  the 
efflctanoj  of  tiin  Army  for  those  limited 
purpuMt  for  which  we  should  have  to 
maintain  it.  The  nuggeation  of  mj' 
hon.  Friend,  that  there  Bhonld  be  a 
Mparate  Indian  and  Golonial  Armj,  is 
nut  a  practical  solution  of  the  difficulty 
aa  far  aa  I  can  Judge.  I  am  fully  alive 
to  the  fact  that  to  speak  of  such 
a  modifleation  as  I  have  Indioated 
la  much  easier  than  to  effect 
It.  Last  year  I  oxplained  to  the  House 
the  didlcultios  in  tne  way  of  a  satisfac- 
tory nltnration  in  the  system  of  our 
Army.  1  uonfoH,  however,  that  my 
hojins  wore  high  that  the  preieat  Oo- 
vnriitiiont  might  aoaomplisn  the  task. 
They  haro  ndvantagos  which  other  Glo- 
TflnitiKints  do  not  poiusa.  They  are 
strung  III  till)  vury  quarter  of  tradition 
and  iir<\judim)  in  whioli  tho  impediments 
nrlxe,  and  they  are  ths  masters  and  the 
«i>ntrulliin  of  those  Oonservative  forces. 
Thi)lr  antlon,  tliDrofort),  would  not  arouse 
thnJsaluUHyand  enmity  which  a  Liberal 
UvTwmmaut  would  have  to  encounter  in 
Mr.  t\imftftt-/iiinntrmtm 
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up  our  Army  OorpL 
think  thai  I  *"■  alone  ia  thTaViag  *!''■ 
an  unsotiafBctaay  picton  of  &b  o^ani- 
aUion  of  oor  AJmy;  aad  thna  my 
objecti<m  to  these  Estnnates  is  tmiaU. 
In  the  first  place,  I  complaia  tfaat 
£600,000  sbonU  be  added  to  the  pabHo 
burdens  at  a  time  when  gmsHy  incnaaed 
expenditore  ia  aokad  in  regard  to  the 
Navy ;  and,  in  the  eecoBd  idaee,  I  object 
to  these  Eetimatee,  becanee  theydiacioae 
no  Gomprahennve  policy,  no  definition 
of  the  uses  and  dutiea  of  the  Army, 
and  no  adaptation  of  tiie  Army  to 
those  duties  and  uses  such  aa  a  pro- 
tracted and  dose  investigation  by  the 
Qovemment  justified  the  Committee  is 
expecting  at  their  hands.  My  hon. 
Fnend  ttie  Member  for  Leiceetet  has 
moved  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
men ;  I  have  said  that  these  partionlar 
men  are  the  native  gunners  to  work  the 
defences  of  the  coaling  stationa  already 
provided  with  tho  approval  of  Parli^ 
ment.  I  cannot,  therefore,  vote  against 
them.  And  apart  from  this  a  reduction 
would  hardly  be  poieible  under  the 
present  organ  lEation ;  with  another 
organisation,  as  I  have  said,  certain 
things  could  be  done ;  but  with  the 
present  organiration  I  recognise  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  saving  any  money 
at  all.  So  that,  while  sympathising 
with  the  Amendment,  I  cannot  mppoit 
it    I  am  partioolozly  anziou  to  (boV 
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from  the  SMretar;  of  State  what  sam  of 
money  woald  be  aaked  for  barracks. 

•Mb.  B. STANHOPE:  I  thinkthatafter 
the  apeech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
it  is  only  right  that  I  should  offer  one 
or  two  obaerratioiiH.  Among  the  ■ubjects 
which  the  right  hoa.  Qentlenjan  has  in- 
troduced to  the  notice  of  the  Committee 
ii  that  of  the  two  Army  Corpe  which  it 
hu  been  the  object  of  the  War  Office 
for  the  last  two  or  three  years  to  get 
into  a  Mate  of  thorough  organization. 
I  wu  nnder  the  impression  that  the 
beginning  of  the  organiiation  of  those 
two  Army  Corps  was  in  the  admiaistra- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  him- 
self. If  aow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
thioki  fit  to  despise  and  condemn  them, 
then  all  I  can  aay  ia  that  under  the  right 
bon.  Qentleman  the  Regular  and  Auxili- 
ary Forces  had  no  organization  at  all. 
The  right  hou.  GentTeman  has  based 
most  of  the  remarks  he  has  made  on  the 
aaramption  that  the  Navy  programme 
will  be  accepted. 

•Mn.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN : 
No ;  I  said  that  the  Government  who 
proposed  the  one  ought  not  to  havepro- 
poaed  the  other. 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  going  to  reject  the 
Navy  Estimates  as  well,  he  does  not 
desire  at  all  to  aim  at  the  proper  defence 
of  the  oountry. 

•Mb.  OAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  Army  Estimates 
till  the  opinion  of  the  Gouae  was  taken 
on  the  other  proposals. 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  Inever  heard  a 
more  illogical  jjroposition.  The  right 
hon.  GenUeman  ia  going  to  postpone  the 
Army  Estimates,  and  then  he  ia  going  to 
rote  against  the  Nary  Estimates. 

•Mk.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN: 
I  did  not  say  so. 

•Ma.  E.  STANHOPE :  Well,  is  he  or 
is  ho  not  ?  One  way  or  the  other,  he 
ought  to  provide  for  the  defence  of  the 
oountry.  The  most  important  part  of 
the  apeech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  &at  in  which  he  asked  whether  the 
present  Army  Estimates  were  the  result 
of  oarefuL deliberation.  I  should  like  to 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
eonniiy  that  the  resolt  of  the  delibera- 
tioaa  of  the  Committee  of  the  Cabinet 
waa  the  Army  Estimates  now  before 
farllament.      Thej   deliberately   con- 


sidered what  waa  necessary  for  the  Army 
and  the  Nary.  The  one  thing  most 
wanted  for  the  Army  was  the  completioa 
of  the  garrisons  for  the  cosling  stations. 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  all  objeoted  to  that  increase  of 
the  garrisons.  The  other  point  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  atten- 
tion was  the  proposed  increase  in  regard 
to  barracks,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wanted  to  know  what  sum  would  be 
aaked  for  that  purpose.  I  entirely 
decline  to  give  him  any  information  at 
all  on  a  matter  which  is  nnder  the  oon- 
sideration  of  the  QoTsmment  until  we 
have  a  complete  scheme  to  put  before 
Parliament.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  of  that  large  expenditure, 
but  surely  he  could  not  have  read  a  line 
of  the  evidence  before  the  Committee 
last  year,  which  clearly  showed  that  if 
any  attempt  waa  to  be  made  to  deal  with 
the  barracks  of  thia  country  in  a  aaCis- 
factory  manner  it  must  be  by  a  large 
permanent  expenditure.  Any  ordinary 
private  trader  dealing  with  a  matter  of 
that  kind  would  immediately  propose  a 
capital  expenditure,  because  he  wonld 
know  that,  on  the  ground  of  economy 
alone,  he  was  justified  in  making  that 
expenditure  ;  and  he  would  alao  know 
that  it  would  be  a  saving  to  the  expen- 
diture of  the  oountry.  I  believe  that  we 
ought  at  once  to  try  and  put  the 
barracks  in  a  satisfactory  condition. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admits  that 
our  barracks  ate  iu  a  deplorable  con- 
dition. I  want  to  know  where  did  he 
find  that  out,  and  I  beg  of  him  to  an- 
swer this  question.  Did  he  find  it 
out  when  he  was  in  office  in  1886? 
If  he  did,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I  never 
saw  in  any  of  the  Estimates  he  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  the  smallest  indication 
of  any  desire  on  his  part  to  remedy  that 
state  of  things.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  only  now  found  it  out,  surely 
he  might,  instead  of  the  carping  criti- 
cism in  which  be  has  indulged,  give  the 
Government  an  opportuni^  of  makine 
their  proposals  to  Parliament,  and  ot 
trying  to  remedy  a  condition  of  thinga 
which,  he  said,  was  deplorable,  without 
waiting  for  that  interminable  length  of 
time  which  will  be  required  if  no  in- 
crease be  made  upon  the  sum  ordinarily 
voted  for  the  barracks.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  has  also  oomidained  beoauM 
I  deaoribed  as  a  "  aotnul*'  the  ootting 
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down  by  the  War  Office  in  1886  of  the 
GBtim&teB  propoaed  by  the  Admiralty : 
but  I  oertainly  think  it  is  a  scandal  that 
after  the  Admiralty  has  put  forward 
Estimates  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
out  the  services  they  think  neceeBary, 
the  War  Office  ahonlU  cut  out  all  the 
ammunition  for  the  quick-firiog  guns. 
That  is  a  thing  which  no  Qoveniment 
ought  to  allow. 

*Us.  OAUFBELL-BANNEBMAN : 
The  right  hon.  Qentlemau  speaks  of 
the  War  Ofitce  cutting  out  certain  items. 
Iq  1886,  when  the  Estimates  of  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  were 
considerably  reduced,  nothing  in  the 
Admiralty  Estimate  was  cut  down  by 
the  War  Office.  It  was  out  down  as  a 
matter  of  Cabinet  policy,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
and  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

♦Me.  E.  8TANH0FE :  I  entirely  ac- 
cept the  explanation  of  the  right  hon- 
Oentleman.  It  was  a  matter  of  Cabinet 
policy  that  C[uick-firing  guns  should  be 
provided  for  the  Navy  without  ammuni- 
tion. I  am  content  to  accept  that  ex- 
planation, and  if  the  present  Govero- 
ment  has  endearoured  in  their  time  to 
provide  a  remedy  for  the  state  of  things 
produced  by  such  a  result,  I  do  not 
think  they  have  laboured  in  vain.  I 
earnestly  entreat  the  Committee  now  to 
come  a  decision  on  the  question  raised 
by  the  hon.  Member  opposite.  I  know 
that  a  good  many  hon.  Members  wish 
to  raise  other  questions  of  great  import- 
ance upon  these  Estimates,  out  they  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so  at  a 
later  stage. 

Mb.  BBADLATJGH  :  I  am  not  aware 
on  what  other  Yote  save  Vote  5  it  will 
be  possible  to  raise  the  question  I 
denre  to  raise  this  evening,  or  I  should 
accede  to  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  once.  The  point  I  wish 
to  bring  to  his  notice  is  one  which  twice 
last  year  I  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  promise  to  consider,  and 
one  which  is  attended  by  so  much  hard* 
ship,  and  provocative  of  so  much  ill- 
feeung  in  the  Channel  Islands,  that  I 
think  it  absolutely  necessary  to  bring  it 
to  the  attention  of  the  Committee — I 
ifr.  E.  Sianhi.pt 
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refer  to  the  Channel  lelaiids  Militia.  At 
present  the  Militia  there  are  burdensome 
in  the  highest  degree  to  the  pooier 
classes,  the  wealthier  claas  being  en- 
tirely untouched,  while  for  what  it  cost* 
to  those  parts  of  the  couotry  there  ii 
oothing  whatever  to  show. 
*Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  feel  sore  the 
hon.  Gentleman  may  raise  this  qneation 
on  Tote  6. 

Mb.  BBADLAtJOH:  If  tfa«  right 
hon.  Gentleman  undertakes  that  I  shall 
have  an  opportunity  on  Yote  S,  I  wiU 
give  way. 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  TTnlees  the 
Chairman  should  object  on  Standing 
Orders— and  I  hope  he  will  not — we  wiU 
take  the  discussion  on  Vote  5. 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  I  see  on  page  8 
of  the  Votes  in  Supply,  Vote  S,  a  Vote 
for  the  Channel  Islands  Militia,  so 
that  it  would  be  perfectly  relevant  to 
that  Vote. 

Mb.  BRADLAtJGH:  Then  I  will 
not  press  it  further  now. 

*Mb.  CBEUEB  :  I  beg  to  move^  Sir, 
that  you  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again.  I  do  not  think  the  pro> 
posals  of  .the  Government  have  been 
adequately  discussed,  and  I,  therefore, 
hold  that  a  good  deal  more  time  should 
be  given  to  the  very  important  questions 
which  have  been  brought  under  notice. 
It  is  perfectly  monstrous  that  we  should 
not  have  the  opportunity  of  diecussiDg 
on  this  Vote  the  extraordinary  proposu 
with  regard  to  the  defence  of  London. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Ur. 
Cremtr.) 

*Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  must  ^ua 
appeal  to  the  Committee  upon  this  sub- 
jeot.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  for  ns 
to  comply  with  our  statutory  obliga- 
tions, and  the  time  at  our  disposal  for 
doing  BO  is  exceedingly  short.  Seeing 
that  the  hon.  Member  will  have  an 
opportunity  of  disouBsing  the  sabjeets 
in  which  he  is  interested  apon  other 
Votes,  and  that  the  Motion  for  Adjonm- 
ment,  if  carried,  would  simply  hsre  the 
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effect  of  stopping  the  business  of  the 
House  at  a  critical  period,  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  the  Vote  be- 
fore the  Committee  to  be  taken. 

♦Me.  CHILDERS  :  The  Vote  might  be 
further  discussed  to-morrow  at  the 
Morning  Sitting  which  the  Government 
have  obtained  for  Supply. 

♦The  chancellor  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  GoscHEN,  St.  George's, 
Hanover     Square):     I  would    remind 

he  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  are  put  down  for 

the  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow,  and 
there  are  many  subjects  involved  in 
them  which  Members  are  anxious  to 
discuss.  Hon.  Members  will  be  able  to 
discuss  matter  connected  with  the  Vote 
now  before  the  Committee  on  other 
Votes. 

Me.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  In  supporting  the  Motion  for 
Progress,  I  would  point  out  that  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  evening  has  been 
taken  up  by  the  discussion  of  matters 
connected  with  Army  organization, 
while  on  the  question  of  policy 
involved  in  the  increased  Estimates  of 
the  Army  and  Navy  scarcely  a  word  has 
been  said.  I  confess  that  I  am  not  con- 
cerned in  the  technicalities  that  have 
been  raised,  but  I  feel  that  on  the  foreign 
policy  upon  which  the  proposed  enor- 
mous increase  of  expenditure  is  based 
we  ought  to  have  ample  time  for  con- 
sideration. I  come  from  a  part  of  the 
country  where  the  military  feeling  is  not 
so  strong  as  in  the  Metropolis.  Of  course 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen  connected 
with  the  Army  and  Navy  love  to  fan  the 
military  feeling  ;  but  the  people  of  this 
country  generally  regard  the  matter  from 
quite  another  point  of  view.  I  am 
amazed  that  when  we  want  to  go  into 
the  foreign  policy  of  the  Government 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
tell  us  of  the  necessity  for  discussing 
certain  paltry  Supplementary  Estimates 
to-morrow,  while,  as  regards  the  two 
great  Services  of  the  country,  the  cost  of 
which  is  to  be  enormously  increased,  we 
are  to  have  nothing  to  do  but  vote  the 
Ways  and  Means.    I,  for  one,  am  deter- 


mined  to  press  for  a  further  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  great  question  involved 
in  the  statement  submitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee this  evening.  We  are  always 
promised  something  at  subsequent 
stages,  but  when  we  have  voted  the  men 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  say, 
**  You  have  given  us  the  men ;  surely 
you  will  give  us  the  means."  I  consider 
the  House  of  Commons  will  be  failing 
in  its  duty  if  it  do  not  insist  on  discuss- 
ing the  policy  on  which  the  present  pro- 
posal is  based,  and  I  therefore  support 
the  Motion  for  Progress. 

LoED  R.  CHURCHILL  :  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment will  modify  his  intentions,  seeing 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  given  an 
undertaking  that  the  passing  of  the 
Vote  under  discussion  will  not  prevent 
us  from  discussing  points  which  might 
be  raised  upon  it  on  other  Votes.  If  the 
hon.  Member  allows  the  Government  to 

take  the  Vote,  public  business  will  be 
forwarded  a  step,  and  he  will  not  forfeit 
a  single  right  which  he  possesses  of  ex- 
pressing his  views  to  the  Committee. 
The  time  at  the  disposal  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  the  discussion  of  matters  of  im- 
portance is  short,  and  if  we  drive  any  Go- 
vernment into  a  corner  they  become  des- 
perate— perfectly  desperate — and  make 
a  grab  at  all  the  time  of  private  Mem- 
bers. If  private  Members  insist  upon 
their  rights  at  inopportune  moments 
they  lose  all.  On  the  ground  of  com- 
mon sense  as  well  as  of  policy,  and  in 
the  interest  of  the  taxpayer  and  of  free 
discussion,  I  would  urge  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber not  to  persevere  with  his  Motion. 

*Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  have  not  the 
Smallest  wish  to  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment.    If  I  understand  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  correctly,  we  can  take  Naval 
Supply  on  Thursday,  the  Vote  on  Account 
on  Monday,  and  then  there  remain  only 
five  or  six  Votes  in  the  Supplementary 
Estimates,  four  of  which  are  unopposed. 
This  Vote  can  thus  be  taken  to-morrow. 
It  is,  therefore,  only  reasonable  that  the 
Committee  should  report  Progress. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means 
to  hold  out  the  hope  that  the  Goyem- 
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'Hi  JUiSfMas  VI  ILvaAaef    tad  zm 
^^Vf^srx^utaz  :&aasntJBSLd  :suc  ^usr»  :«  & 

^>ft  Ai!«!^>(i&t   <»   ICMUikf .  AM   t^  sop' 

Mjk,  MOLLOY :  Wi^at  iuu  bM  Mid 

Mft.  00^;HK5:  I  Ii«t«ii6d  to  tii* 

right  b//o.  GmtliMxuui  tb«  K«mber  lor 

Mi4    I//tfaisD  tlM  ciluT  d«j,  and  ha 

tiAnfmhighd  tbjii  tb«  Hr/uMr  would  be 

t^/ond  to  w/te  th«  money  in  tima  to 
earrj  on  th«  Oor«nimoot  of  the  eountrj. 
Tharoforo^  tb«T«  m  do  ctioioe.  We  are 
tiMOg  no  thr^tn  whMitswtstr.  All  we  aaj 
iiH- and  I  beliere  with  the  concurrence 
of  right  h//n.  Oentlomen  opposite — 
that  wo  muiit  get  the  monej  within  a 
certain  time. 

Ma,  H(JLU)Y :  It  may  not  be  the 
tiuit  NO  far  a«  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
In  o/nicerned,  but  it  amount*  to  this— that 
we  aro  now  coming  to  the  custom  of 
the  K«tlmates  being  forced  through 
the  House  without  anything  like 
a<ls(juate  disounsion.  I  quite  agree 
with  the  (^hsnoollor  of  the  Ez- 
dhofjiiitr  that  Norno  Votes  of  a 
nonnonteiitlouN  ohiiraotor  may  have 
Imhui  (IJMouNMml  at  somo  longth  ;  but  hero 
wtf  havo  a  Voto  which  involves  the  whole 
polioy  of  this  country  and  its  foreign 
policy,  and  to  ask   the  Oommittee  to 

i/r.  C/o$0h0H 


eTpnmmc.  to  it 

/•itseamsn       . 
I  this  debate  shodLd  doaCp 

agaiast    potdag   the    He«aa    to    Am 
j  tnmble  at  taking  a  Dmsifla. 

i     Ma.   GOSCHEX:  I  mow  Oal  Oe 

■ 

Qnestidm  be  now  put. 

THE  CHAIBMAN  withhdd  Us  as- 
sent, and  declined  to  pot  thai  QaastWu. 

Debate  resomed. 

Mr.  BIOGAB  (Caran) :  I  tiiink  the 
proposition  of  the  Goremmeiit  ia  ab- 
surd. The  argument,  as  I  nndorsland, 
was  this — that  we  must  first  of  all  Tote 
the  money,  and  get  the  reasons  for  the 
Vote  afterwards.  Now,  I  take  it  that 
that  is  beginning  at  the  wrong  end. 


It  being  Midnight,  the  Motion  to 
port  Progress  lapsed  without  Question 
put,  and  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
make  his  Report  to  the  House. 

House  resumed. 

Progress  reported. 

House  adjourned  at  fiye  minatss 
after  Twelve  o'doek* 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS. 
2W*iay,  12M  March,  1889. 


QUEiTIOIT. 

LoKD  SUDELET  had  on  the  Paper 
the  followiog  Question: — To  SRk  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colon iee 
whether  the  Dominion  GoTernmeiit  of 
OaDada  have  aesented  to  the  propaaed 
arraDgemente  for  the  defence  of  the 
harbour  of  E<qtiimault,  in  Vancouver'a 
Island,  which  he  stated  last  year  had 
been  sent  out  on  the  12th  June,  1888; 
whether  the  contemplated  works  hare 
been  commenced,  and  the  armaments 
sent  out ;  whether  the  Qovemment  will 
now  state  the  date  when  the  fortifications 
of  this  important  harbour  (being  the 
headquarters  of  our  Nrtj  on  the  Pacific 
Station)  will  be  completed,  and  the  guns 
placed  ia  position  ?  ' 

LOED  ELPHINSTONE  :  I  have  to  ' 
ask  ray  noble  Friend  opposite  (Xiord 
Sudeley)  whether  he  will  be  good  enough 
to  postpone  for  a  short  time  the  Question 
which  he  has  put  upon  the  Paper.  If 
h«  will  repeat  Uie  Question  on  a  futnre 
occasion,  I  shall  be  able  to  give  a  much 
more  complete  and  definite  answer  than 
I  could  at  present. 

LOBD  SUDELEY:  I  have  no  objec- 
tion, of  course,  to  postponing  the  Ques- 
tion, as  the  noble  Lora  asks ;  but  I  sin- ! 
cerely  hope  that  the  Qovemment  really 
intend  to  press  forward  this  matter  to  a 
settlement.  As  your  Lordships  are 
aware,  it  is  quite  nine  months  ago  since 
this  Question  was  fully  discussed,  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
VOL.  OOOXXXm.    [thisd  BiRiss.] 


the  Colonies  then  stated  clearly  that  the 
Government  Intended  at  once  to  fortify 
the  harbour  of  Eaqnimault,  and  to  make 
it  secure ;  but,  as  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  discover,  up  to  the  preaent 
moment  nothing  has  really  been  done. 
Although  this  is  our  only  harbour  and 
coaling  station  on  that  coast,  it  ia  still 
unfortified  and  undefended ;  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  if  war  with  Bnasia 
should  break  out  a  great  attempt  would 
be  made  to  seize  and  occupy  it.  I  siS' 
cerely  hope  that  the  Qovemment  will 
really  push  the  matter  forward,  and  en- 
deavour to  get  the  Dominion  Govern- 
ment to  make  some  arrangement  ia 
regard  to  it. 

HonBe  adjouroed  at  balf  put  Four  o'clock, 

to  Tharaday  next,  a  quarter 

put  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tue*day,  \2ih  March,   1889. 


The  Houee  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

NORTH  BRITISH  RAILWAY   BILL  (*y 

Orrfn-). 

SBCOXD   EKADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  inti- 
mated that  he  did  not  intend  to  move 
the  Motion  of  which  he  bad  given  notice 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 
3  M 
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Question,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Me.   HUNTER:    I    beg    to    move, 
'^  That  all  persons  who  have  presented 
Petitions  against  the  Bill  praying  to  be 
heard  against  the  expediency  of  allow- 
ing the  North   British  Railway   Com- 
pany to  build  a  hotel  or  carry  on  hotel 
business   in   Edinburgh,    be  heard   by 
themselvep,  their  Counsel.  Agentf*,  and 
Witnesses,  upon  their  Petition  if  they 
think  fit,  and  Counsel  heard  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  against  such  Petition."     The 
(^[aestion  which  I  desire  to  bring  under 
&6  notice  of  the  House  is  one  of  con- 
siderable general  importance.     A  peti- 
tion in  reference  to  this  Bill  has  been 
lodged  by  various  parties — somefeuars, 
some    shareholder?,    and     some    hotel 
keepers  in  Edinburgh — and  the  object 
of  my    Motion    is    that    that  petition 
shall     be    referred     by     the     House 
to  the  Committee    on   the  Bill.     It  is 
necossary  that  I  should  take  that  course 
because  by  the  interpretation  put   on 
the  Standing  Orders   by  the  Court  of 
Beferees  hotel-keepers  would  not  have 
•  CL  locus  itafidi  to  oppose  the  Bill.     lam 
not  going  to  quarrel  with  the  Court  of 
Beferees  on  the  application  which  they 
^iiaye  adopted  of  a   somewhat  general 
nde,  but  I  think  it  will  be  necessary  for 
the  House  seriously  to  consider  whether 
the  construction  is  not  far  too  narrow 
and  entirely  contrary  to  the  public  inter- 
ests.    The  point  of  objection  to  the  Bill 
is  that  it  adds  to  the  proper  functions  of 
a  railway  company  that   which  is  no 
part  of  their  business,  viz.,  th^  business 
of  an  hotel-keeper.  That  statement  will 
be  disputed,  but  no  one  can  read  the 
Bill    without    seeing    that    the     Com- 
pany are  attempting  to  obtain  powers 
in    an     indirect    manner.      That    will 
be    a    question    for     the    Committee ; 
but    even    granted    that    it    is    desir- 
able   that    railway    lompanies    should 
add  to  their  proper  business  of  carriers 
innumerable  other  occupations,  I  think 
before  that  is  done  that  those  who  are 
interested   in  the   trades   which    these 
great  monopolists  seek  to  absorb  have 
a  right  to  be  heard  before  the  Committee 
on  the  subject.       I   think  the  policy 
hitherto  adopted  of  permitting  railway 
companies    to   undertake    all  sorts    of 
occupations  has  been  disastrous  to  share- 
holders themselves.     In  America,  where 
railway     companies     are    much    more 


numerous  and    much    more   powerful, 
they  have,  by  the  wisdom  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  United  States,  been  most 
rigorously  confined  to  their  own  business. 
Every    railway    company    must   be    a 
monopoly  to  a   greater  or  less  extent, 
and    the    policy  of    the    State    ought 
to     be     to     restrict     that     monopoly 
within    the   narrowest  possible  limits, 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  to  bring  compe- 
tition into  play,  because  they  know  that 
the  public  are  better  served  by  compe- 
tition than   by  any  monopoly.     Parlia- 
ment awoke  to  the  necessity  of  stopping 
the  aggrandizing  spirit  of  railways  in 
regard  to  steamboat  traffic.    It  appeared 
at  one  time  as  if  the   whole  steamboat 
traffic  of  our  ports  would  be  absorbed 
by     the      railway      companies.     The 
Court     of    Beferees,    however,      held 
that  steamboat  owners  should  be  allowed 
to    appear    before    the    Committee    as 
competitors  in  the  business  of  carrying, 
and  besides  that,  a  Standing  Order  was 
introduced  under  which  every  railway 
company  which   sought   for   steamboat 
powers  were  compelled  to  put  the  words 
**  Steamboat  Powers"  on  the  tide  of 
their    Bills,    so  as   to    attract    atten- 
tion and  give  an  invitation  to  steam- 
ship   owners,     to     appear    and    state 
their    views    before    the    Committee. 
Everyone  knows  that  if  there  is  no  peti- 
tion against  a  Bill,  it  is  not  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  the  merits  of  the 
question  are,  therefore,  never  properly 
discussed,    for    however    anxious    the 
Chairman  of  Committees  may  be  to  look 
at  the  question  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  public  interest,  he  is  not  armed  with 
the  knowledge  that  would  be   brought 
before  the  Committee  by  a  genuine  op- 
ponent.     I  know  that  in  a  number  of 
cases  hotel  powers  have  been  given  to 
railway  companies.   It  may  be  thought 
doubtful    whether   railway    companies 
should  be  allowed  to  become  the  builders 
of    hotels,     but    it    is    certainly    bad 
policy     to    allow     them     to     become 
the  managers.    The  business  of  an  hotel 
keeper      depends       upon       individual 
energy,     and    cannot    be    discharged 
by      a      huge       joint      stock      com- 
pany.    And     if    there    is     one    thing 
more  than  another  on  which  both  the 
directors    and   chairmen   of  companies 
refuse  to  inform  their  shareholders,  it  is 
as  to  the  success  of  their  hotels.  In  these 
circumstances  one  is  not  uncharitable 
in  hazarding  the  conclusion    that  the 
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reason  is  because  thej  are  working 
iog  them  at  a  loss.  This  loss  has  to  be 
borne  by  the  general  body  of  travellers, 
who  do  not  use  the  hotel.  I  do  not 
ask  the  House  to  decide  the  question,  or 
to  express  an  opinion  upon  it,  but  simply 
to  allow  it  to  be  discussed  in  Oom- 
mittee,  and  to  allow  hotel  keepers,  and 
others  interested  in  the  measure,  to  state 
their  case,  and  to  allow  the  Oommittee 
to  form  a  judgment  on  the  whole 
merits  of  the  question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  all  persons  who  have  presented  Peti- 
tions against  the  Bill  praying  to  be  heard 
Against  the  expediency  of  allowing  the  North 
British  Itailway  Company  to  build  a  hotel  or 
<2arry  on  hotel  business  in  Edinburgh,  be  heard 
by  themselves,  their  Counsel,  Agents,  and 
Witnesses,  upon  their  Petition  if  they  think  fit, 
and  Counsel  heard  in  favour  of  the  Bill  against 
«ueh  Petition."— (Jfr.  Hunter.) 

♦Mb.  BAIRD  (Glasgow,  Central) :  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Hunter)  professes  to  be  yery  much  in 
favour  of  the  delegation  of  the  authority 
of  this  House ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  is  disputing  the  authority  of  a  tribunal 
which  has  already  been  set  up  to  deal  with 
this  very  question.  To  a  certain  extent,  I 
believe  that  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  is  altogether  un- 
necessary, seeing  that  there  are  share- 
holders of  the  company  who  are  opposed 
to  my  part  of  the  scheme,  and  who  will 
be  entitled  to  be  heard  before  the  Select 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  has 
gone  into  the  question  of  whether  rail- 
way companies  should  be  allowed  to  own 
and  manage  hotels,  but  seeing  that 
many  of  the  railway  companies  do  at 
the  present  moment  hold  and  manage 
hotels,  I  do  not  see  why,  in  the  case  of 
this  particular  railwaycompany,the  same 
privilege  should  not  be  conceded. 
Moreover,  I  believe  that  the  hotel  which 
this  company  propose  to  establish  in 
Edinburgh  will  be  greatly  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public.  The  whole  ques- 
tion was  gone  into  in  1885,  and  the 
company  obtained  permission  to  alter 
and  remodel  their  premises  at  the 
Waverley  Station  in  Edinburgh.  All 
that  they  now  propose  is  that  they 
should  have  permission  to  apply  their 
capital  to  these  purposes. 

Mr.  CHILDER8  (Edinburgh,  S.) : 
The  question  is  not  whether  the  rail- 
way company  ought,  or  ought  not, 
to  oe  allowed  to  build  hotels  in  con- 


nection with  their  system ;  there 
are  many  cases  in  which  it  is  for  the 
public  convenience  that  railway  com- 
panies should  be  allowed  to  do  so  ;  but 
the  question  involved  in  this  Bill  is  a 
very  speci6c  one — namely,  whether  the 
Committee  who  are  to  inquire  into  the 
Bill  ought  to  be  bound  to  hear  the  com- 
plaints of  the  hotel-keepers  of  Edinburgh 
who  have  establishments  within  sight  of 
this  railway  station.  It  is  perfectly  well- 
known  that  unless  some  such  instruction 
as  this  is  given  the  hotel -keepers  will 
have  no  opportunity  of  being  heard, 
and  will  practically  have  no  redress. 
Everyone  who  knows  anything  of  Edin- 
burgh must  be  aware  that  close  to  Wa- 
verley Station,  almost  touching  the 
station,  there  is  a  cluster  of  hotels  which 
up  to  the  present  time  have,  at  great  ex- 
pense, supplied  every  accommodation  to 
the  travelling  public.  The  sole  question  is 
whether  these  hotel- keepers  should 
through  counsel  have  an  opportunity  of 
stating  their  case.  It  may  be  for  the 
public  convenience  that  the  railway 
company  should  have  their  own  hotel, 
but  it  is  for  the  public  convenience  that 
when  a  project  of  this  kind  is  brought 
forward  those  who  believe  they  may  be 
injured  by  it  should  have  an  opportunity 
of  stating  their  case. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  (Cornwall,  Bod- 
min) :  Hon.  Members  who  have  taken 
part  in  the  debate  have  overlooked  the 
real  point  in  the  question.  We  are  not 
discussing  the  question  whether  this 
railway  company  should  keep  an  hotel. 
Every  railway  company  which  has  a 
terminus  in  London  has  an  hotel,  and 
there  are  others  at  York,  Glasgow. 
Chester,  Derby,  Liverpool,  and  many 
other  places  which  have  been  found  of 
great  convenience  to  the  public.  It  is, 
therefore,  somewhat  late  in  the  day  to 
raise  the  question  whether  railway 
companies  shall  be  allowed  to  keep 
hotels.  The  real  question  involved  in 
the  present  Bill  is  whether  the  com- 
pany shall  be  allowed  to  apply  the 
money  of  the  shareholders  for  an  altera- 
tion or  rebuilding  of  an  hotel,  which 
they  were  authorized  to  do  two  or  three 
years  ago. 

Mr.  hunter  :  That  is  one  of  the 
points  in  dispute. 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  The  BiU  of  1885 

gave  express  power  to  the  company  to 

alter,   enlarge,   remodel,   and  improve 

I  their  hotel,  and  the  same  words  are 

*         3  M  2 


introduced  iDto  the  present  Bill.  The 
power  remains  exactly  where  it  was. 
The  company  have  hitherto  been  unable 
to  apply  their  capital  to  this  purpose, 
beoausa  they  had  not  obtained  the 
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Q  VESTI0N8,  endorsed  by  the  learned  Judge. 


THE  WEST  KENT  MILITIA. 

Mb.  C0RNWALLI9  (Maidstone):  I 
beg  to  as^  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  in  view  of  the  fact  that  for 
teveral  years  past  the  Went  Kent  Militia 
have  been  eooamped  at  Shoniclifie  fnr 
their  annuaL  training,  that  ShoracliETe 
is  at  an  inconvenient  distance  from  the 
recruiting  centres,  that  the  only  reason 
why  the  training  was  transferred  to 
ShomclifTe  was  the  fear  of  iofeotion 
from  an  outbreak  of  small-pox  at  Dspt- 
ford,  and  that  now  there  is  no  danger 
to  be  apprehended  from  this  cauae,  be 
will  order  the  return  of  the  Militia  to 
Maidstone  for  their  training  during  the 
coming  eeaaon  ? 

Tde  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Lincolnshire, 
Homcaatle) ;  Whatever  may  have  been 
the  reason  originally  for  tranaferring 
the  training  of  the  West  Kent  Militia 
from  Maidstone  to  Shorncliffe,  all  the 
military  authorities  coccerned,  including 
the  officers  commanding  the  battalions,  ' 
are  of  opinion  that  the  military  ad  ran- I 
tages  of  training  at  ShornclifTe  far  out- 
weigh any  advantages  which  coutd 
accrue  from  training  at  Maidstone.  I 
am  afraid,  therefore,  that  I  cannot 
revert  to  the  former  system. 

BAIUNti  PRISONERS  COMMITTED  FOR 
TKIAL. 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green): 
1  bog  to  aek  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Ilome  Department  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  the  report 
of  the  trial,  at  Winchester  Aaaizes,  on 
Thursday  last,  of  a  young  woman,  who, 
after  having  been  in  gaol  two  months 
OD  a  charge  of  concealment  of  birth, 
was  acquitted,  and  "the  jury  considered 

Mr.  Ceurtnty 


FATAL  ACCIDE-VTS  ON  RAILWAYS. 
Mb.  CH  ANNINQ  (Northampton,  £.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Boaid 
of  Trade  whether  replies  have  been 
received  to  the  Circulu  Iietter  of  19th 
December,  drawing  attention  to  the  re- 
marks of  Major  Marindin  as  to  the 
j  insufficiency  of  the  rules  applying  to 
I  platelayers ;  and,  if  so,  from  what  nil- 
I  way  companies ;  whether  any  company 
haa  sent  in  to  the  Board  of  Trade  regu- 
lations, either  ia  existence  bofore  the 
Circular  Letter  or  made  subsequent  to 
the  Circular  Letter,  which  give  the  po- 
ts ction  to  platelayers  and  permanent 
way  men  recommended  by  Major 
Marindin ;  whether  bis  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fatal  accident  on  the 
Cbeddesden  goods  line  of  the  Midland 
Railway,  near  Derby,  on  24th  January, 
and  to  the  evidence  at  the  inquest,  that 
no  watcher,  or  flagman,  was  posted  to 
warn  the  gang  of  approaching  trains; 
and,  whether  any  further  representation 
has  been  made  to  the  Midland  Hailway 
Company  since  this  fatal  accident,  that 
it  ia  the  duty  of  the  company  to  make 
further  provision,  by  regulations  or 
otherwise,  for  the  protection  of  men  at 
work  on  the  permanent  way  ? 
♦The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOAED 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hickb-Bkacb, 
Briatol,  W.):  Yes,  Sir;  aome  of  the 
railway  companies  have  sent  in  replies 
to  the  circular  referred  to ;  but  I  nndar- 
Btand  that  the  question  ie  being  con- 
sidered by  the  Traffic  Committee  of  the 
Clearing  House,  and  I  am  awaiting  the 
result  of  their  deliberations  before 
deciding  what  further  action  to  take.  As 
regards  the  accident  referred  to,  vhioh 
took  place  on  January  24,  I  have  aeen 
the  Coroner's  Return,  bnt  not  the  eri- 
dence  taken  at  the  inquest.    Prom  th« 
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remarks  of  the  Coroner  I  learn  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  one  of  the  unfortunate 
men  who  were  killed  to  send  out  a  flag- 
man for  the  purpose  of  preventing  any 
accident,  but  that  on  the  morning  in 
question  he  had  not  done  so. 

THE    RECENT    FLOODS. 

Mr,  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  whether,  after 
the  experience  of  last  week's  floods,  the 
Government  are  now  prepared  to 
encourage  the  newly-formed  County 
Councils  to  establish  a  system  of  tele- 
graphic storm  warnings  from  the  upper 
reaches  of  rivers  to  the  low-lying  dis- 
tncts  below  r 

The  secretary  to  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Long, 
Wilts,  Devizes) :  The  Government  are 
prepared  to  consider  any  representation 
which  may  be  made  by  any  County 
Council  on  the  subject  referred  to. 

IRELAND— DR.  BARR. 

Sir  wfLLIAM  HARCOURT 
(Derby) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  a  letter  published  in  the  Times 
newspaper  of  Saturday,  March  9th, 
signed  *' James  Barr,"  was  written  by 
a  medical  officer  employed  in  Her 
Majesty's  prisons;  whether  the  writer 
is  the  person  who  was  employed  im- 
partially to  advise  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment on  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr. 
Mandeville  and  other  prisoners  con- 
nected with  a  political  movement  in 
Ireland ;  whether  this  letter  was  written 
with  the  authority  and  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Secretary  of  State ;  whether 
the  rule  against  communicating  to  the 
public  press  by  persons  employed  in  the 
Clivil  Service  on  controversial  matters 
relating  to  their  department,  which  was 
acted  upon  in  the  case  of  the  late  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Police,  applies  also  to 
medical  officers  in  the  prisons;  if  this 
letter  is  approved  by  the  Secretary  of 
fitate,  was  it  by  his  direction  that  the 
ISmei  newspaper  was  selected  as  the 
organ  for  its  publication;  and,  what 
coarse  does  he  propose  to  take  with 
regard  to  the  writer  of  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  The  letter  in 
question  was  written  by  a  medical 
practitioner  who  gives  part  of  his  time 
to  the  daties  of  medical  officer  of  one  of 


Her  Maj esty 's  prisons.  It  was  published 
without  the  knowledge  or  authority  of 
the  Secretary  of  State.  The  rule  against 
private  publications  on  matters  relating 
to  a  department  by  officers  attached  to 
the  department  has  been  issued  to  the 
prisons  service,  and  applies  to  those 
portions  of  Dr.  Barr's  letter  which  deal 
with  English  prison  administration.  Dr. 
Barr  is  the  person  who  undertook  a 
duty  outside  his  official  employment — 
namely,  that  of  inquiring  into  the 
administration  of  prison  rules  in  Ireland 
as  compared  with  the  English  prison 
administration.  He  was  subjected  to 
virulent  and  undeserved  personal  attack 
for  his  performance  of  his  duty. 
I  am  informed  that  the  substance 
of  his  letter  to  the  T  metlisid  been  already 
given  in  evidence  by  himself  and 
Captain  Stopford  at  Mitchelstown.  I 
have  drawn  Dr.  Barr's  attention  to  the 
rule  against  publications  by  official 
persons,  and  have  requested  him  to 
observe  it   in  the  future. 

Sir  \y.  HARCOURT  :  I  beg  to  give 
,  notice  that  in  consequence  of  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  shall  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  calling  the 
attention  of  this  House  to  the  conduct  of 
Dr.  Barr,  and  his  unhtness,  from  his 
bitter  partizanship,  to  remain  in  the 
employment  of  the  country. 

GERMANY  AND  SAMOA. 

Dr.  CAMERON(Glast^ow, College  Di- 
vision): I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  A6fairs  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  follow* 
ing  statements  contained  in  a  letter 
headed  *' Recent  German  doings  in 
Samoa,"  and  signed  ''  Robert  Louis 
Stevenson,"  published  in  the  Times  of 
the  llth  inst. :  that  the  British  Consul 
at  Apia  having  protested  against  a  Pro- 
clamation by  the  German  Consul  arbi- 
trarily suspending  all  authority  except 
that  of  the  German  respresentative,  the 
latter  replied  by  a  threatening  procla- 
mation **  closing  with  a  buffet  the  mouth 
of  the  English  Consul " ;  that,  in  the 
course  of  these  (recent)  events,  the  Ger- 
man flag  '*  has  been  at  least  once  sub- 
stituted for  the  Eaglish ;  that  an  Enelish 
artist  who  had  been  sketching  in  Malie- 
toa's  Camp  ''was  forcibly  seized  on 
board  the  British  packet  Richmond, 
carried  half  dressed  on  board  the  Adler, 
and  detained  there  in  spite  of  all  protest 
until  an  English  war  ship  haa  been 
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^  «n«e  been  recal  ed     The  property  g^^^^  ,^^  ^^f  ,  ^         ^^        ^  ^^f 

referred  to  is  probably  a  house  which  is  x^^   m  *i.    u  j  x    i.u     au 

in  diapute.  tS  is  the  subject  of  discus-  *!*' ^'^J^P".  ^".  *t*»*'^«'\  **>  *^«  ^"T 

ai<m      We  ha^e  haftrd  of  the  removal  of  *^''*   Division   m  August,    1888;  what 
«<Mi.     we  nave  nearttottne  removal  01  ^j^      ^  involved  to  the  Depart- 

British  subjects  from  the  Rtehmond  by  *         /      v  it      ii        •"«»   *^i»»"' 

German  armed  boats  to  the  ^rf/*r,  and  T     '  "  /  ^^cther  the  penniMion  to 

their  subsequent  release  on  the  demand  ^°  "*  »  ***  .^®  oonUnued  danngr  the 

of  the  British  naval  commander.     We  ^^^trl^    x? ^'qt  a  xrrrrk-DT?      t       ».        ^ 

know  nothing  about  his  having  cleared  .    .  fooTv  i     f  5.     ?*'      ♦.   T!f^ 

for  action.      The  German  Government  ?'*  V,^^  Volunteers  were  attached  ta 

were  asked  for  exnlanations.  and  reDliod  ^®    Aldershot    Division    at    a   ooat  of 

were  MJJM  lor  explanations,  ana  remied  £4226.     There   will  be  no  driU    this 
that  the  German  civil  and  naval  authori-        *     .  a,j      u  *   •    -i      *^  au  1  ^  iT^ 

tie.  in  Samoa  have  been  instructed  by  y*" ''V    ^?'?''°k  1  T  fL^  *'*  ''S^* 

telegraph  not  to  subject  the  foreigners  y*?'.  b«*  it  is  hoped  that  some  of  th» 

settlVd  in  Samoa  to  iartial  law,  aSd  to  ^"8"^"  "^"^  ^  «*"'"«•*  ♦^'*- 

refrain  from  searching  foreign  ships  for 

contraband  of  war.  Papers  are  in  course  CANNON  CARTRIDGE  BAGS. 

of  preparation,  and  will  be  laid  on  the       Lieutenant- Colonel  SANDYS  (La&» 

Taole  in  the  course  of  a  few  days.  cashire,  S. W.,  Bootle) :    I  beg   to  ask 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Are  we  to  under-  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 

stand  that  we  shall  have  Papers  giving  it  is  the   case    that    the   material   of 

full  particulars  relating  to  the  abduction  which  our  cannon  powder  cartridge  bags 

of    tiiis  British   subject    by  the    Ger-  is  made,  is  all  manufactured  and  im- 

mans  F  ported  from  abroad ;  whether  it  ean  be- 

*SiB  T.  FERGUSSON :     Yes ;    that  at  present  manufactured  in  the  United 

transaotion    will    be    covered     by    the  Kingdom ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  haS' 

Papers.  any  objection  to  take  steps  to  promote 

filB.  W.  A.  McARTHUR  (ComwaU,  the  manufacture  of  this  silk  cloth  ma* 

Mid,    St.  Austell) :  Can  the  right  hon.  terial  in  England,  in  order  that  in  the 

Baronet  give  us  the  names  of  the  Com-  event  of  war  our  heavy  ordnanee  may 

miseioners?  be  supplied  with  cartridge  bags  made 

*SiB  J.  FERGUSSON:  I  stated  yes-  from  materials  of  British  manufactmref 
terday  that  as  the  date  of  the  Conference       Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  The  silk  olotk 

hat  not  been  fixed,  it  would  be  prema-  used  for  cannon  cartridges  is  of  foreiga 

tuxe  to  name  the  Commissioners.     I  am  manufacture,  and  was  adopted  beeause 

unable  to  say  when  I  shall  be  able  to  it  leaves  no  residue  in  the  gun  after 

name  them,  indeed,  the  number  on  each  firing.     Some  years  ago  two  firms  in 

side  has  not  yet  been  fixed.  Bradford    commenced     manofaotuiing 

it,   but  ceased  to  do  so  because  they 

THE  PROCURATOR  FISCAL  OF  SKYE.  could  not  approach  the  foreiga  prices* 

Db.  CAMERON :    I  beg  to  ask  the  We  have,  however,  a  standing  contraet 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  what  was  the  with  Messrs.  Cochrane,  of  Paisley^  lor 

amount    of  the  payment  made  by  the  the  supply  of  300  yards  per  fortnight^ 

Treasury  to  Mr.  M*Lennon,  Procurator  and  endeavours  have  been  made  to  ia- 

Fiscal  of  Skye,  in  respect  of  ezpensss  duce  some    Nottinghamshire  firms   t» 

inoorred  by  him  in  defending  the  action  take  up  the  manufacture.    A  consider* 

''Maopherson  r.  M'Lennon;"  at  what  able  stock  of  this  silk  cloth  ia  alwiqra 

Dr.  Camrm 


kapt  up  M  OS  to    be    secure   agaioet 


Ittputor  Mattm.      lAOft' 


aOVAL  SAVAL  RESERVE  BATTERY 

AT  WICK. 
ICa.  CALDWELL  (Ulas^v,  St.  Rol- 
bn)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Firat  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  whether  any  negotiations  are 
pending  with  the  riew  of  traasferring 
hom  Wick  to  Thurso  the  Uojral  Naral 
Beserre  Battery  which  has  been  estab- 
lished at  Wick  at  considerable  expense 
for  OTSr  1.1  Tears;  or  if  there  is  any 
oorrespondence  with  the  Admiralty  there 
•nentr 

•The  first  LORD  of  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (l»rd  Q.  Haviltox,  Uid- 
l«Mz,  EaliuK) :  The  question  uf  trans- 
forring  the  Boyal  Naval  Reserve  Battery 
from  Wick  to  Thurso  has  never  beea 
nited  that  the  Admiralty  are  aware  of, 
•nd  there  is  no  correspondence  on  the 
■sbjact. 

TUE  NAVAL  PROGRAMIIE. 
Hs.  LABOnCHERE  (Narthampton): 
1  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
nrinulr  whether  he  can  state  approxi- 
mately what  is  tikety  to  betheanuualin- 
oreaae  of  expeaditure  per  annum  for 
repaira,  salaries,  wages,  provisions, 
puuiona,  Ac.,  when  all  the  ships  that 
ne  contemplated  building  have  been 
added  to  the  Navy  ? 
•Lord  G.  HAMILTON ;  The  Uuea- 
tioB  of  the  hoo-  Qeutlemao  divides 
itodf  into  two  heads — the  increase  of 
coat  for  manning  the  new  vessels,  and 
the  eoat  of  their  maintainence  and  re- 
pair. Wa  estimate  that  fur  tbo  first 
pwpoae  it  will  be  necessary  during 
tlw  next  fire  years  to  increase  the  Vote 
fu  Diea  in  the  aggregate  by  5,0UO, 
•nd  an  approximate  estimate  of  the  cost 
al  their  pay  and  provisions  will  be  be- 
tween £250,000  and  £3u0,0U0  spread 
orar  that  time.  I  have  not  had  time  to 
hlTfl  an  estimate  of  their  pensions  oai- 
enlated.  The  coat  of  repairing  the  new 
■lupa  may  roughly  be  calculated  on  the 
fitlbwing  basis.  The  older  ironclads 
which  have  been  oonatantly  in  oommis- 
iion,  and  the  life  of  whose  boilers  is 
mneh  ahorter  than  that  of  ships  of  the 
moat  modem  type,  oost  in  maintenance 
and  repair  about  2  per  cent  per  annum 
an  original  oost  of  GOnstrnotion;  the  ooet 
of  snuaaiBand  other  vessels  ia  considw- 
tUf  lean.    A  larg*  proportion  of  these 
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new  vessels  will  not  be  constantly  ia 
I  commissioD,  and  their  boilers  will 
.  last      longer     than     those     of     tha 

vessels    they     replace.       A    deductioa 

may,  therefore,  fairly  be  looked  for 
I  in  regard  to  both  these  points  fiom  the 

average  estimate  I  have  givea.  For 
J  the  fifbt  few  years  that  new  vessels  azo- 
.  in  USB  the  cost  of  repair  and  maintenance 

is  very  small. 

FREE  MONEY  0BDEB6. 
Sir  J.  COLOMB  (forUr.  Henhiub 
Heatox)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether  Ihe  Poet 
Office  revenue  is  recouped  the  cost  diraet 
or  indirect,  of  the  free  money  order* 
issued  for  Inland  Revenue  purposes  nod 
how  many  of  the  free  money  orders  are 
issued  in  the  nine  months  up  to  Decem- 
ber :il,  188(>,  and  if  the  number  is  in- 
creasing ;  and  whether  a  sum  of  abont 
million    and   a  half  sterling  was 


Revenue,  and  what  amount  was  tnna- 
ferred  from  the  Inland  Revenue  to  the 
Post  Office  for  this  service  ? 
•TnB  CBANCHLLOR  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUER (Mr.  OoscuBN,  St.  QeorgeX 
Hanover  Square):  The  number  otiree 
money  orders  issued  for  the  Inland 
Revenue  purposes  was  253,107  ia  the 
nine  months  ending  Decembers!,  IBS^ 
and  the  number  is  increasing.  ThePuat 
Office  Revenue  was  not  recouped  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  the  cost  of  these 
orders.  Such  a  course  wonld  be  oon- 
trsry  to  the  well-established  tula  that 
one  public  department  dues  not  make 
payments  to  another  public  department 
services  rendered  to  it  by  that  other. 

IKELANU-TJIE  MURDER  OF  DtSTHICT 
INSrECTOR  MARTIN. 

Mtt.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  fire- 
land  whether,  under  the  Cooatabulaxy 
iiegulatioDB,  any  provision  is  made  for 
the  lamilies  of  officers  or  men  who  may 
be  killed  or  injured  in  the  axeoutiODKU 
their  duty  ;  and  whether  any  piovisioii 
will  be  made  fur  the  widow  uf  the  late 
District  laspector  Martin,  who  was 
murdered  at  Oweedore  on  the  oocaami 
of  the  arreet  of  the  Rev.  JauMi 
M-Fadden  ? 

Tus  CHIEF  SECRETABY  torn 
IRBL.AND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bauooa,  U»m, 
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Chester,  East) :  The  Constabulary  regula- 
tions do  not  make  any  provision  for  the 
families  of  officers  who  may  be  killed  in 
the  execution  of  their  duty.  In  the  cases 
of  men  who  are  killed,  or  who  die  while 
serving  in  the  force,  provision  is  made 
for  their  families.  In  the  cases  of 
officers  or  men  who  may  be  injured  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duty  to  an  extent 
to  prevent  their  continuance  in  the  ser- 
vice, the  officer  or  man  is  retired  with  a 
pension,  or  gratuity,  according  to  the 
circumstances.  As  regards  the  case  of 
the  widow  of  the  late  District  Inspector 
Martin,  the  Irish  Government  have 
recommended  to  the  Treasury  that  she 
be  granted  a  pension,  and  the  matter  is 
now  under  consideration. 

THE  IMPRISONMENT  OF  MR.  DUN- 

LEAVY. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing statement  in  the  Leeds  Mercury 
of  the  8th  inst— 

**Mr.  J.  8.  Dunleavy,  editor  of  the  Clare 
Independent f  was  recently  sentenced  to  three 
months*  imprisonment.  This  was  the  charge — 
•  Obstructing  a  policeman  by  laughing  at  him.* 
And  this  is  how  Mr;  Dunleavy  is  treated  in 
priion— '  He  is  confined  in  a  flag  cell  without 
matting.  His  application  for  furniture  has 
been  refused  by  the  Visiting  Committee.  Uis 
elooping  accommodation  is  a  hammock.  The 
rest  of  the  furniture  in  the  cell  is  a  stool.' " 

Whether  he  can  state  of  what  offence 
Mr.  Dunleavy  was  convicted,  and  what 
is  the  true  character  of  his  treatment  in 
prison  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Proceedings 
were  taken  against  Mr.  Dunleavy  under 
the  ordinary  law,  not  for  laughing  at  a 
policeman,  but  for  conduct  calculated  to 
lead  to  a  breach  of  the  peace  in  unlaw- 
fully abusing  a  police  constable  while  in 
the  execution  of  his  duty.  He  was 
ordered  to  find  bail  to  keep  the  peace, 
and  be  of  good  behaviour.  This  he  re- 
fused to  do,  electing  to  go  to  prison  for 
three  months.  He  has  been  treated  in 
prison  under  the  rules  for  prisoners 
awaiting  trial,  and  on  the  5th  inst., 
being  the  first  meeting  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  after  he  was  transferred  to 
TuUamore,  he  was,  on  his  application, 
granted  by  them  privileges  which  in- 
cluded permission  to  furnish  his  cell,  to 
receive  certain  daily  and  weekly  publi- 
cations, permission  to  write,  the  use  of 

Mr.  d.  J.  Balfmr 


books,  and  permission  to  smoke  twiee 
daily.  He  has,  however,  only  partial^ 
availed  himself  of  the  permissioa  to  fur- 
nish his  cell,  preferring  to  sleep  on  the 
prison  hammock,  which ,  he  states,  is 
very  comfortable;  and,  further,  althongk 
under  the  rules  for  prisoners  of  his  dni 
he  could  provide  his  own  food,  he  only 
does  so  for  the  dinner  meal,  being  appa* 
rently  quite  satisfied  with  the  prison 
diet  for  breakfast  and  supper. 

THE  P0N80NBY  ESTATE. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.) :  I  bee 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  drawn  to  a  reported 
sale  of  the  Fonsonby  Estate  to  a  Liondon 
syndicate,  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Huntingdon  is  a  member; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  this  trans- 
action took  place  at  a  time  when 
negotiations  for  a  purchase  scheme  were 
far  advanced  between  Mr.  Ponsonby 
and  his  tenants,  and  that  it  is  stated,  on 
behalf  of  the  purchasers,  that  they 
bought  this  property  to  prevent  the  sale 
to  the  tenants,  because  the  proposed 
terms  would  reduce  the  price  of  land  in 
the  district ;  whether  theie  are  over  SOO 
tenants  on  this  property,  some  of  them 
holding  farms  which  have  been  in 
possession  of  their  families  200  years 
and  upwards;  and,  whether,  in  the 
event  of  any  evictions  taking  place  on 
this  property,  the  forces  of  the  Crown 
will  be  lent  to  this  syndicate  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  seen 
the  report,  but  have  no  official  know- 
ledge on  the  subject  of  this  or  the  next 
paragraph.  I  will  make  inquiries,  if 
the  hon.  Member  wishes  it,  into  the 
Questions  asked  in  the  third  paragraph. 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  transaction  of 
the  kind  referred  to  would  alter  either 
the  «/a^u«  of  the  tenants,  or  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  support  the  Sheriff 
in  the  execution  of  the  decrees  of  a 
Court. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.):  I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that  negotia- 
tions for  a  settlement  in  this  case  had 
proceeded  so  far  when  Mr.  Smith  Barry 
and  his  confederates  intervened ;  that 
the  agent  on  the  21st  of  last  month 
stated  that  he  hoped  his  efforts  for  a 
settlement  would  not  be  in  vain ;  and 
as  this  appeared  to  be  a  conspiracy  on 
the  part  of  a  body  of  landlords  to  pre* 
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vent  a  settlement  being  come  to  between 
an  Irish  landlord  and  his  tenants  in  a 
district  where  a  conflict  had  been  pro- 
ceeding for  tw9  years,  I  beg  to  ask 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  public  policy, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  any 
objection  to  make  some  represen- 
tation to  Mr.  Smith  Barry  and  his 
confederates  in  regard  to  their  in- 
tervention, which  may  result  in  the 
clearing  away  of  inhabitants  of  the 
district,  produciug  something  like  a 
Btate  of  civil  war  in  the  district  ? 

Mr.  a  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  peculiar  use  of  the  word  *' con- 
spiracy.''  As  regards  the  latter  part  of 
the  Question,  I  consider  that  to  act  as 
suggested  would  be  an  unwarrantable 
intrusion  on  my  part  in  private  affairs. 

Mr.  lane  :  May  I  ask  if  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  is  aware  that  while  the 
negotiations  between  the  tenants  and 
the  landlord  were  in  proj2;ress  Mr. 
Smith  Barry  declared  at  a  banquet  in 
Oork  that  Ponsonby  would  never  settle 
with  bis  tenants ;  and  whether  on  the 
following  day  Mr.  Ponsonby 's  agent 
telegraphed  in  reply  to  Eev.  Canon 
Keller,  who  had  charge  of  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  tenants,  to  the  effect  that 
the  statement  was  utterly  unautho- 
rized? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  better 
put  the  Question  on  the  Paper:  it  is 
not  a  Question  likely  to  be  answered  off 
hand. 

Ma.  LANE :  I  will  put  the  Question 
down. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether 
Mr.  Joyce,  Mr.  Shannon,  and  Mr. 
Home  are  the  three  Resident  Magis- 
trates specially  charged  with  carrying 
out  inquiries  under  Section  1  of  the 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland) 
Act ;  whether  those  gentlemen,  or  some 
of  them,  have  been  engaged  in  assisting 
the  Time*  to  obtain  evidence ;  whether 
Mr.  Home  was  so  engaged  before  the 
sitting  of  the  Special  Commission  ;  how 
long  he  has  been  so  engaged ;  whether 
he  obtained  leave  from  bis  ordinary 
duties  at  Westport  for  that  purpose; 
and  when  such  leave  was  Brst  obtained ; 
whether  a  district  inspector  of  Con- 
stabulary was  engaged  in  each  divisional 


district  in  assisting  the  TimeB  to  procure 
evidence,  or  in  some  other  relation  to 
the  Times  case  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Resi- 
dent  Magistrates  named  in  the  first  para- 
graph are  not  specially  charged  with 
carrying  out  inquiries  under  Section  1 
of  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act;  but  they  are,  among 
others,  legally  qualified  to  hold  such 
inquiries  when  called  upon.  So  far  as 
I  am  aware,  they  have  not  been  en- 
gaged in  assisting  the  Times  to  obtain 
evidence.  No  doubt  they  have  rendered, 
and  will  render,  any  assistance  in  their 
power  with  a  view  to  the  eluoidation  of 
the  various  matters  now  under  investi- 
gation before  the  Special  Commission. 
Mr.  Joyce  and  Mr.  Home  were  engaged 
in  examining  papers  and  statistics,  &c., 
connected  with  crime  in  Ireland,  in 
order  that  particulars  could  be  furnished 
upon  application  being  made  either  by 
the  Commission  or  any  of  the  parties 
appearing  before  it.  It  is  not  true  that 
a  district  inspector  was  engaged  in  each 
division  in  assisting  the  Times  to  pro- 
cure evidence.  It  is  true  that  several 
district  inspectors  were  engaged  in 
tabulating  information  already  in 
possession  of  the  police — an  obviously 
proper  proceeding.  And  I  have  no 
doubt  that  all  officers  and  men  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  upon  demand 
give  all  proper  information  in  their 
possession  which  is  relevant  to  the 
inquiry. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY  :  Do  I  understand 
that  these  magistrates  and  officers  did 
nothing  but  tabulate  statistics  already 
in  the  possession  of  the  police  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  the 
only  thing,  so  far  as  I  know,  and  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  in  which  they 
did  anything.     But  of  course  those  sub- 

gosnaed  by  the  Times ^  no  doubt,  as  I 
ave  said,  gave  all  the  information  in 
their  power. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY :  To  whom  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  To  the  per- 
sons who  asked  them  for  it. 

Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  Who  were  they? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no 
knowledge  of  these  facts  at  all.  I  have 
laid  down  a  general  principle,  which  I 
apprehend  is  right,  that  it  is  their  duty 
to  aid  in  the  inquiry  now  going  on 
before  the  Commission.  So  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  the  only  work  they  were  en* 
gaged  upon  was  this  tabulated  work.    ' 
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Mr.  J.  MOELEY :  Is  it  not  true  that 
these  ofRcers  volunteerod  to  give  infer- 


mation  to  the  Times  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.   BALFOUR 
knowledge  of  that. 


I  have  no 
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Member  of  the  Houaey   shoald  be  pat 
without  notice  ? 


NAVAL  EXPENDITURE.— CONTRIBU- 
TIONS OF  COLONIAL 
GOVERNMENTS. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFKVJRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  bog  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  what  is  now 
the  estimated  cost  of  the  ships 
building  under  agreement  with  the 
Australian  Colonics,  and  how  much  of 
this  will  fall  upon  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment ;  what  will  be  the  amount 
paid  in  respect  of  these  vessels  to  con- 
tractors during  the  present  year,  how 
much  will  be  paid  during  the  year 
1889-90,  and  what  will  remain  over  for 
next  year  ? 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :   The 

estimated  cost  of  the  Australian  ships, 

including     armaments,     is      £850,000. 

About  £280,000  will  be  paid  in  respect  of 

these  shipsin  1888-89,  and  the  remainder 

should  be  earned  in  the  subsequent  year 

by  the  contractors.    The  Colonies  pay 

for    10   years   an  annuity   of   £35,000 

towards  the  cost  of  the  construction  of 
these  vessels,  and  the  cost  of  their 
maintenance  up  to  the  annual  sum  of 
£91,000. 

IRELAND-MR.  DAVITT  AND  SIR  W. 
HARCOURT. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether  he  has  seen  a  letter  in  the 
Freeman^ »  Journal  of  yesterday,  purport- 
ing to  be  signed  by  Michael  Da?itt, 
reflecting  upon  the  injured  innocence  of 
Sir  William  Harcourt,  and  whether  there 
is  any  reason  to  believe  this  letter  is  a 
wicked  forgery  ? 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  proper  that  a 
Question  of  this  kind,  reflecting  upon  a 


«Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  is  one 

that  cannot  be  put. 

PROCEEDINGS  IN  THE  HOUSE,  IIQK- 
DAY,  12  MARCH— CORRECTION  OF 
THE  VOTES  AND  PROCEEDINGS, 

Mr.  THOMAS  ELUS  (Herionetii- 
shire) :  I  wish  to  ask  yon,  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  question  with  regard  to  the 
Votes  and  Proceedings  which  were 
issued  this  morning.  Last  evening, 
after  the  Motion  was  made  to  report  Pro- 
gress, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

claimed  ''  that  the  Question  be  now 
put."  Assent  to  that  was  withheld  bj 
the  hon.  Qentleman  the  Churman  of 
Committees,  but  I  find  no  record  of  it  in 
the  Votes.  I  beg  respectfully  to  aak 
whether  it  is  not  proper  that  some  re- 
cord of  the  matter  should  appear  In  the 
Votes  ? 

«Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 

was  good  enough  to  consult  me  upon 

the  subject,  and  I  have  made  inquiry. 

So  far  as  I  can  learn  what  took  plaoe^ 

while  the  House  was  in  Committee, 
it  appears  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  did  indicate  his  intention  to 
move  "  that  the  Question  be  now  pat." 
(Several  hon.  Members: — [He  moved 
it.]  In  my  opinion  the  intention  was 
sufficiently  indicated  and  ought  to  ap- 
pear in  the  Votes.  The  omission  will  be 
rectified  in  the  next  issue. 

FATHER  BYRNE  AND  LIEUTENANT 
GEOGHEGAN. 

Mr.  THEOBALD  (Essex,  Bomford): 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land a  Question  of  which  I  have  given 

him  private  notice — namely,  whether 
Father  By  rue  has  issued  a  summons 
against  Lieutenant  Qeoghegan  for 
creating  a  disturbance  in  his  ohnrch ; 
and  on  what  ground  he  has  done  so, 
when  the  disturbance  was  created  by 
Father  Bymo,  who  incited  the  soldiers 
to  mutinous  conduct  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  The  Question 

was  not  put  into  my  hands  until  I  came- 
into  the  House,  and  I  have  had  no  infor- 
mation to  enable  me  to  answer  it.    If 
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the  bon.  Member  will  put  the  Question  are  not  fixed  with  regard  to  the  average- 

<m  the  paper  I  will  endeavour  to  answer  number  of  Poor  Law  Unions  to  be  in- 

thatpart  of  it  which  does  not  deal  with  eluded  in  each,  as  the  number  of  rent 

anj  question  which  is  before  the  Courts,  cases  to  be  disposed  of  in  each  union 

Mb.  sexton  :  Is  the  law  now  open  always  largely  differs.   At  present  there 

to  Father  Byrne  as  well  as  to  any  other  are  as  many  Assistant  Commissioners 

■ubjeot  of  the  Queen  ?  working  in  the  county  Cork  as  there 

were     during    the    period     from    the 

THE  LAND  COMMISSION.  igt  of  November,  1887,  to  end  of  July^ 

Mb.  lane,  for  Mr.  M.  Heai.t:  I  1888. 
beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  how  many  THE  MEMBER  FOR  ROCHESTER. 

fair  rent  applications  lodged  with  the  jf^  PATEICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 

Land  Commission  from  the  county  Cork  (Monaghan,  N.) :    I    beg  to  ask    the 

are  stiU  unheard,  including  applications  ^y-^^^  j^,^  ^j  t^^  Treasury  whether  the 

byleaeeholders;  whether  It  is  the  case  jjember  for  Rochester  has  applied  for 

'^hS?*'!u*^'  passing  of  the  Land  Act  j^o  Chiltem  Hundreds,  or  in  any  other 

rf  1887,  the  county  Cork  has  had    a  ,^^  acquainted  the  Government  of  hie 

Sub-Commission     to    itoelf.    but  that  i^tentioi  to  vacate  his  seat ;  and,  if  not, 

within  the  past  two  months  the  county  ^^^^j,^^  .^  j,    ^j,^    intention    of    the 

Waterford  was  added  to  the  district  of  Qovemment  to  take  any  steps  in   the 

this   oub-Commission ;    why    this  was  maHer  ? 

dome,  haying  regard  to  the  enormous  #,j,^  FIRST  LORD  of  the  1 REA- 

arnus  of  land  oases  in  county  Cork ;  g^^y  (Mr.    W.   H.  Smith,    Strand, 

whether  it  is  the  case  that  the  county  Westminster)  :    The     ChanceUor     of 

Cork  16  now  worse    than    before    the  ^^^  Exchequer,    to  whom  enoh  appli- 

recent  appointment  of  additional  Sub-  ^^j^^^^  are  made,  has  informed  me  that 

Commissioners;    what   is    the  average  ^^  appUcation  has  been  made  by  thft 

?TV-^°'  ^fu  '  ^'^  •Y'"i"'"  fl  Tn^"*  hon.  Member  for  Rochester. 

indnded  in  the  circuit  of  a  Sub-Com-  ^^  THEOBALD :  May  I  ask  whether 

mission,  and  what  number  of  Unions  Members  of  Parliament  who  have  beea 

Jf*!? S\T'"^*^ '-^  *  "  T^'lKu    *u^  wntto  prison,  or  are  constantly  being 

Cork  Sub- Commission ;  and,  whether  he  j^    ^  ^^,^        U^  fo,  the  Chiltem 

IS  aware  that  the  effect  of  including  so  Hundreds? 

large  an  area  in  the  circuit  of  this  Com-  ,,jj^  y^  2  SMITH :  I  am  not  aware 
mission  has  been  to  greatly  hamper  ite  ^jj^ther  any  such  application  has  or  ha» 
capacity  for  disposing  of  business,  m  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^ 
consequence  of  the  long  dietancee  be- 
tween the  different  sittinKS  ?  NEW  WRIT 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUfi :   The  Land  «-      tit   *  #     u     *i.  t?I.*  t^»ao.k;«» 

CommiBeionere    inform    me    that    the  .^^^^  ^"* '.^T  ^^'^^^  ^*  ^^^ 

number  of  fair-rent  applications  from  ^^^J*^^    ^^'"^/^)'^*^  Jf    I^^ZJ 

county  Cork  undisposed  of  by  the  Land  Richard    Peacock,   Esquire,    deceased. 

Commission  on  the  1st  inst.  was  5.041.  ^•^  ™^^®^  ^°''- 
A  Sub-Commiasion  has  sat  more  con- 
tinuously in  the  county  Cork  since  the 

1st    of   November,   1887,  than  in   any  • 

other  county.    The  Sub-Commission  at  pbivatk  bill  commissionbrs  bill. 

first  consisted  of  four  laymen.      This  On  Motion  of  Mr.  Craig  Selkr,  Bill  Isr 


number  was  increased  to  six  in  Septem-    establiahing  a  Commission  to  examine  and  re- 


M0TI0N8. 


respect  of  cases  in  unions  which  lie  in  Mr.  Howorth,  and  Mr.  Arthur  BUiot. 

botii  counties,  and  partly  on  the  ground  Bill  preeented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  168.} 

that  there  had  been  no  sittins;  in  part  of 

Waterford  for  a  considerable  period —  office  uxdeb  tbb  cbowh  (vacativ^  ow 

sineo  NoTsmber,  1887.    The  pair  now  sbats)  bill. 

in  Waterford  will  soon  return  to  Cork.  Oo  Motion  of  Mr.  W.  F.  Lswmbos,  Bill  I0 


The  oixeuits  of  the  Sub  -  Commissions   amend  the  Law  relating  to  ths  Vaostifltt  of 
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Seats  by  persons  being  Members  of  Parliament 
accepting  OflSce  under  the  Crown,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr,  W.  F.  Lawrence,  Mr. 
Hobhouse,  Mr.  A.  D.  Eliot,  Mr.  Tomlinson, 
Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  and  Mr.  Seager 
Hunt. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  154,] 


ORDERS    OF   THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY-ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Vote  1. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  ex- 
ceeding 152,282,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for 
the  Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
excluding  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31  st  day  of 
March,  18f0." 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion proposed, 

"That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  ex- 
eeeding  149,667,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for 
Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Irelaud  at  Home  and  Abroad,  ex- 
cluding Her  Majesty* s  Indian  Possessions, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March,  1890."— (i/^r.  P<Wow.) 

Debate  resumed. 

*SiB  W.  BARTTELOT  (Sussex,  N.  W.): 
I  think  there  is  no  one  who  will  deny 
that  the  House  has  had  put  before  it,  in 
the  statements  of  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  and  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  a  clear  explanation  of  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  regard  to 
the  Army  and  the  Navy.  No  one  w  ill  deny 
the  importance  of  the  Navy,  or  that  the 
Navy  should  be  maintained  in  such  a 
position  so  as  to  be  able  to  command  the 
seas  wherever  it  may  be  placed.  The 
question  that  we  have  more  immediately 
to  deal  with,  however,  is  that  of  the 
Army  Estimates,  and  I  think  that  when 
we  look  broadly  at  the  question,  and 
when  we  consider  what  has  been  done, 
or  rather  what  has  not  been  done,  in 
days  gone  by,  we  shall  not  consider  the 
sum  asked  for  excessive.  I  certainly 
was  surprised  when  I  heard  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Faddington  (Lord 
R.  Churchill)  say  that  if  the  Army 
Estimates  are  to  be  increased  as  is  pro- 
posed that  certainly  would  show  that  the 
Navy  Estimates    ought  not  to  be  in- 


creased. Even  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
who  take  a  very  different  view  to  that 
which  I  hold  in  regard  to  these  matters 
will  admit  that,  coDsideringthe  position 
of  this  country  at  the  present  moment 
in  regard  to  its  food  supply,  it  is  ab- 
solutely necessary  that  we  should  have 
command  of  the  sea.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- Bannermun)  last 
night  referred  to  the  Motion  which  was 
brought  forward  last  year  by  me  for  a 
Commission  with  regard  to  the  defences 
of  the  country,  and  expressed  his  ap- 
proval of  the  action  of  the  Government 
in  opposing  that  Motion.  But  though 
the  Commission  was  not  granted,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  if  it  had  not  been 
for  the  discussion  that  took  place  on  that 
Motion  there  would  neither  have  been 
the  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  War  Office  and  Ad- 
miralty, presided  over  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Kossendale,  nor  the 
Committee  of  the  Cabinet,  to  whose  Re- 
port it  may  be  assumed  that  the  present 
proposals  of  the  Government  are  due. 
May  I  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  in  what  position  is  the  Com- 
mission at  the  present  moment,  and 
whether  it  is  likely  soon  to  report,  be- 
cause the  questions  referred  to  it,  such 
as  the  relations  between  the  War  Office 
and  the  Admiralty  are  grave  questions, 
and  the  sooner  the  fiouse  knows  the 
exact  opinion  of  the  Commission  on 
matters  of  that  sort  the  better  it  will  be 
for  the  country.  I  ag^ee  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman),  it  is  right  that  the  Cabinet 
should  take  questions  of  this  kind  into 
their  consideration.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Faddington  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  said  he  knew  the 
opinions  of  the  Cabinet,  but  not  the 
opinions  of  their  military  advisers.  I 
think  the  country  and  the  House  would 
like  to  know  what  were  the  recommen- 
dations and  what  were  the  opinions  of 
the  military  and  naval  advisers?  I 
cannot  bnt  think  that  these  opinions  are 
in  unison  with  the  opinion  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  if  so  it  is  well  that  they 
should  be  expressed  so  that  the  c  ;untry 
may  know  whether  the  Government  are 
carrying  out  the  defences  of  the  countiy 
on  the  lines  which  those  who  are  best 
able  to  judge  have  recommended  to  the 
Cabinet  as  being  essential  to  the  welfare 
of  the  Empire.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
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War  has  suggested  a  scheme  of  defence 
which  will  employ  more  or  less  all  the 
foToes  which  are  to  be  found  in  this 
coantry,  especially  the  Auxiliary  Forces. 
He  has  told  us  it  will  take  124,000  men 
to  garrison  and  maintain  the  different 
positions  that  are  held  to  be  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  country.  One  thing  I 
should  like  to  say  is  this :  124,000  men, 
mainly  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces,  are  to 
occupy  these  various  positions.  Why 
not  call  out  these  men  and  let  them  see 
the  positions  they  are  to  occupy  ?  That 
would  cost  the  country  nothing,  as  the 
men,  generally  speakiog,  are  to  be 
found  in  the  neighbourhood  where  they 
will  be  called  upon  to  perform  their 
duties.  The  Militia,  which  I  do  not 
think  has  received  that  attention  which 
it  ought  to  roceive,  when  it  is  called  out 
for  its  annual  training,  could  be  sent  to 
work  at  those  positions,  and  the  country 
would  know  that  the  men  were  there  and 
were  likely  to  be  efficient,  and  do  the 
work  required  of  them  properly  and 
efficiently.  My  light  hon.  Friend  has 
also  organized  the  Volunteers  by 
Brigades,  and  there  are  certain  Brigades, 
I  presume,  that  are  to  go  into  line  of 
battle  in  case  of  absolute  necessity.  I 
saw  in  a  military  paper  that  the  War 
Office  are  only  going  to  allow  a  certain 
portion  of  the  Brigades  to  asemble.  A 
more  short-sighted  policy  could  not 
possibly  be  found,  because  you  would  find 
a  large  number  of  men  discontented  if 
they  are  not  allowed  to  go  out  with  the 
battalion  if  it  is  called  gut  for  any 
purpose  of  the  kind.  The  Brigade- 
Majors,  too,  are  to  be  paid  so  small  an 
amount  that  they  will  not  like  to  accept 
the  positions  which  will  be  offered  to 
them.  Efficient  officers  are  absolutely 
necessary,  and  I  hope  there  will  be  no 
false  economy  in  so  small  a  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
of  earthworks  which  are  to  be  erected. 
I  hope  he  is  not  going  to  leave  the 
construction  of  such  works  until  the 
day  of  danger  arrives.  Earthworks  are 
not  costly  in  construction,  and  it  would 
be  much  better  for  the  men  to  know 
where  the  works  are,  and  what  they 
would  have  to  do  if  danger  arose.  So 
much  for  the  Volunteers.  As  to  the 
Militia,  I  hope  that  some  steps  will  be 
taken  to  put  them  in  a  more  effective 
condition.  Some  regiments  are  excel- 
lent, but  some  are  not  up  to  the  mark. 
I  regard  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  Oovem- 


ment  to  organize  all  the  forces  we  have 
at  our  disposal,  especially  those  remark- 
ably cheap  forces — the  Militia  and 
Volunteers.  Now,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  has  moved 
an  Amendment  to  reduce  the  number 
of  men  by  2,600.  What  are  these  men 
required  for?  They  are  to  maintain 
our  garrisons  in  the  Mediterranean  and 
elsewhere,  at  stations  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  the  Empire.  Some  men  talk 
as  if  we  were  going  to  hold  aloof  from 
everything  happening  elsewhere;  but 
history  shows  that  that  is  impossible. 
Nothing  could  be  more  detrimental  to 
the  working  classes  than  that  this 
country  should  sustain  anything  like  an 
Imperial  reverse,  and  especially  that  any- 
thing should  happen  to  our  stations  in  the 
Mediterranean,  and  at  the  Cape  which 
are  so  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of 
our  highway  to  India,  Australia,  and 
other  possessions.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs 
(Mr.  CampbelUBannerman)  could  not 
support  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  but 
he  sympathized  with  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member,  because  he  thought  there 
ought  to  be  no  increase  in  the  Estimates. 
If  we  intend  to  preserve  our  coaling 
stations,  we  require  greater  garrisons^ 
and,  therefore,  I  welcome  the  proposi- 
tions  of  the  Government  upon  this  point. 
But  upon  the  question  of  the  Beserve 
I  was  sorry  to  hear  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  said.  I  hold  it  to  be  a  positive 
duty  of  any  Government  to  see  that  the 
Heserve  is  effective  and  efficient.  Every 
man  ought  to  be  inspected,  to  see  that  he 
is  effective  and  efficient,  to  see  that  he 
knows  what  his  drill  is.  It  is  to  a  large 
and  effective  reserve  of  Army  men  and 
to  our  Auxiliary  Forces  that  I  look  for  a 
continuance  of  our  freedom  from  con- 
scription. We  have  only  to  look  at 
Germany  and  France  to  see  how  the 
heart  of  the  nation  is  eaten  out  by  con- 
scription, and  how  the  women  of  both 
Germany  and  France  are  called  upon  to 
perform  those  duties  which,  if  it 
were  not  for  conscription,  might,  and 
ought  to  be,  performed  by  men.  Let 
me  now  turn  to  the  question  of  Artillery. 
Do  not  let  us  blink  the  question  that  our 
Artillery  is  not  what  it  was  in  former 
days  when  we  had  muzzle-loading  guns. 
I  think  a  step  in  the  right  direction  is  to 
make  a  distinction  between  the  Garrison 
and   the    Horse    and   Field  Artillery. 
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Men  dislike  going  into  the  Qarrison 
Artillery  because  they  are  deprived  of 
opportunities  of  distinction.  Some- 
thing ought  really  to  be  done  to  make 
garrison  service  attractive,  and  to  en- 
courage men  to  learn  the  work.  As  it 
is  every  officer  of  Artillery  does  all  in 
his  power  to  avoid  serving  in  the  Garri- 
son artillery,  where  scientific  training  is 
absolutely  necessary  in  handling  the 
enormous  guns  we  now  have;  where 
also  he  finds  himself  in  worse  quarters ; 
and  where  as  soon  as  he  is  appointed, 
he  endeavours  not  to  learn  his  work, 
but  to  get  into  the  Horse  or  Field 
Artillery  as  soon  as  possible.  I  desire 
to  congratulate  the  Secretary  for 
War  on  his  determination  to  distribute 
to  the  Artillery  12.pounder  guns, 
which,  I  am  told,  are  the  best  arms  of 
the  kind  in  the  world.  I  quite  agree, 
too,  that  the  Army  and  Navy  should 
each  have  the  duty  of  ordering  its  own 
guns.  As  to  the  Cavalry,  I  think 
everv  regiment  ought  to  be  made  up  to 
its  full  strength.  In  this  island  we  may 
not  require  so  many  regiments,  but  the 
time  may  come  when  we  may  have  to 
send  Cavalry  at  a  moment's  notice  for 
one  or  two  Army  Corps  abroad.  We 
might  very  properly  copy  either  France 
or  Germany,  who  look  upon  a  reserve 
of  Cavalry  or  Artillery  as  of  no  use  until 
they  had  gone  into  training  again, 
and  therefore  keep  all  their  regiments 
of  Cavalry  and  also  their  Horse  and 
Field  Artillery  up  to  war  strength.  I 
do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  the  Member  for  South  Hamp- 
shire (Sir  F.  FitzWigram),  that  it  would 
be  well  to  decrease  the  number  of  regi- 
ments, but  1  do  agree  with  him  that 
all  ought  to  be  kept  up  to  full  war 
strength.  In  the  next  place,  I  musr 
protest  against  the  Home  Army  being 
used  to  feed  regiments  in  India. 
We  ought  to  have  for  the  Indian 
regiments  separate  depots  of  older 
men,  enlisted  for  a  longer  time  than 
men  are  enlisted  for  home  service.  I 
suppose  the  80,000  we  are  to  have 
available  will  be  exclusive  not  only  of 
the  30,000  in  Ireland,  but  also  of  the 
Army  Eeserve,  or  else  we  are  doing 
nothing  at  all.  If  the  Beserve  men  are 
called  into  the  first  line,  how  will  gaps, 
which  any  campaign  will  naturally 
make,  be  filled  up  ?  I  have  asked  be- 
fore that  wo  might  see  one  of  those 
Army  Corps ;  and  I  think  Aldershot  is 
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the  proper  place  for  the  men  to 
assemble.  I  cannot,  for  the  life  of  me, 
see  why  an  Army  Corps,  which  migb 
be  sent  abroad,  we  will  aay,  in  the 
course  of  a  month,  should  not  be 
assembled  now  and  then  at  Aider- 
shot,  under  those  officers  under  whom 
it  would  serve.  Each  regiment — at  any 
rate  a  certain  number  of  regiments^ 
should  have  five  squadrons^  and  one  of 
these  squadrons,  in  the  event  of  a 
regiment  going  on  Beryice,  ahoold 
remain  at  home  for  the  depot.  My 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  went  eo  folly 
into  the  numbers  of  a  regiment  that  I 
will  say  nothing  on  that  point.  Now,  I 
have  not  heard  a  very  great  deal  about 
the  transport,  and  I  am  rather  anxious 
about  that.  My  right  hon.  Friend  told  ua 
that  all  stores  were  to  be  decentralised. 
1  think  that  that  is  a  most  desirable  thing 
to  be  done,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
who  is  to  be  responsible  for  those  deoen* 
tralized  stores  ?  Are  they  to  go  into  a 
particular  district,  commanded  by  a 
General  Officer,  who  will  be  responsible 
for  them,  and  see  that  the  men  have 
what  they  require  in  the  event  of  an 
emergency  arising  ?  That  is  a  point 
worthy  of  serious  consideration.  If  they 
were  to  be  surrounded  by  all  the  diffi- 
culties in  getting  at  stores  that  at  present 
exist,  the  gravest  danger  will  arise  in 
case  of  any  emergency  suddenly  con- 
fronting us.  I  think,  too,  we  ought  to 
see  that  the  Transport  for  the  First  Army 
Corps  is  in  a  state  of  efficiency.  We  are 
told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
has  14,000  horses  upon  the  register. 
But  is  nothing  more  to  be  done  ?  If  the 
Cavalry  and  Artillery  have  not  their 
full  and  proper  strength  of  horses, 
and  if  the  Transport  is  not,  at  least, 
moderately  complete  in  that  respect; 
and  if,  as  a  consequence,  those  14,000 
horses  are  to  be  brought  into  use,  how 
many  will  be  fit  for  the  work,  and  how 
many  will  be  able  to  draw  and  take  the 
heavy  burdens  which  they  will  have  to 
bear  without  notice  ?  This  is  a  matter 
which  deserves  serious  consideration  at 
the  hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
At  any  rate,  ho  should  insure  that  the 
Cavalry  is  always  fully  mounted.  I  think 
it  right  to  make  these  few  remarks,  be- 
cause wo  havo  had  so  many  Armies  on 
paper,  and  I  desire  now  that  we  should 
have  a  real  and  efficient  Army.  I  will 
conclude  by  making  one  remark,  and  it  is 
upon  a  question  which  has  occupied  the 
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attention  of  soldiers  for  many  years. 
The  barracks  were  bad  when  I  first 
entered  the  Army  in  1839,  and  you  may 
depend  upon  it  they  haye  not  improved 
in  oondition  since  then.  This  is  one  of 
those  oases  which  does  not  brook  delay ; 
it  is  one  of  those  things  which  the  Army 
haye  a  right  to  demand  and  we  are 
bound  to  grant.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Leicester  and  those  who 
mt  immediately  behind  him  would,  if 
prisoners  were  confined  in  gaols  abso- 
lutely unfit  for  human  habitation,  make 
a  great  outcry,  yet  they  do  not  seem  to 
«are  whether  money  is  found  to  provide 

E roper  lodging  for  our  soldiers.  A  right 
on.  Gentleman  last  night  found  fault 
with  the  Secretary  for  War  because  he 
did  not  know  exactly  what  would  be  the 
amount  of  money  which  would  have  to 
be  spent  on  the  barracks  in  order  to  put 
them  in  proper  condition.  But  even  the 
matter  of  barrack  accommodation  re- 
quires proper  organization.  It  is  neces- 
sary they  should  be  placed  in  large 
eentres,  in  close  proximity  to  railways, 
so  that  the  troops  may  be  moved  without 
difficulty;  and  I  do  hope  that  the  scheme 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
place  before  the  House  will  be  one 
which,  when  carried  out,  will  put  the 
barracks  into  a  condition  to  last  at  least 
a  century.  I  venture  to  hope  that  the 
House  will  never  hesitate  to  do  that 
which  is  necessary  for  the  health,  welfare, 
and  well-being  of  our  troops.  I  do  not 
doubt  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  not 
spend  any  more  than  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  improvement  of  our 
barrack  accommodation,  and  that  what 
is  necessary  will  be  placed  unreservedly 
at  his  disposal  by  the  House. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester):  I  desire, 
Sir,  to  revive  the  Amendment  I  moved 
yesterday,  and  I  wish  also  to  say  one  or 
two  words  in  explanation.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  has  referred  to 
the  necessity  for  improving  the  barrack 
accommodation,  and  has  taunted  us  on 
this  side  of  the  House  with  being  care- 
less on  the  subject.  But,  Sir,  we  are 
not  careless  on  the  subject,  and  we 
should  not  object  to  any  reasonable  ex- 
penditure. If  we  have  soldiers  we  must 
five  them  proper  barracks.  I  trust, 
ir,  we  shall  not  be  thus  taunted  again. 
My  Motion  does  not  refer  to  the  question 
of  barrack  accommodation.  I  moved 
that  the  number  of  men  should  be  re- 
duced by  2,615  men,  which  is  the  exact 


increase  proposed  this  year.  I  object  to 
the  people  of  this  country  being  called 
upon  to  pay  for  more  soldiers,  and  I 
desire  to  hear  something  of  the  policy 
which  requires  this  increase.  I  fear 
that  it  is  a  policy  of  aggression.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  aihided  to  the 
possibility  of  a  great  emergency,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  some  explanation  as 
to  that. 

*Geneeal  Sir  E.  B.  HAMLEY  :  The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  has  given  us  a 
clear  outline  of  parts  of  what  may  be- 
come a  very  comprehensive  scheme.     I 
say  **  may  become.'*  for   we  must  re- 
member that  the  object  of  all  the  mea- 
sures which  he  has  described  can  only 
be  to  bring  the  forces  of  the  Kingdom, 
with  the  fullest  effect  which  preparation 
can  give,  against  an  invader ;  and  that 
these  and  all  other  such  measures  must 
be  judged  by  the  degree  in  which  they 
promise  to  accomplish  that  result.     But 
the  only  result  which   the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  pointed  to  is  the  occu- 
pation of  certain  positions  round  Lon- 
don where,  in  a  few  days,  the  defenders 
of  London  could  be  concentrated   and 
entrenched.     Now,  there  are  two  ways 
of  looking  at  the   defence  of  London, 
either  as  a  duty  to  be  undertaken  by  a 
comparatively    small    body    of    troops 
specially  devoted  to  the   purpose,  and 
operating   as  near  the  capital    as  the 
conditions  of  ground  and  the  spread  of 
streets  and  houses  will  admit  of  ;    or, 
the  interposing  of  the  Field  Army  be- 
tween   London     and     the     advancing 
enemy.     In   this  latter  case,  the  term 
**  Defence  of  London "    can    only    be 
applicable  in  the  sense  that  the  ultimate 
object  of  au  invader  must  be  to  seize 
the    capital,    and    that    all  operations 
against  him  may  be  said  to  be  in  its 
defence ;    but  in   this  case  the  phrase 
loses  its  distinctive  meaning,  and  is,  in 
fact,  misleading.     But  it  is  this  latter 
case  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
appears  to  contemplate;    he  seems  to 
speak  of  assambling  the  Field  Army  and 
the  field  portion  of  the  Auxiliary  Forces 
in  these  positions,   in  order  to   deliver 
there  a   decisive   battle.     But  ho  also 
tells  us  that  theso  positions  are  ''round 
London,"     which    must     mean     near 
London.     Now,  to  choose  ground  near 
London      for    the    first    concentration 
of    the    Army     would      leave      g^at 
part      of     the     South      of     England 
to  the  mercy  of  the  enemy.    If  he  had 
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•aid  that  he  meant  to  make  here  an  nl- 
timate  stand  for  the  defence  of  London 
his  intention  would  have  been  clear, 
and  in  that  case  it  would  be  well  to 
strengthen  the  position,  as  he  propoeee, 
with  works  in  which  the  Volunteers 
might  most  effectively  co- operate  with 
the  regular  troops.  But  the  first  con- 
centration should  take  place  as  near  as 
possible  to  the  enemy's  place  of  de- 
barkation. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Nothing  that 
I  said  was  at  all  inconsistent  with  that. 
I  especially  reserved  the  Field  Army  as 
separate  from  the  Volunteers,  who  would 
occupy  this  position. 
♦General  Sir  E.  HAMLEY  :  To 
enable  'the  Field  Army  to  concen- 
trate, by  road  and  rail,  on  the  menaced 
point,  must  be  the  primary  object  of  our 
efforts.  And  in  mentioning  rail,  I  would 
say  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  ex- 
planation would  have  been  more  complete 
if  he  had  told  us  how  he  meant  to  bring 
the  railways  into  the  general  scheme  of 
defence.  Again,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  described  the  excellent  and 
necessary  step  he  had  taken  of  dividing 
the  stores  of  the  Army  and  placing 
them  at  many  points  for  ready  distribu- 
tion to  the  troops,  we  should  have  been 
glad  if  he  could  have  told  us  .also  the 
selection  of  the  points  on  lines  of  rail- 
way where  magazines  might  be  placed 
for  ammunition.  As  to  the  assembling 
of  the  troops,  I  have  no  doubt  that  by 
the  arrangement  of  Sir  Bedvers  BuUer 
this  could  be  successfully  accomplished 
in  a  very  short  time.  In  this  connection 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  mention 
of  the  Eeserves.  Ho  told  the  House 
how  he  wished,  and  properly  so,  to  give 
them  opportunities  of  exercise,  but  he 
also  explained  the  difHculties  he  had 
found  in  the  way.  If  for  Hesorve  men 
we  read  Volunteers  the  case  equally 
applies,  and  therefore  I  trust  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  convinced 
that  I  and  other  hon.  Members  were 
justified  in  the  course  which  we  felt 
ourselves  obliged  to  take  last  year 
in  opposing  certain  steps  of  his  in- 
tended to  invite  the  Volunteers 
to  submit  to  fresh  liabilities. 
With  regard  to  the  guns  with  which  he 
proposes  to  supply  the  Volunteers,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  their 
value  has  been  decried.  This  is  unjust, 
because  they  are  all  that  we  have  which 
are  available  and  suitable.  He  then  tells 
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OS  that  their  calibre  ia  more  poworfbl 
than  that  of  any  which  an  inTaosr  eoaU 
bring  against  them.  But,  in  anawar  lo 
this,  I  must  observe  that  the  power  of 
guns  does  not  depend  upon  their  oalibie 
alone ;  it  also  depends  upon  their  range ; 
and,  supposing  the  enemy's  artillery  to 
be  of  superior  range,  he  might  take  up 
a  position  beyond  the  range  of  oar  gans, 
and  yet  have  our  position  within  the 
rang^  of  his.  I  mention  thia  only  to 
show  that  tbey  are  only  the  beat  we  now 
possess,  and  should  be  replaeed  by 
better  ones  ;  but  I  also  admit  that  other 
kinds  of  guns  are  more  preoaingly 
needed.  Some  Members  opposite  ob- 
ject to  the  Estimates,  becaoae  they 
are  too  large.  For  my  own  part,  how- 
ever, I  lament  that  the  right  hon.  Gto- 
tleman  has  not  seen  his  way  to  repeat 
the  loan  which  he  obtained  laat  year, 
because  I  believe  the  country  was  never 
in  a  better  frame  of  mind  to  grant 
cheerfully  all  that  may  be  necessary  for 
our  defence.  All  that  the  country  de- 
sires is  to  be  convinced  that  the  steps 
proposed  are  necessary.  This  brings 
me  to  another  point  of  great  importance 
— namely,  the  defence  of  our  commer- 
cial ports.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  spoken  of  the  progress  made  in 
supplying  these  ports  with  subnuirine 
mines,  but  other  things  are  neces- 
sary, namely,  long-range  guns  to 
keep  off  a  hostile  cruiser,  and  to 
protect  our  floating  defences  and 
the  works  in  which  to  place  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  he 
has  made  proposals  to  the  municipal 
authorities  of  these  ports,  suggesting 
that  they  should  bear  their  share  of  the 
expense,  and  he  added  that  those  pro- 
posals have  been  rejected.  This  I  was 
very  sorry  to  hear,  because  I  wanted  to 
see  the  commercial  ports  take  a  generous 
part  in  this  enterprize.  It  appears  that 
on  the  failure  of  the  negotiations  the 
project  was  brought  to  a  standstill,  but 
I  would  represent  that  the  completion 
of  these  defenc  s  is  anxiously  looked 
for  by  the  public.  The  results  of 
some  of  the  late  naval  manoeuvres 
have  strongly  fixed  attention  upon 
t  is  subject.  Perhaps  the  postpone- 
ment of  this  and  other  measures  may 
be,  in  some  measure,  due  to  a  certain 
theory  which  has  been  put  forth  by  a 
school  of  naval  opinion,  with  the  best 
intention,  I  believe,  but  which  is  so 
extreme  that  it  may  be  called  extrava- 
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gant.  The  theory  is  that  we  should 
ftbandon  eyery  kind  of  land  defence  in 
^rder  to  concentrate  our  resources  on 
tiie  Navj.  They  affirm  that  if  the 
Navy  suffer  defeat  we  have  no 
further  hope;  that  in  a  few  weeks  we 
should  be  starved  into  surrender: 
that  no  invasion  is  necessary  to 
4X>mplete  the  conquest  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  that  no  amount  of  Land 
Forces  would  serve  to  avert  our  fate. 
The  men  who  maintain  this  also  state 
that  the  Navy  is  insufficient  to  protect 
OB.  If  hon.  Members  put  these  two 
affirmations  together — first,  that  the 
Navy  is  all  in  all,  and,  secondly,  that  it 
is  incompeteot  to  protect  us — they  will 
aee  that  we  have  a  very  alarming  pros- 
pect before  us ;  so  alarming  that  it  is  a 
good  service  to  inquire  whether  it  is 
true;  therefore,  with  all  the  diffidence 
which  a  landsman  must  feel  in  opposing 
naval  opinion,  and  with  all  deference  to 
the  decision  which  naval  opinion  may 
ultimately  arrive  at,  I  will  venture  to 
atate  the  case  thus.  We  have  two 
kinds  of  naval  defence.  We  have  a 
fleet  of  battle-ships  to  meet  the  enemy's 
Id  a  general  engagement,  and  we  have 
ocean  cruisers  to  protect  our  trade  lines 
against  the  enemy's  cruisers.  These 
two  kinds  of  defence  are  distinct  and 
separate.  Now,  supposing  that  our 
ironclad  fleet  has  suffered  such  a  series 
of  discomfitures  as  to  be  driven  to  take 
ehelter  in  our  fortified  harbours,  it  could 
not  be  imagined  that  the  enemy  could 
have  effected  that  result  without  being 
himself  in  a  crippled  condition.  Would 
he,  with  what  remained  of  his  fleet, 
undertake  the  blockade  of  all  our  im- 
portant harbours  throughout  the  whole 
•extent  of  our  shores  ?  If  he  did,  he 
would  offer  us  an  opportunity  of  attacking 
him  in  detail  with  the  serviceable  ships 
still  remaining  to  up.  Or  would  he  take 
the  alternative  course,  and  collect  his 
ships  in  one  or  two  squadrons  with 
which  to  attack  our  merchant  vessels 
laden  with  food  ?  Now,  I  confess  that 
an  attempt  to  intercept  with  ironclads 
swift  ocean  steamers,  having  such  an 
extent  of  coast  to  make  for,  and  such  a 
large  space  of  open  sea  in  which 
to  make  for  that  coast,  seems 
to  me  to  be  an  impossibility. 
In  any  case,  the  theory  that  the  defeat 
of  our  battle  fleet  would  entail  the 
destruction  of  our  commerce  and  the 
catting  off  of  our  food  supplies  is  one  of 
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such  a  formidable  nature  that  we  cannot 
accept  it  unless  it  is  absolutely  brought 
home  to  us  by  proof.  Assuming  that 
there  is  a  flaw  in  this  reasoning,  and 
that  we  shall  still  be  able  to  receive 
our  food  supplies  although  our  fleet  had 
suffered  disaster,  it  appears  to  me  that 
we  cannot  too  soon  set  about  comple- 
ting the  defences  of  our  commercial 
ports.  It  needs  no  argument  to  prove 
what  an  advantage  it  would  be  to  ships 
making  for  those  ports  to  find  the  ports 
open  to  them  and  closed  to  the  enemy. 
But  there  is  another  point  to  consider  in 
this  relation.  The  advocates  of  the 
policy  of  abandoning  all  other  attempts 
at  defence  except  increasing  the  Navy 
would  have  much  more  reason  on  their 
side  if  we  could  go  at  once  into  the 
market  and  buy  any  number  of  warships 
ready  made  and  armed  and  manned. 
I,  for  one,  should  in  that  case  be  most 
earnestly  desirous  of  putting  all  the 
public  money  that  can  be  made  avail- 
able into  this  truly  national  invest- 
ment. But  we  know  that  even  the 
approach  to  a  sufficient  fleet  which  is  at 
length  so  happily  to  be  made  cannot 
take  full  effect  for  four  years  and  a- half. 
What  of  the  interval  ?  We  have  fre- 
quently been  assured  of  late  that  a  great 
war  cloud  is  about  to  burst  over  Europe. 
It  is  impossible  to  suppose  that  this 
prophecy  relates  to  an  event  which  is 
not  to  take  place  for  four  years  and  a- 
half.  It  must  relate  to  something 
immediate.  Thus  we  have  this  situa- 
tion— an  imminent  crisis — an  insufficient 
Navy — and  when  the  Navy  on  its  trial 
shall  prove  insufficient,  nothing  left 
but  immediate  surrender.  Now,  this 
situation  is  so  appalling  that  the 
theories  which  point  to  it  ought  to  be 
at  once  tested,  and  either  admitted 
or  rejected ;  and,  if  rejected,  then 
we  cannot  too  soon  proceed  with 
those  measures  of  internal  defence, 
which  will  not  only  fulfil  our  immediate 
purpose,  but  which  will  immensely  in- 
crease the  power  of  our  existing  fleet. 
But,  before  sitting  down,  I  will  touch 
once  more  on  a  matter  of  high  im- 
portance in  this  great  subject  of  national 
defence.  I  will  once  more  venture  to 
impress  on  the  Government  the  impor^ 
tance  of  establishing  by  competent 
authority,  and  in  open  day,  not  secret 
conclave,  a  standard  of  our  military  re- 
quireraents  for  the  defence  of  the  Kinff* 
dom  and  the  Empire,  with  full  detaua 
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of  the  amount  of  forces  needed,  of  their 
distribution,  and  of  the  material  neces- 
sary for  them.     I  am  aware  that  a  plea 
has  been  set  up  against  this,  and  it  was 
yesterday  concurred  in  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Stirling  (Mr.    Campbell- 
Bannerman),   a     foruaer    Secretary    of 
State  for  War.  But  I  am  totally  unable 
to  understand  it,  and  I  believe  it  can- 
not be  understood  by  anybody  wlio  has 
not  held  office,  which  is  an  unfortunate 
position  for  a  plea  to  stand  in  before 
the  public.     But  I  venture  to  believe 
that,   until  this  is  done,  no  measures 
that  may  be  taken  can  be  at  once  per- 
fectly   adapted     to    a    sound    general 
scheme,  and  perfectly  acceptable  to  the 
country.     I  wish  to  acknowledge  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's   proposals 
are  excellent  so  far  as  they  go,  and  I 
shall  therefore  heartily  support  them, 
as  I  would  any  proposals  for  the  Army 
or  Navy  which  are  good  as  far  as  they 
go.     Indeed,   I  cannot    but  concur  in 
them,  for  they  are  such  as  for  many 
years  I    have    been    pressing   on    the 
public.     It  is,  of  course,  a  satisfaction 
to  find  that  my  ideas  are  in  unison  with 
the  ideas  of  those  who  have  power  to 
give   them   effect.     I  congratulate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  on  having  got  so 
far  on  the  right  path,  and  I  hope  he 
may  yet  see  reason  to  respond  to  the 
spirit  of  the  nation  and  to  seek  larger 
means  of  giving  security  to  the  country. 
GbnbralHAVELOCK-ALLAN  (Dur- 
ham, S.£.) :  I  should  like  to  be  allowed 
to  offer  one  or  two  remarks  in  regard  to 
the  statements  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
of  State  for   War.     I    entirely  concur 
in  the  observations  made  by  tho  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  (General  Hamley)  regarding  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  eminently  satisfactory ;  and  I  think 
the   right   hon.    Gentleman   may    take 
credit  to  himself  for  the  general  concur- 
rence  with    which   the    statement  has 
been  received  by  Members  on  this  side  [ 
of  the  House.     I   think   he  may  con- 
gratulate himself  that  for  the  first  time, 
in  pursuance  of  what  he  bogau   last 
year  and  is  continuing  this  year,  he  has 
been  able  to  present  to  the  country  and 
to  the  House  a  statement  full,  lucid,  and 
clear,  and  giving  us,  I  hope,  a  promise 
of  something  like  definite  conclusions 
from  definite  principles  which  have  im- 
pressed themselves   upon   his  mind  in 
conjunction  with  the  military  authori- 


ties.   In  this  respect,  I  am  bound  l» 
say,  there  is  nothing  bat  praise  tob» 
given    to  the    right  hon.  Gentlemaa't 
statement,  but  I  am  bound  to  qualify 
that  praise  by  saying  that  if  there  ii 
any  criticism  which  may  be  pronounotd 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  state* 
ment,  it  is  that  it  is  not  ao  Gomprehen- 
sive  a  statement  as  it  might  hare  been. 
I    doubt    if    the    Committee    of    the 
Cabinet    which,    we    are    led    to   un- 
derstand, sat  to  consider  this  subject, 
was  itself  sufficiently  impressed  with  the 
possible  necessities  of  the  Army,  taldng 
into  consideration  what  emergency  may 
at  any  time  arise  in  India  as  well  as  at 
home.     I  make  that  criticism  not  from 
any  carping  spirit,  but  in  the  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  havin^i^  made 
a  great  step  in  advance  this  year,  may, 
in  succeeding  years,  be  able  to  contiQue 
in    that  right  course,  and  be  able  to 
make  still  further  satisfactory  advanoes. 
He  has  gone  not  so  much  on  the  principle 
of  desiring  to  increase   largely   or  m- 
definitely  the  total  number  of  men  at  hie 
disposal,  as  upon  the  much  better  and 
safer  and  much  more  economical  prin- 
ciple, much  more  useful  and   practical 
principle,  of  desiring  to  make  the  meet  of 
those  which  we  already  have  in  the  United 
Kingdom.     On  this  point  I  am  in  accord 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  G.  Campbell),  who 
spoke  last  night,  and  I  think  we  ought 
not  to  make  an  addition  to  our   total 
numbers  until  we  feel  confident  that  we 
have  worked  up  to  the  fullest  what  we 
possess   in  the  United  Kingdom.     It 
is     almost      impossible,      except      to 
those  who  have  gone  into  tho  details 
of  this  subject,  to  conceive  the  large, 
latent,    dormant      military    force     we 
have  in  this     country.     I    think     the 
warmest  praise   is  duo    to   the     right 
hon.    Gentleman    fur   having    for  the 
first  time  endeavoured  to  act  upon  the 
sound    principle  of  trying  to  organize 
the  whole  of  our  military  forces  into  a 
body  which  can  be  used  for  the  effective 
defence  of  the  country  and  the  Empire. 
Our  forces  in  this  country  consist  vexy 
largely  of  a  large  body  of  Volunteers 
(225,000) ;  and  those  who  have,  for  the 
last  22  or  23  years  past,  seen  this  body 
rise  by  the  spontaneous  patriotism  of 
the  country — a  body  such  as  no  other 
country  possesses,  but  will  be  extremely 
glad  to  possess — must  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal  for  im- 
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proving  the  organization  of  this  force  is 
one  in  the  right  direction.  With  regard 
to  the  lifilitia,  I  can  congratulate  the 
House  on  the  assistance  we  received  last 
night  from  the  able  and  lucid  speech 
delivered  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Petersfield  Division  of  Hamp- 
shire ;  and,  I  trust,  that  will  bear  fruit 
in  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  being  in- 
stituted in  whatever  way  may  seem  de- 
sirable to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  a  stimulus  to  the 
Militia.  The  Militia  are  supposed  to  be 
185,000  strong.  They  are  the  old  con- 
stitutional force  of  the  country,  which  in 
the  Peninsular  and  in  the  Crimea  Wars 
gave  such  enormous  assistance  to  the 
Begular  Army.  They  have,  undoubtedly, 
within  the  last  few  years,  been  allowed 
to  dwindle  and  fall  off,  for  a  reason 
which  we  cannot  but  be  sorry  for — 
namely,  that  it  has,  to  a  certain  extent, 
been  left  in  the  shade  by  the  more  popular 
force  of  the  Volunteers.  I  am  not  going 
to  say  a  word  in  disparagement  of  the 
services  that  the  Volunteers  render,  and 
are  going  to  render,  to  this  country.  On 
the  contrary,  the  only  reference  I  will 
make  to  them  is  to  express  the  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
more  liberal  in  his  help  to  them  when 
the  necessity  for  it  is  pointed  out.  At 
present  there  is  only  a  total  of  some 
40,000  or  50,000  efficients  in  the  Militia 
out  of  a  nominal  Establishment  of 
135,000.  I  am  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  taking  steps  to  increase 
the  Militia  Beserve  on  account  of  the 
reasons  which  are  making  the  Militia 
itself  unpopular,  but  I  do  hope  that 
some  steps  will  be  taken  before  it  is  too 
late  to  give  this  force  an  impetus  and 
to  make  it  more  popular.  I  was  very 
much  struck  by  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  done  in  the  way  of  putting 
the  Volunteers  in  to  an  available  movable 
force  which  may  be  brought  to  the  front 
in  addition  to  the  Regular  ^Forces  in  case 
of  an  emergency.  Everything  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  done  in  that  respect 
is  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  only  he 
has  not  gone  quite  far  enough.  He 
has  put  a  part  of  them  to  garrison  duty, 
and  120,000  he  has  put  into  movable 
Brigades,  which  are  intended  to  aid  the 
Begular  Forces  in  case  they  should  be 
called  into  action.  It  is  impossible  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  the  country, 
to  form  at  the  present  time  any  idea — 
and  I  say  it  advisedly — of  the  extent  to 


which  the  military  qualities  of  the  Volun- 
teers can  be  developed  by  judiciow 
treatment,  but  we  must  be  liberal  ia  tlie 
way  of  money  as  well  as  praise.  There 
are  to  be  31  Brigades,  but  the  rigilt 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not  made  proviaioii 
for  nominating  efficient  staffsi  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  absurd  la 
this  case  to  risk  the  loss  of  a  good  ship 
for  a  pennyworth  of  tar.  The  staff 
vacancies  in  the  Brigades  haTe 
only  been  half  filled  up.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself,  as  a 
colonel  of  Volunteers,  knows  bow 
necessary  it  is  to  fill  up  those 
vacancies  in  order  to  secure  efficienev, 
and  I  hope  he  will  see  that  this  is  onl^ 
one  step  in  the  further  development  ^ 
the  operation  of  bringing  the  Volunteeva 
into  an  effective  condition.  I  have  seen 
with  some  regret  the  statement  made  ia 
the  public  Press— it  may  be  entirely  un- 
founded, however— that  the  Easter  ope- 
rations, which  *in  the  past  have  been 
attended  by  50,000  or  5:^,000  men,  an 
likely  to  be  curtailed  very  much  thia 
year.  This  would  be  greatly  to  be  re- 
gretted, and  I  think  it  would  be  very  de- 
sirable for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
reconsider  the  details  of  this  matter,  and 
to  see  if  sonte  further  concession  coidd 
not  be  nade  to  the  Volunteers,  so  as  to 
enable  them  to  go  out  in  the  sane 
numbers  as  they  did  before  this  Brigade 
organization  was  adopted.  With  regard 
to  the  proper  organization  of  Cavalry,  il 
is  too  much  to  expect,  with  the  many 
things  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  in 
hand,  that  he  would  have  been  able  to 
deal  with  this  matter  this  year.  The  de- 
tails have  been  so  very  fully  given  by 
the  Member  for  South  Hants  that  I  win 
not  go  over  them,  but  I  am  sure  there  it 
no  question  which  at  this  time  requires 
more  to  be  looked  into  than  the  questioa 
of  the  efficient  condition  of  our  Cavalry. 
We  have  one  broad  fact  before  us,  thai 
with  12,000  men  we  have  only  6,009 
horses.  We  have  an  assurance  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  going  to 
carry  out  the  scheme  of  formiafc 
ammunition  columns  from  the  lield 
batteries,  which  I  was  very  glad  to  hear, 
but  I  confess  that  I  should  like  to  know 
a  little  more  of  the  details  of  the  plaa 
which  he  intends  to  substitute.  He  has 
constituted  fifteen  columns  on  paper,  bat 
I  am  afraid  that  when  he  comes  to  fill 
them  up  with  100  men  and  75  horses 
each,  linesmen  and  horses  wii;  still  hare 
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to  be  drawn  from  effective  batteries  of 
Artillery.  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  adopt  the  other  alterna- 
tive of  taking  the  horses  from  the  reserve 
of  horses  which  he  has  registered,  and 
the  drivers  from  the  reserve  of  drivers 
of  the  Rojal  Artillery.  I  was  glad  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  last 
niffht  that  the  Array  Corps  to  which  he 
referred  was  intended  primarily  for  the 
defence  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
must  be  recollected,  however,  that  with 
these  proposals  to  put  80,000  Eegular 
troops  under  arms  in  this  Kingdom, 
120,000  Volunteers  would  also  be  placed 
under  arms.  Has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ever  contemplated  what 
would  be  the  number  of  field 
guns  required  for  an  army  of  that 
sort  ?  He  has  told  us  that  he  proposes  to 
create  67  Volunteer  Batteries  of  Artil- 
lery, or  a  total  of  238  guns,  and  I  hope 
that  will  be  carried  out,  because  it  will 
leave  the  80,000  Eegulars  intact,  with 
their  own  proportion  of  guns,  which  is 
now  small  enough  in  case  they  should 
be  required,  not  for  operations  in  Europe, 
but  for  the  reinforcement  of  batteries 
in  India.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  of  what 
has  been  done  in  previous  years  in  this 
matter.  Promises  have  always  been 
made  to  us  that  a  sufficient  number  of 
batteries  should  be  kept  for  the  rein- 
forcement of  batteries  in  India  should 
thio  contingency  ever  arise.  This  is  why 
I  say  that  the  whole  scheme  is  not  looked 
at  so  comprehensively  as  it  might  have 
been.  If  at  any  time  the  Indian  Army 
may  have  to  take  the  field  in  numbers 
not  lees  than  200,000,  there  are  only 
318  guns  in  India,  and  to  give  those 
200,000  men  their  proper  complement 
of  guns  would  absorb  the  whole  of  the 
weapons  available.  I  hope,  therefore, 
the  earnest  efforts  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  will  be  directed  to  the 
completion  of  those  67  Volunteer  field 
batteries  which  he  has  indicated. 
I  should  like  to  say  something  with  re- 
gard to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bridgeton,  as  it  has,  in 
part,  been  conceded  by  the  Government 
that  a  reduction  should  be  made  in  the 
effective  Generals'  list.  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  he  has  followed  the 
conclusions  arrived  at  in  1881,  when  the 
Member  for  Bridgeton  made  the  same 
raid  upon  the  Generals'  list,  and,  as  the 
result  of  his  somewhat  misguided  efforts, 
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he  established  the  very  wont  prindpls 
of  selection  that  ever  was  established  in 
the  world — a  haphazard  systeniy  a  ohanee 
system,  a  system  not  based  upon  ths 
merits  of  the  individual.  That  princii^ 
of  selection  has  resulted  in  eliminatiiig 
from  the  list  of  General  Officers  of  the 
Army  some  of  the  very  best  men,  while 
it  has  retained  men  of  inferior  merits. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  congra* 
tulating  himself  on  what  he  did  in  1881, 
and  will  take  the  list  of  the  year  and  ask 
anybody  acquainted  with  the  merits  of 
the  officers  affected  by  it  to  go  through 
the  list  with  him,  he  will  find  what  I 
say  is  correct.  I  hope  the  Gk)vemment, 
while  accepting  the  principle  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  regarding  a  re- 
duction in  the  Generals'  list,  will  not 
accept  any  advice  from  him  as  to  the 
mode  of  carrying  it  out.  The  popular 
idea  is  that  a  General  Officer  is  a 
man  who  has  attained  to  a  g^de  in 
which  he  receives  pay  for  doing  nothing 
at  all,  but,  like  everybody  else  in  this 
practical  country,  a  man  to  lead  bodies 
of  troops  must  have  acquired  efficiency 
by  daily  practice  in  doing  so.  That  is 
the  reason  why  in  this  country,  which 
keeps  only  a  small  number  of  troops 
under  arms  in  time  of  peace,  it  is  neces- 
sary we  should  have  some  reserve  of 
General  Officers,  for  the  purpose  of 
leading  an  army.  I  only  hope,  if  the 
reduction  is  made,  it  will  be  made  wisely 
and  well ;  but  I  think  that  should  be 
done  not  by  the  haphazard  cutting  down 
which  was  proposed,  but  by  a  judicious 
and  wise  reduction,  such  as  the  ri&^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  War  will 
carry  out  in  conformity  with  the  advice 
of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge  last  year. 
For  my  part  I  only  hope  that  the  redaction 
will  be  made  both  wisely  and  well,  and 
on  a  principle  as  far  as  possible  oppo« 
site  to  that  laid  down  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bridgeton 
(Sir  G.  Trevelyan).  The  general  prin- 
ciple the  Secretary  for  War  has  adopted, 
seems  to  me  to  indicate  great  progress 
for  the  future,  and  if  he  will  only  act  on 
the  sound  advice  which  is  always  at  his 
disposal  on  the  part  of  competent  mili« 
tary  advisers,  and  avoid  being  misled 
by  the  panic-stricken  theories  of  those 
who  really  know  nothing  of  what  they 
talk  so  much  about,  he  will  do  well  both 
for  the  Government  and  the  country. 
*SirG. TREVELYAN:  The  character 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  who  has 
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just  spoken,  stands  so  high  in  regard  to 
militfl^  matters  that  I  cannot  pass  by 
an  expression  he  has  let  drop,  although 
I  feel  assured,  from  the  siienoe  with 
which  it  was  received  by  the  Committee, 
that  it  was  regarded  as  an  erroneous 
reference  to  what  occurred  here  some 
five  years  ago.  The  |,hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  spoke  of  my  having 
recommended  and  brought  about  the 
present  system  of  appointment  to  the 
Generals'  list.  It  will,  I  am  sure,  be 
within  the  recollection  of  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  that  recommendation  was — 
reduction  of  the  Hat  of  Generals,  selec- 
.tion  by  merit  of  those  placed  on  that 
list,  and  continuous  service  on  GeneraFs 
pay  and  General's  duties  when  once  put 
upon  the  list.  But,  unfortunately,  the 
Government,  doubtless  under  the  advice 
of  the^miiitary  authorities  of  that  time, 
accepted  only  part  of  that  proposal — 
namely,  the  reduction  of  the  list  of  Gene- 
rals. They  did  not  accept  the  selection 
of  men  fit  to  be  Generals,  and,  after- 
wards, their  continuous  employment  on 
Generals'  duties.  It  is  true  that  my 
efibrts  did  bring  about  the  change,  but 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  will 
doubtless  allow  that  the  system  which  I 
recommended  five  years  ago  was 
in  all  respects  the  same  as  I 
recommended  to  the  Committee  last 
night.  I  have  no  doubt  Her 
Majesty's  .Government  will  complete 
the  good  work  that  has  been  so  long 
doing,  and  that  when  they  alter 
the  list  of  Generals,  they  will  do  it  on 
the  principle  recommended  last  night, 
and  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man recommends  now — that  is  to  say 
that  whether  the  list  be  large  or  small, 
it  shall  be  a  list  of  as  many  Generals  as 
the  country  wants,  and  in  carrying  out 
that  change,  and  in  selecting  the  men 
to  fill  the  post  of  General  on  the  list,  I 
am  quite  certain  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  bring  about  a  great  reduction 
of  expenditure. 

*LoBD  C.  BERESFOED:  There  are 
two  questions  in  connection  with  the 
matter  before  the  House  to  which  I 
desire  to  refer.  One  is  the  question  of 
the  Army  in  India,  and  the  other  is  that 
of  the  defence  of  the  Coaling  Stations. 
I  quite  agree  with  what  has  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  reference 
to  the  Army  in  India.  I  have  worked  it 
out  on  the  basis  of  certain  figoree,  and 


I  believe  that  that  Army  would  be  found 
much  more  efficient  if  it  were  made  a 
Long  Service  Army,  because  the  bring- 
ing home  of  the  Short  Service  men  and 
their  kits  adds  enormously  to  the  cost  of 
maintaining  that  Army.   With  regard  to 
the  Coaling  Stations,  they  ought,  in  my 
opinion,  to  be  garrisoned  by  Marines, 
and  to  carry  out  this  proposal  I  would 
increase  the  Force  of  Marines  to  what- 
ever   strength     might     be    necessary, 
having  such  a  number  as  would  be  able 
to  garrison  the  Coaling  Stations  and 
take  up  their  duties  with  the  Fleet  as 
well    as    in    the    Keserve,   in    regular 
rotation.       There     can    be    no    doubt 
that    this    would    not   only    be    enor- 
mously    cheaper     to      the      country^ 
but  that  it  would  add  enormously  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  Service,   because  we 
should  get  better  men  in  regard  to  age 
and  experience,  and  men  who,  at  any 
moment,  could  be  put  on  board  ship. 
They  should  be  puc  under  their  own 
Generals,  and  this  would  put  an  end  to 
any  of  the    disagreeable    things  that 
might  otherwise  occur  in  reference  to 
those  having  authority  in  time  of  war 
at  the  different  coaling  stations.    I  know 
that  my  right  hon.   Friend  cannot  do 
this  all  at  once.     He  has  done  a  good 
deal  under  the  routine  system  that  has 
been  established,  and  I  do  hope  that 
now  he  will  be  able  to  make  a  settlement 
of  this  question.    We  have  all  listened 
with  interest  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  below  me  (Sir 
E.  Hamley)  in  regard  to  the  question 
of  fortifications.    It  is  a  mistake  to  sup- 
pose that  Mavy  men  are  opposed  to  forti- 
fications.    What  we  say  is,  that,  first 
and  foremost,  we  must  get  our  Navy  in 
order,  and  should  then  set  to  work  to 
fortify  the  ports  around  the  country. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  ad- 
vanced the  theory  that  in  case  our  Ixon- 
clad  Fleet  had  suffered  discomfiture,  the 
enemy  must  also  have  sustained  a  good 
deal  of  damage,  and  would  be  nni^ble 
with  the  remains  of  his  fieet  to  blockade 
our  harbours    without   risk    of  being 
attacked    in    detail    by    the    service- 
able    ships    remaining^    to     us.     He 
also    said     the     enemy    might     de- 
stroy a  certain  number  of  tesselSy  but 
would  be  unable  to  so  utterly  destroy 
our  commerce  as  to  cut  off  all  our  sup- 
plies.   As  to  invasion,  I  do  not  believe 
m  the  fears  entertained  with  regard  to 
such  a  contingency.    If  once  our  Fleet 
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ia    beaten,    whj    should     the    enemy 
attempt  to   effect  a  landing^  on  these 
shores,   with  the  chance   of  losing  so 
many  men  and  ships  and  the  risk  of 
being  attacked  from  the  rear,  when  he 
would  be  able  to  starve  us  into  terms 
by  8toppinj»^  our  food  supply  ?    I  do  not 
wish  to  join  in  what  is  described  as  a 
scare  in  roo^ard  to  the  invasion  of  this 
country,  and  I  feel  quite  sure  the  idea 
is.  not  one  that  will  create  any  great 
amount  of  fear  among  the  people.  With 
regard  to  what  was  said  about  reform,  I 
bold  that  reforms  should  come  from  in- 
side, and  until  they  do  I  do  not  think  we 
shall  ever  see  them  carried  out  in  an 
oconomical  way.     My  right  hon.  Friend 
bas  told   the  story  of  how  guns  were 
supplied  tj  the  fleet  without  ammuni- 
tion.    What  I  wish  to  point  out  is  that 
we  are  under  the  same  system  now,  only 
we  happen  to  have  men  who  are  working 
itt  in  the  best  way  they  can  ;  but  the 
same  thing  is  likely  to  happen  again  if 
once  we  get  a  bad  lot  of  men  in  the 
Service.     The  hon .  Member  for  Leicester 
h9LS  said  that  the  officers  of  our  A.rmy 
are  always  asking  for  more  money,  and 
he  has  takea  exception  to  the  references 
made  ta    the    German    Army   on    the 
ground   that  that  Army  is,   owing   to 
eireumstances,   in   an   exceptional  posi- 
tion. But  what  is  the  reason  the  German 
Army,  which  is  the  life  of  the  German 
Nation,  costs  less,  in  proportion,  to  our 
Army  and  is  more  efficient?    There  is 
BO  reason  why  our  Army  should  not  be 
as    efficient    in   all   its    details   as  the 
Gkeruian  Army.      What  is  the  reason 
wBy,  at  the  present  moment,  there  is  the 
cKQ'erence  that  has  been  pointed  out? 
It  is  because  the  experts  in  Germany 
kare  gone  into  all  that  is  necessary  for 
tMence,   and   their  opinions   are    con- 
Bulted    in    whatever  has  to    be   done. 
What  we  hold  is  that  the  opinion  of  the 
experts  should  certainly  be  taken  before 
tfie    Estimates  are   prepared  and    the 
i|oney  is  voted.     My  right  hon.  Friend 
will  say  I  am  unduly  finding  fault  with 
km.     I  am  not  finding  fault  with  him, 
lint  with  the  system.     I  think  he  has 
4ione  more  than  any  other  Minister  who 
Ikias  occupied  his  position  to  alter  the  old 
system  and  try  to  get  a  better  service. 
My    right    hon.     Friend     was     asked 
wliether  the  Estimate  he  had  brought 
forwaid   was   his,  or   whether   it   was 
Mat  of  an  ozpert ;  and  he  has  told  us 
distinctly  tihat  it  is  his  Estimate  and 
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not  that  of  an  expert.  The  present 
system,  however,  under  which  miKtary 
experts  report  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
and  their  opinions  are  aoeepted  or  re- 
jected is,  I  think,  open  to  grave  objee- 
tions.  It  may  not  be  desirable  that  sad 
opinions  should  be  publicly  stated  to 
the  House,  but  they  oaght  at  any  rate 
to  be  brought  before  the  Cabinet 
before  they  decide  what  is  neces- 
sary fer  the  Army,  and  till 
this  is  done  depend  upon  it  yon 
will  have  these  scare3  and  fancies,  and 
will  be  asked  to  state  in  a  definite 
and  understandable  manner  what  is 
necessary  to  be  done. 

8iE    WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cocker- 
mouth)  :  I  am  very  glad  that  the  po- 
position  to  report  Progress   last  night 
was  not  approved,  and  I  think  the  dis- 
cussion we  have  had  to-day  has  been  very 
useful.  We  have  had  an  immense  amount 
of  military   experience   given  as    this 
morning,  and  it  will  appear  presump- 
tuous for  a  civilian  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion,    because    it  is  thought  by 
many  Members  of  this  House  that  no- 
body is  qualified  to  take  a  share  in  it  save 
those  who  are  themselves  members  of 
the  Army.     [**  No !  '*]     Well,  I  under- 
stood so.     If  it  were  merely  a  question 
of  the  best  arrangements  of  the  Army, 
or  which  weapons  would  be  best  in  the 
interests  of  scientific  slaughter,  I  shonld 
certainly  not  presume   to  trouble  the 
Committee  any  farther.      Bat  -on  this 
Vote,  which  involves  the  whole  of  oar 
military  policy,  because  it  relates  to  the 
number  of  men,  I  contend,  thoagh  a 
humble  Member,  I  am  quite  as  com- 
petent to  form  a  sound  opinion  upon 
that  question  as  any  General,  Captain, 
or  Admiral  in  this  House.     Two  of  my 
right    hon.     Friends    on     the     Front 
Opposition    Bench  said  the  policy  of 
non-intervention      had      been      pretty 
well     accepted     by     all     Parties    in 
this    countrv.     But    when   I   hear  the 
word    **  non-intervention,'*     I    always 
remember  the  answer  of  Talleyrand  to 
the  lady : — "Non-intervention,  Madam, 
means — much  the  same  as  intervention," 
I    was  glad    to    hear    my    right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  G.  Trevelyan)  say  last  night 
that  the  time  had  come  when  we  should 
recognize    the    responsibility     of   this 
country  again  placing  an  Army  in  line 
with  Continental  Armies.    And  the  nght 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  theSBT- 
lingBurghsspoke  very  much  in  the  same 
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▼ay.    Nobody  contradicted  on  the  other 
-aide,  and  I  suppose    their    dicta  were 
oretty  well  accepted.    If  that  be  the  case 
I  am  justified  in  assuming  that  osten- 
sibly our  Army  is  for  defence.     Against 
irbom  do  you  want  to  defend  yourselves  ? 
The  Queen's  Speech  of  February,  1888, 
and     of    this     year,    speak     of    the 
continued      friendly     relations      with 
foreign  Powers ;    but  if    that  be    the 
•case,    it    is      an     extraordinary     and 
monstrous  thing  that  the  Government 
should  come  down  and  say    '^  because 
we  are  friends  with  all  the  world,  we 
must    have    £21,000,000  more  for   70 
ships   and  we  must  have  2,615  more 
men,  to  defend  ourselves  against  those 
friends  who  are  in  such  cordial  relations 
with  us."  It  is  a  most  monstrous  propo- 
sition,  Mr.   Courtney,   and  1   am  sure 
4inybody,    who  thinks   for  a    moment, 
will  agree  with  me.     What  would  you 
think  if  you  were  told  that  two  parties 
of  aborigines  were  friendly,  on  hearing 
that   they  were  going  to  build  a  large 
fortification,    or    if    the  Secretary   for 
Ireland    said    he     had    succeeded     in 
pacifying  Ireland,  and  then  asked  for  a 
large  number  of  police  to  protect  the 
people?    Yet  we,    being  at  peace,  are 
4^ed   for  this  increase  of   the    Army 
and  Navy.      I    sometimes   think  that 
vthe  House  is   out   of   its    mind    with 
these    extreme    military     preparations. 
The      Queen's      Speech      spoke      of 
the  necessity  of  increased  precautions 
for  the  safety  of  our  shores  and  com- 
«nerce,   and,     while    saying    that    our 
relations  were  friendly,  said,  we  had  no 
4ight  to  assume  that  this  condition  was 
^secure  from  the  possibility  of  change  ? 
(hear,    hear).     An  hon.   Member  sajs 
"**  hear,   hear."     I    do  not  know    any 
position  in  this  world  which  is  neces- 
sarily secure  from   the  possibility    of 
•change.      I      would      like      to      aak 
the  hon.   Member    who   says  ["hear, 
hear ! "]      whether      he       knows    of 
any     condition     of     life     which     ia 
(free  from   the    possibility    of  change. 
The  fact  is  there  is  no  more  probability 
of  a  change  this  year  in  our  relations 
than  there  was  last  year.     We  must 
take  these  Votes  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
together.     We  cannot  dissociate  them. 
It  is  a  question  of  what  armaments  we 
require;    and,   as  I  have  stated,    my 
fltMTting     point     is     that     both    the 
Army    and    Nary   are    required   for 
the  defiance  of  our  Industry  and  com- 


merce.   I  do  not  believe  that  either  is 
for  defence.    When  the  Volunteers  were 
started   people   recognized    the    motto, 
**  Defence  not  Defiance,"  as  quite  a  new 
thing,  showing  that  in  their  hearts  they 
had  hitherto  regarded  the  Army  as  for 
defiance  and  not  defence.    [**No"  and 
laughter.^    I  hear  some   hon.  Member 
laugh.      Let  him  tell    me  of  a  single 
instance  since  the  conclusion  of  theg^eat 
war  with  France  of  a  war  in  defence  of 
this  country.     It  is  always  defence  not 
defiance  which  is  involved  in  your  mili- 
tary preparations.  The  War  with  China 
was  to  pois  )n  the  Chinese  with  opium. 
The   Zulu    War,    the    Boer  War,  the 
Burmese  and  the  Egyptian  Wars,  one  to 
stifle  anew  Republic,  another  a  burglary, 
and  another  to  get  money  for  the  bond- 
holders,   besides    the    30,000   soldiers 
kept  in    Ireland   to   strangle   national 
life,  were  all  means  of  defence.     Well, 
but  suppose  these  proposals  are  for  de- 
fence, am  I  to  believe  all   the    stories 
which    are  told   by    the    colonels  and 
admirals  and  generals  on  that  side  of 
the  House  ?    I  ha  ve  a  sincere  respect  for 
them,  but  I  do  not  believe  them  a  bit, 
because  they  have  always  been  wrong 
ever  since  I  have  known  anything  of 
this  House.     The    prophecies  of  these 
military  and     naval    men    have    been 
utterly  wrong.     But,  unfortunately,  the 
people  of  this  country  have  believed 
them  ;  they  are  very  credulous,  and  they 
can  swallow   a  great  deal.     When    I 
first  came   into  the    House    Sir   John 
Pakington  was  reconstructing  the  Navy, 
and  we  were  told  that  when  it  was  re- 
constructed  we    would  be  quite    safe. 
Then  it  was  said,  only  get  fortifications, 
and  everybody  can  keep  in  their  beds. 
Everybody  knows  that  the  money  spent 
on  fortifications  was  a  simple  and  un- 
adulterated   waste  of   money,    and   it 
might  as  well  have  been  thrown  into 
the  sea.     With  the  Volunteers,  we  were 
told,  we  must  be  safe.    I  remember  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  telling  what  a  York- 
shire farmer  said  when  the  Volun  teera 
were  started : — •*  Well,  we  always  thowt 
there  were   a  power    of  fools  in   the 
country ;  but  we  never  had  any  W4y  of 
pointing  them  out  afore."     Well,  after 
all  this  re- modelling  and  re-oonstruoting, 
wearenowaskedfor  £21,000,000, 70  more 
ships,  and  2,600  men.     But  that  is  not 
the  end  of  it.    What  is  Lord  Wolsehy 
doing?    Why  he  is  going  up  and  dowa 
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tlie  countrj  under  the  patronage  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  is  calling  for  a 
conscription.  I  do  not  know  what  is 
going  on  in  this  way,  and  whether  we  are 
to  have  every  man,  woman  and  child  en- 
listing, but  this  I  did  see  in  the  Daily 
Neic9  of  this  morning  an  advertisement 
announcing  that  at  the  United 
Service  Institute  on  Friday  a  lecture 
will  be  delivered  on  the  em- 
ployment of  dogs  for  military  purposes. 
but  I  am  not  attacking  the  way  in 
which  you  are  going  to  carry  on  warlike 
operations;  have  *^dogs  of  war ''or 
whatever  you  like,  I  attack  your  policy 
solely.  If  you  are  going  to  defend 
yourselves  against  all  possible  combina- 
tions against  you,  you  will  require  far 
more  preparations  than  these  you  pur- 
pose. I  saw  a  statement  the  other  day 
that,  taking  the  great  European  Powers, 
Germany,  France,  Austria,  Bus^tia, 
Italy,  and  the  Balkan  Provinces,  there 
are  some  28  millions  of  men  more  or 
less  ready  to  engage  in  fighting,  and 
is  it  not  utterly  absurd  to  attempt  to 
vie  with  these  great  Continental  Armies  ? 
Let  me  read  a  quotation  from  the 
Obs&rv&r  newspaper,  which  I  think  puts 
the  case  very  well :  — 

''In  oce  sense  of  the  word  no  price  is  too 
high  to  guard  the  country  against  invasion,  but 
the  price  of  averting  the  mere  risk  of  invasion 
may  easily  be  too  high.  As  in  a  question  of 
insurance,  the  cost  of  a  premium  may  be  so 
heavy  as  to  make  it  worth  a  prudent  man's 
while  to  run  the  risk,  rather  than  make  such 
provision  against  a  possible  contingency.  In 
other  words,  the  struggle  for  life  makes  life 
not  worth  having.'* 

That  seems  to  me  to  put  the  case  very 
well.  Is  life  worth  living  by  many 
wretched  people.in  this  country  Y  Hon. 
Members  may  laugh,  but  I  was  one  of 
those  who  the  other  day  listened  to  that 
melancholy  catalogue  of  the  miseries 
endured  by  classes  of  starving  people 
in  this  country,  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  N.W.  Lanark  (Mr. 
Guninghame  Graham).  He  described 
how  the  people  were  struggling  in  the 
depths  of  ignorance,  wretchedness  and 
misery,  and  I  say  it  is  a  cruel  thing  to 
pay  away  the  money  of  the  people  as  a 
protection  against  phantom  foes,  while 
you  have  all  the  forces  of  poverty, 
misery,  ignorance,  vice,  and  crime  in 
your  midst.  I  know  what  the  answer 
is.  I  shall  be  told  it  is  im- 
possible   to     reduce    our    forces,    so 
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long  as  other  nations  of  Europe  keep  iqp 
their  large  armies ;  but  let  me  quote  onss 
more,  before  I  sit  down,  the  words  of  e 
great  statesman,  and  a  sentence  from  a 
great  philosopher.  I  think  in  Hum 
quotations  I  shall  point  out,  in  bettor 
words  than  my  own,  what  I  think  is  tke 
real  policy  to  pursue,  by  which  you  will 
get  rid  of  this  enormous  ezpenditurs. 
So  long  ago  as  1841,  Sir  Hobert  Peel 
— and  you  know  there  never  was  a 
more  sagacious,  prudent^  oommon-senss 
Minister  than  he  ever  sat  in  Parliament 
— said — 

*'  It  is  for  the  interest  of  Europe  that  the 
nations  should  come  to  a  oommon  accord  to 
enable  every  country  to  reduce  these  military 
armaments,  which  belong  to  a  state  of  war 
rather  than  of  peace." 

I  wish  we  could    influence  the  public 

mind  to  enforce  this  doctrine    on    the 

Qovemment.    Now  listen  to  Bentham — 

<'  Whatever  nation  shall  get  the  start  of  the- 
others  in  making  proposals  to  reduce  and  fix 
the  amount  of  armed  force  will  crown  itaelf 
with  everlasting  honours." 

I  say  that  is  the  true  policy;  but  I 
have  heard  or  read  notbing  of  any 
statesman  having  made  an  attempt  to 
carry  out  such  a  policy.  In  my  humble 
opinion  it  should  be  tried  at  once  in  the 
interests  of  this  country  and  the  world, 
and  until  it  has  been  tried,  I,  for  one,  as 
a  humble  representative  of  the  people, 
refuse  to  vote  one  shilling  or  add  one  man 
to  increase  those  hideous  bloated  arma- 
ments— at  once  a  disgrace  and  burden, 
and  a  danger  to  a  country  that  professee 
to  be  Christian,  and  pretends  to  be  free; 
Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  hope  I  may 
now  be  allowed  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  Committee  to  come  to  a  decisimi 
upon  the  question  before  us.  The 
Committee  will  remember  that  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  to  toko 
the  Vote  for  men  today;  and  if  we 
do  not  obtain  that,  it  will  be  imposaiblfr 
for  us  to  comply  with  statutory  require- 
ments, which  I  am  sure  the  Committee 
desire  should  be  observed.  It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary,  and  I  would  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Committee  in  the  strongest 
terms  to  come  to  a  decision.  I  am  re- 
luctant to  take  up  any  part  of  the  small 
remaining  portion  of  time  at  our  dia- 
posal,  especially  after  the  full  meaaore 
of  indulgence  accorded  to  me  yesterday ; 
and,  in  answering  the  questions  put  to 
me,  I  will  be  as  brief  as  I  can.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  who  moved 
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the  Amendment  in  terms  of  which  I 
have  no  right  to  complain,  and  who 
confined  his  observations  within  the  limits 
of  his  Motion,  asks  the  Committee  to 
reduce  the  number  of  men  by  2,600. 
Well,  I  know  this  House  prides  itself 
on  being  a  business-like  Assembly ;  but 
would  it  be  consistent  with  that  charac- 
ter if,  after  the  House  voted  money  for 
the  purpose  of  fortifying  our  coaling 
stations  and  putting  them  in  a  proper 
state  of  defence  against  attack,  we  were 
to  stop  short  in  the  middle  of  our  work 
and  say,  "  We  will  not  grant  the  Go- 
vernment money  to  garrison  these 
works."  The  proposition  is  so  absurd 
that  it  is  only  necessary  to  state  it  as 
explaining  the  reason  why  this  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  must 
be  resisted.  Among  the  questions  put 
to  me,  I  take  first  that  in  regard  to  the 
Cavalry,  several  hon.  Members  having 
asked  me  to  take  up  the  question  of 
Cavalry  re-organization.  No  doubt  the 
Committee  must  have  observed  most  of 
the  hon.  Members  who  touched  upon 
this  subject  were  exceedingly  unwilling 
to  express  any  opinion  of  their  own  as 
to  the  means  by  which  tbis  re- organiza- 
tion was  to  be  effected.  I  know  that 
the  hon.  and  .gallant  Member  for 
Hants  (General  Sir  F.  FitzWygram)  was 
an  exception.  He  gave  us  a  complete 
scheme  of  re-or  anization,  but  the  Com- 
mittee will  have  noticed  that  his  scheme, 
which  was  a  large  and  in  itself  a  com- 
plete measure  of  re-organization,  was 
not  only  received  with  some  doubt  and 
hesitation  by  other  Members  of  the 
Committee,  but  several  intimated  that 
they  altogether  opposed  the  plan  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  therefore  I 
think  he  will  understand  how,  in  my 
responsible  position,  I  feel  the  full  diffi- 
culty of  the  task  he  would  invite  me  to 
undertake.  Before  I  could  do  that,  I 
must  feel  satisfied  that  the  steps  I  re- 
commend will  really  tend  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Service.  Then  a  good  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  new  arrange- 
ments for  Volunteer  Field  Brigades.  I 
think  the  country  is  to  be  congratulated 
upon  the  officers  whom  we  have  been 
able  to  get  for  the  command  of  these 
brigades,  and  I  must  say  there  are 
none  of  them  to  whom  thanks  are  more 
due  than  those  who  have  seen  such 
service  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man opposite  (General  Sir  Henry  Have- 
lock- Allan)  who  has  very  kindly  under- 


taken the  command  of  a  brigade.  From 
his  knowledge  and  experience  Volunteer 
officers  will  derive  the  greatest  advan- 
tage, and  to  him  and  others  the  coun- 
try will  owe  a  debt  of  gratitude.  But 
he  and  other  hon.  Members  have  to-day 
alluded  to  some  of  the  difficulties  to  be 
encountered  in  the  organization  of  these 
Field  Brigades.  It  is  impossible  to 
i&ee  the  plan  from  every  difficulty,  but 
I  am  prepared  to  meet  them  as  fairly  as 
I  can.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  the  question  of 
paid  Brigade  Majors.  I  do  not 
like  to  use  the  word  paid ;  it  was  never 
intended  that  they  should  be  paid; 
but  what  we  did  hope  was,  that  we 
should  be  able  to  offer  them  a  reason- 
able allowance  to  compensate  them  for 
the  extra  outlay  they  were  put  to.  It 
may  be  that  in  some  cases  the  amount 
was  fixed  too  low,  but  that  is  a  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Department 
after  full  experience  of  the  difficulties 
to  be  met.  Certainly,  I  did  not  mean  to 
lay  it  down  categorically  that  we  would 
not  move  by  one  inch  from  the  position 
we  have  taken.  In  Militia  battalions, 
again,  there  are  difficulties  to  be  en- 
countered, and  no  doubt  we  run  some 
risk  of  putting  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
other  meetings  of  Volunteers.  It  is  not 
our  desire,  in  the  least  degree,  to  limit 
the  Easter  gatherings,  although  we 
place  in  the  first  rank  the  importance  of 
exercising  the  men  in  the  new  brigadea. 
In  cases  where  battalions  are  not  able  to 
join,  we  are  still  anxious  to  encourage 
Easter  gatherings,  as  calculated  to  en- 
courage efficiency  in  the  force.  Then  I 
am  asked  a  question  by  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
enhead  (General  Sir  E.  Hamley), 
whom  I  thank  very  much  for  the  able 
and  olear^riticisms,  I  was  going  to 
say,  but  they  are  scarcely  that — com- 
ments on  the  scheme  I  have  proposed. 
I  know  that  in  the  matter  of  defences  of 
this  kind,  and  especially  that  of  London^ 
we  owe  very  much  to  his  teaching  and 
experience.  I  have  had  the  privilege 
of  consulting  him  on  the  subject,  and 
any  observations  of  his  are  entitiied  to 
great  weight  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country,  and  will  receive  most  re- 
spectful consideration  from  myself. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  heard  one 
part  of  my  speech  last  night,  because  he 
specially  called  attention  to  the  detira- 
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the  countrj  under  the  patronage  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham,  and  is  calling  for  a 
conscription.  I  do  not  know  what  is 
going  on  in  this  way,  and  whether  we  are 
to  have  every  man,  woman  and  child  en- 
listing, but  this  I  did  see  in  the  Daily 
News  of  this  morning  an  advertisement 
announcing  that  at  the  United 
Service  Institute  on  Friday  a  lecture 
will  be  delivered  on  the  em- 
ployment of  dogs  for  military  purposes, 
but  I  am  not  attacking  the  way  in 
which  you  are  going  to  carry  on  warlike 
operations;  have  ''dogs  of  war'' or 
whatever  you  like,  I  attack  your  policy 
solely.  If  you  are  going  to  defend 
yourselves  against  all  possible  combina- 
tions against  you,  you  will  require  far 
more  preparations  than  these  you  pur- 
pose. I  saw  a  statement  the  other  day 
that,  taking  the  great  European  Powers, 
Germany,  France,  Austria,  Bus«iia, 
Italy,  and  the  Balkan  Provinces,  there 
are  some  28  millions  of  men  more  or 
less  ready  to  engage  in  fighting,  and 
is  it  not  utterly  absurd  to  attempt  to 
vie  with  these  great  Continental  Armies  ? 
Let  me  read  a  quotation  from  the 
Ohswver  newspaper,  which  I  think  puts 
the  case  very  well :  — 

''In  oce  sense  of  the  word  no  price  is  too 
high  to  guard  the  country  against  invasion,  but 
the  price  of  averting  the  mere  risk  of  invasion 
may  easily  be  too  £^gh.  As  in  a  question  of 
insurance,  the  cost  of  a  premium  may  be  so 
heavy  as  to  make  it  worth  a  prudent  man's 
while  to  run  the  risk,  rather  than  make  such 
provision  against  a  possible  contingency.  In 
other  words,  the  struggle  for  life  makes  life 
not  worth  having.*' 

That  seems  to  me  to  put  the  case  very 
well.  Is  life  worth  living  by  many 
wretched  people.in  this  country  t  Hon. 
Members  may  laugh,  but  I  was  one  of 
those  who  the  other  day  listened  to  that 
melancholy  catalogue  of  the  miseries 
endured  by  classes  of  starving  people 
in  this  country,  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  N.W.  Lanark  (Mr. 
Guninghame  Graham).  He  described 
how  the  people  were  struggling  in  the 
depths  of  ignorance,  wretchedness  and 
misery,  and  I  say  it  is  a  cruel  thing  to 
pay  away  the  money  of  the  people  as  a 
protection  against  phantom  foes,  while 
you  have  adl  the  forces  of  poverty, 
misery,  ignorance,  vice,  and  crime  in 
your  midst.  I  know  what  the  answer 
is.  I  shall  be  told  it  is  im- 
possible   to     reduce    our    forces,    so 
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long  as  other  nations  of  Europe  keep  ap 
their  large  armies ;  but  let  me  quote  onoe 
more,  before  I  sit  down,  the  words  of  a 
great  statesman,  and  a  sentence  from  a 
great  philosopher.  I  think  in  these 
quotations  I  shall  point  out,  in  better 
words  than  my  own,  what  I  think  is  the 
real  policy  to  pursue,  by  which  you  will 
get  rid  of  this  enormous  expenditure* 
So  long  ago  as  1841,  Sir  Kobert  Peel 
— and  you  know  there  never  was  a 
more  sagacious,  prudent,  oommon-sense 
Minister  than  he  ever  sat  in  Parliament 
—said — 

''It  is  for  the  interest  of  Earope  that  the 
nations  should  come  to  a  common  aoocotl  to 
enahle  every  country  to  reduce  these  military 
armaments,  which  helong  to  a  state  of  war 
rather  than  of  peace." 

I  wish  we  could    influence  the  public 

mind  to  enforce  this  doctrine    on    the 

Government.    Now  listen  to  Bentham — 

''  Whatever  nation  shall  get  the  start  of  the- 
others  in  making  proposals  to  reduce  and  fis 
the  amount  of  armed  force  will  crown  itself 
with  everlasting  honours." 

I  say  that  is  the  true  policy;  but  I 
have  heard  or  read  nettling  of  any 
statesman  having  made  an  attempt  to 
carry  out  such  a  policy.  In  my  humble 
opinion  it  should  be  tried  at  once  in  th» 
interests  of  this  country  and  the  world, 
and  until  it  has  been  tried,  I,  for  one,  as 
a  humble  representative  of  the  people, 
refuse  to  vote  one  shilling  or  add  one  man 
to  increase  those  hideous  bloated  arma- 
ments— at  onc0  a  disgrace  and  burden,. 
and  a  danger  to  a  country  that  professee 
to  be  Christian,  and  pretends  to  be  free; 
Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  hope  I  may 
now  be  allowed  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  Committee  to  come  to  a  decision 
upon  the  question  before  us.  The 
Committee  will  remember  that  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  to  take 
the  Vote  for  men  to-day;  and  if  we 
do  not  obtain  that,  it  will  be  impossible 
for  us  to  comply  with  statutory  require- 
ments, which  I  am  sure  the  Committee 
desire  should  be  observed.  It  is  abso- 
lutely necessary,  and  I  would  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Committee  in  the  strongest 
terms  to  come  to  a  decision.  I  am  re- 
luctant to  take  up  any  part  of  the  small 
remaining  portion  of  time  at  our  dis- 
posal, especially  after  the  full  measure 
of  indulgence  accorded  to  me  yesterday ; 
and,  in  answering  the  questions  put  to 
me,  I  will  be  as  brief  as  I  can.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester,  who  moved 
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the  Amendment  in  terms  of  which  I 
haye  no  right  to  complain,  and  who 
confined  his  observations  within  the  limits 
of  his  Motion,  asks  the  Committee  to 
reduce  the  number  of  men  by  2,600. 
Well,  I  know  this  House  prides  itself 
on  being  a  business-like  Assembly ;  but 
would  it  be  consistent  with  that  charac- 
ter if,  after  the  House  voted  money  for 
the  purpose  of  fortifying  our  coaling 
stations  and  putting  them  in  a  proper 
state  of  defence  against  attack,  we  were 
to  atop  short  in  the  middle  of  our  work 
and  say,  "  We  will  not  g^ant  the  Qo- 
vemment  money  to  garrison  these 
works."  The  proposition  is  so  absurd 
that  it  is  only  necessary  to  state  it  as 
explaining  the  reason  why  this  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  must 
be  resisted.  Amoog  the  questions  put 
to  me,  I  take  first  that  in  regard  to  the 
Cavalry,  several  hon.  Members  having 
asked  me  to  take  up  the  question  of 
Cavalry  re-organization.  No  doubt  the 
Committee  must  have  observed  most  of 
the  hon.  Members  who  touched  upon 
this  subject  were  exceedingly  unwilling 
to  express  any  opinion  of  their  own  as 
to  the  means  by  which  tbis  re- organiza- 
tion was  to  be  effected.  I  know  that 
the  hon.  and  .gallant  Member  for 
Hants  (Qeneral  Sir  F.  FitzWygram)  was 
an  exception.  He  gave  us  a  complete 
scheme  of  re-or  anization,  but  the  Com- 
mittee will  have  noticed  that  his  scheme, 
which  was  a  large  and  in  itself  a  com- 
plete measure  of  re- organization,  was 
not  only  received  with  some  doubt  and 
hesitation  by  other  Members  of  the 
Committee,  but  several  intimated  that 
they  altogether  opposed  the  plan  of  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  therefore  I 
think  he  will  understand  how,  in  my 
responsible  position,  I  feel  the  full  diffi- 
culty of  the  task  he  would  invite  me  to 
undertake.  Before  I  could  do  that,  I 
must  feel  satisfied  that  the  steps  I  re- 
commend will  really  tend  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  Service.  Then  a  good  deal 
has  been  said  about  the  new  arrange- 
ments for  Volunteer  Field  Brigades.  I 
think  the  country  is  to  be  congratulated 
upon  the  officers  whom  we  have  been 
able  to  get  for  the  command  of  these 
brigades,  and  I  must  say  there  are 
none  of  them  to  whom  thanks  are  more 
due  than  those  who  have  seen  auch 
service  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man opposite  (General  Sir  Henry  Have- 
lock- Allan)  who  has  very  kindly  under- 


taken the  command  of  a  brigade.  From 
his  knowledge  and  experience  Volunteer 
officers  will  derive  the  greatest  advan- 
tage, and  to  him  and  others  the  coun- 
try will  owe  a  debt  of  gratitude.  But 
he  and  other  hon.  Members  have  to-day 
alluded  to  some  of  the  difficulties  to  be 
encountered  in  the  organization  of  these 
Field  Brigades.  It  is  impossible  to 
free  the  plan  from  every  difficulty,  but 
I  am  prepared  to  meet  them  as  fairly  as 
I  can.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man has  referred  to  the  question  of 
paid  Brigade  Majors.  I  do  not 
like  to  use  the  word  paid ;  it  was  never 
intended  that  they  should  be  paid; 
but  what  we  did  hope  was,  that  we 
should  be  able  to  offer  them  a  reason- 
able allowance  to  compensate  them  for 
the  extra  outlay  they  were  put  to.  It 
may  be  that  in  some  cases  the  amount 
was  fixed  too  low,  but  that  is  a  matter 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Department 
after  full  experience  of  the  difficulties 
to  be  met.  Certainly,  I  did  not  mean  to 
lay  it  down  categorically  that  we  would 
not  move  by  one  inch  from  the  position 
we  have  taken.  In  Militia  battalions, 
again,  there  are  difficulties  to  be  en- 
countered, and  no  doubt  we  run  some 
risk  of  putting  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
other  meetings  of  Volunteers.  It  is  not 
our  desire,  in  the  least  degree,  to  limit 
the  Easter  gatherings,  although  we 
place  in  the  first  rank  the  importance  of 
exercising  the  men  in  the  new  brigades; 
In  cases  where  battalions  are  not  able  to 
join,  we  are  still  anxious  to  encourage 
Easter  gatherings,  as  calculated  to  en- 
courage efficiency  in  the  force.  Then  I 
am  asked  a  question  by  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bir- 
enhead  (General  Sir  E.  Hamley), 
whom  I  thank  very  much  for  the  able 
and  dear — criticisms,  I  was  going  to 
say,  but  they  are  scarcely  that — com- 
ments on  the  scheme  I  have  proposed. 
I  know  that  in  the  matter  of  defences  of 
this  kind,  and  especially  that  of  London^ 
we  owe  very  much  to  his  teaching  and 
experience.  I  have  had  the  privilege 
of  consulting  him  on  the  subject,  and 
any  observations  of  his  are  entitled  to 
great  weight  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country,  and  will  receive  most  re- 
spectful consideration  from  myself. 
I  am  not  quite  sure  whether 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  heard  one 
piui  of  my  speech  last  night,  because  he 
specially  called  attention  to  the  deaira- 
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bility  of  Gonoentrating  our  Field  Army  on 
positions  snch  as  railway  janctionsy 
whence  they  could  be  easUy  mored  to 
points  of  danger.  I  explained  that  this 
was  a  cardinal  part  of  my  projposal. 
Troops  will  be  concentrated  on  railway 
junctions  and  similar  places  mapped 
out,  and  will  be  enabled  to  entrain  at  a 
moment's  notice,  and  proceed  to  any 
point  of  danger.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  also  alluded  to  the 
defence  of  commercial  ports,  and  I  think 
my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford)  did  the  same.  I  really  think  I 
may  leave  those  two  speeches  to  answer 
each  other ;  but  I  can  assure  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Birkenhead  there  is  no  desire  for  a 
moment  to  abandon  the  proposals  put 
forward  for  the  defence  of  commercial 
ports.  I  have  already  explained  that 
certain  defences  will  be  carried  out  in 
any  case ;  but  my  oflPer  of  breech-loading 
guns  to  the  ports  without  offering  to 
pay  for  land,  Ac,  was  made  on  the 
ground  that  localities  should  contribute 
towards  the  cost  of  their  own  defence  in 
aomeway.  We  indicated  several  methods, 
and  I  issued  a  Memorandum  in  which  it 
was  suggested  that  the  towns  should 
find  the  sites  for  the  fortifications  if  the 
War  Department  found  the  guns.  I  do 
not  think  that  was  an  unreasonable  pro- 
|)08al  at  all,  and  I  know  in  several 
instances  towns  have  acquiesced  in  it. 
I  am  not  all  dismayed  at  the  recep- 
tion my  proposal  has  met  with  in 
other  instances.  There  is  a  distinct  de- 
sire to  close  with  our  offer  in  reference 
to  the  defence  of  the  Tees.  The  Munici- 
pality have  expressed  their  readiness  to 
meet  us  in  a  reasonable  manner,  making 
1^  offer  that  we  should  take  the  land  at 
a  nominal  rent,  and  we  have  gladly 
accepted  that  course ;  the  guns  will  be 
mounted  as  soon  as  the  works  are  com- 
plete. I  hope,  in  respect  to  the  other 
ports,  we  shall  come  to  a  somewhat 
similar  arrangement.  My  noble  Friend 
(Lord  C.  Beresford)  has  raised  an  im- 
portant question,  how  the  garrisons  for 
the  coaling  stations  are  to  be  provided, 
and  has  suggested  that,  in  many  cases, 
Marines  should  be  employed.  Well,  I 
^o  not  wish  to  express  any  definite 
opinion.  I  know  there  is  much  to  be 
said  for  his  proposal,  and  it  is  one  that 
has  been  and  is  under  the  consideration 
of  Her  Maje$/bj^  Government.    If  we 
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find,  after  very  careful  examinalum 
fh)m  every  point  of  view,  that  of 
economy  as  well  as  efficiency,  that  it  is 
a  proposal  we  are  justified  in  aooeptiag^ 
we  shall  not  hesitate  to  do  so.  My  hoo. 
and  gallant  Friend  behind  me  (Sr 
Walter  Barttelot)  asks  me  wim 
the  Boyal  Commission  now  rit- 
ting  on  the  administration  tA  • 
the  Army  and  Navy  may  be 
expected  to  report ;  but  I  do  not  think 
he  can  really  expect  me  to  g^ve  an 
answer,  for  I  have  no  control  over  tiie 
proceedings  of  the  Commission.  Bat^  I 
observe  the  Commission  has  been  sitting 
very  assiduously,  and  I  understand  ito 
Sittings  will  shortly  recommence. 
Further  than  that  I  am  not  able  to  so, 
though  I  may  say  I  hope  theCommissKm 
may  report  shortly,  for  then  we  should 
be  able  to  carry  out  several  contemplated 
changes  that  are  suspended  pendine  the 
presentation  of  the  Beport.  Ag^m,  I 
would  earnestly  press  upon  the  Com- 
mittee the  urgent  necessity  of  the  case, 
and  allow  a  decision  to  be  taken  on  this 
w^ote  now 

*Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  I  am  re- 
luctant to  intervene  between  the  liffht 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  decision  of  the 
Committee ;  but,  in  the  absence  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stir- 
ling under  whom  I  served,  I  must  protest 
against  the  statement  made  last  nicht, 
and  which  has  attracted  much  attention, 
to  the  effect  that  in  the  preparation  of 
the  Estimates  for  1886  the  amount  re- 
quired by  the  Admiralty  for  projectiles 
and  ammunition  for  quick-firing  guns 
was  struck  out  of  the  Estimates. 
Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Ammunition. 

*Mb.  WOODALL:  I  am  unable,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  to 
vindicate  the  action  then  taken  without 
reference  to  confidential  documents, 
some  of  which  I  have  not  now  in  my 
possession;  but,  as  I  had  some  snb- 
ordinate  part  in  the  preparation  of  the 
Estimates,  afterwards  aidopted  by  the 
Secretanr  of  State  and  submitted  to  the 
House,  I  may  be  permitted  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  Esti- 
mates actually  submitted,  a  copy  of 
which  I  have  now  before  me,  in  which 
provision  is  clearly  made  under  Tote 
12  for  ammunition  in  the  column  whol^ 
devoted  to  sea  service,  and  there  is  an 
item  of  £32,600  for  ammunition  fbr 
quick-firing  guns.  Further,  »  BMe 
lower     down,     I    find     a     Bum     of 
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iil69,000  Bnbmitted  for  projectiles, 
«l0o  for  ma  serrice.  Now,  it  is  per- 
fsolly  true  that  the  demand  of  the 
NaTy  in  these  particnlars  was  curtailed, 
Init  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  agree 
with  me  that  there  never  has  been  a 
period  without  some  such  curtailment. 
We  have  to  cut  our  coat  according  to 
our  doth,  and  reductions  are  consider- 
ately and  proportionally  made.  But,  as 
was  explained  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
{Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  in  reference 
to  the  method  of  dealing  with  naval 
demands,  there  was  a  Conference  at  the 
War  Office  between  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  First  Lord  at  which 
I  was  present,  and  at  which  a  happy 
medium  was  arrived  at,  and  the  amount 
entered  was  agreed  upon  equally  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  War  Office  and 
the  Admiralty.  Another  allusion  was 
made  last  night  in  reference  to  barrack 
accommodation.  ''When,"  asked  the 
Seoretary  for  War,  **  did  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman)  be- 
come acquainted  ■  with  the  fact  that 
barrack  accommodation  was  de- 
manded?" In  1886,  it  will  be  re- 
membered, the  Government  came  into 
office  well  on  in  February,  and  thf^y 
were  under  the  same  obligations  as  the 
mresent  Government  are  to  get  these 
Votes  early  in  March.  They  found  the 
Estimates  in  a  complete  state  of  un- 
preparedness,  and  the  Government  they 
encceeded  had  been  spending  freely  on 
these  Services  from  the  large  amount 
placed  in  their  hands  by  the  Vote  of 
Credit.  In  these  very  Estimates  lar<i^e 
provision  was  made  for  barracks  at  the 
Clurragh,  at  various  places  in  Dublin,  at 
Portsmouth,  Gosport,  Aldershot,  and 
elsewhere.  But  this  was  done  before 
they  became  acquainted  from  personal 
inquiry  with  the  absolute  necessities  of 
the  case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  who  preceded 
him  were  in  possession  of  the  informa- 
tion we  left,  and  they  might  have 
been  expected  to  make  good  the 
deficiency.  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  excuse  this  interruption  ;  but  I  feel 
Tery  strongly  that  an  injustice  was  done 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

•Ma.  CBEMER  (Shoreditch.  Hagger- 
eton)  :  Notwithstanding  the  earnest  ap- 
peal made  to  as  to  cIom  this  debate  as 
speedily  as  poasible,  I  feel  imable  to  eom- 
ply,  because,  while  I  admit  Her  Mirjesty's 


Government  have  a  duty  to  discharge 
towards  the  country,  we  also  have  a 
duty  to  discharge  towards  the  people 
who  sent  us  here ;  and,  in  tho  name  of 
the  people,  I  desire  to  register  my 
solemn  and  emphatic  protest  against  the 
demands  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Three  different  proposals  the  Govern- 
ment have  made,  against  which,  I 
hope,  we  shall  record,  if  not  a  numer- 
ous, a  serious  protest.  First,  they  pro- 
pose a  considerable  addition  to  the  num- 
ber of  men  to  be  engaged  in  fighting ; 
secondly,  they  ask  us  to  sanction  an 
expenditure  of  £6,000,000  over  that  of 
last  year  ;  and,  thirdly,  we  are  asked  to 
sanction  a  scheme  the  Governmeut,  with 
the  assistance  of  experts,  have  prepared 
for  the  defence  of  the  Metropolis.  Well, 
I  am  amazed  that  any  body  of  reason- 
able men,  in  or  out  of  this  House, 
should  have  had  the  temerity  to  make 
such  propositions,  and  especially  the 
latter ;  and  in  no  speech  yet  de- 
livered do  I  find  any  justification  for 
it.  I  remember,  some  three  or  four 
years  ago,  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W. 
Harcourt)  was  Chancellor  ot  the  Ex- 
chequer he  deplored  the  great  increase  of 
expenditure  on  the  Services,  and  used 
strong  language — not  stronger  than  was 
warranted  by  the  facts;  he  said  the 
expenditure  upm  the  Services  was 
every  year  mcreasing  "by  leaps 
and  bounds,"  and  that,  if  econonnr 
and  retrenchment  was  to  >>e  effected, 
it  must  be  in  this  direction.  But 
DO  retrenchment  has  been  effected^ 
though  I  remember  a  strong  appeal 
was  made  to  us  below  the  Gangway  to 
assist  the  Government  in  what  I  believe 
was  their  determination  Up  ^tt^d 
retrenchment.  Then,  during  last  f^essioo, 
we  had  two  jery  common-seDse  speeches 
from  the  Treasury  Bench  tm  the  suMeet. 
First,  the  Secretary  for  War  tiUjoi  op 
and  disposed  alt^^gether  of  a  sesre 
in  regsrd  to  an  invaston  by  some  im^fi' 
nary  foe.  Following  hioi  we  had  the 
First  I»rd  of  the  Admirals,  who,  In  a 
common-s«;nse  maoner,  ^fwctoaOr  die* 
posed  of  the  dangers  fr<rtn  a  naval  lata* 
sion.  With  these  two  speeches  mtm^  ot 
OS  hoped  that  the  bogey  of  inraefcwi  bjr 
some  imagioarr  foe  frnn  mpum  Smm^nmy 
part  of  the  globe  wa#  disposed  ///;  Wjd  at 
bast,  I  think,  weare  joeCf«ed  f^/I^Uay 
in  all  siocerity  14^' 
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occurred  since  these  two  speeches  were 
delivered  in  the  House  some  six  months 
ago  to  cause  such  a  complete  change 
of  front  on  the  part  of  Her  Majestj^'s 
Oovemment  ?  If  there  was  no  danger 
to  be  apprehended  at  that  time,  we  are 
justifiea  in  asking — nay,  more,  we  are 
justified  in  demandiog — in  the  name 
of  the  industrial  millions  of  this 
country,  some  proof  that  some  incident 
has  since  occurred  to  warrant  us 
in  voting  this  increase  in  expenditure. 
What  I  want  to  know  is,  where  is  the 
enemy  ?  Where  is  the  danger  ?  Where 
is  the  foe  ?  If  there  is  no  danger,  we 
are  not  to  be  frightened  out  of  our 
projjriety  by  the  bogey  of  invasion, 
which  is  continually  trotted  out  to 
extract  money  from  the  pockets  of  the 
toiling  millions  of  this  country.  Last 
night  we  witnessed  a  sparring  match 
between  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  and 
Her  Majesty's  Opposition.  It  is  very 
curious  how  those  who  sit  on  the  Front 
Bench,  opposite  to  those  who  are  in 
office,  consider  it  absolutely  necessarj'  to 
criticize  severely  the  financial  proposals 
of  the  Government.  When  out  of  office, 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  feel  it  their  duty 
to  pose  as  economists  ;  but  we  all  know 
that  in  the  end,  when  the  sparring  is 
over,  the  gentlemen  who  criticize  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  will  say  that, 
after  all,  the  moment  is  not  opportune 
for  the  retrenchment  they  are  desirous 
of  effecting,  and  under  the  circumstances 
they  feel  it  their  duty  to  support  the 
Government.  That  is  exactly  what 
happened  in  the  farce  which  was  en- 
acted last  night,  and  how  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  managed  to  pump  up  so 
much  excitement  and  pitch  into  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Stirling  (Mr. 
Campbell-Bannerman)  so  strongly  is  a 
mystery  to  me.  I  have  been  long  enough 
in  this  House  not  to  believe  in  these 
naval  and  military  manoeuvres  of  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Benches 
opposite.  It  would  be  far  better  if  they 
would  tell  us  what  the  remedies  are 
for  the  evils  which  they  profess  to 
deplore.  One  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  good  enough  to  tell  us  that 
we  want  a  great  increase  in  the  Horse 
Artillery;  another  that  steps  should  be 
taken  to  improve  the  breed  of  horses; 
another  advocated  a  more  efficient 
Cavalry  Service ;  another  said  **  streng- 
then the  Infantry,"  while  some  advocated 

Mr,  Cremer 


long  service  and  others  short  sexvke. 
All  these  nostrums  have  been  pat  forwiid 
and  the  same  speeches  delivered  over 
and  over  again,  and  when  the  Qovem* 
ment  bring  forward  the  Estimates  next 
year,  they  would  save  the  time  of  the 
House    by    reprinting     the      debates 
which  have  taken  place  in  former  yean. 
But  we  have  another  class  of  Memben 
who  declare  that  all  the  previous  doeton 
have  been  wrong,  and  that  what  we  need 
is  a  complete  system  for  the  fortification 
of  our  coast.    I   would,   however,  ask 
whether  it  is  not  desirable,  before  we 
commence    new  fortifications,  that  we 
should  supply  those  which  have  already 
been  constructed  with  guns  ?   Forts  have 
been  constructed   at   enormous  oost  at 
Plymouth,  Portsmouth,  and  other  naval 
stations,  upon  which  no  guns  have  been 
mounted,  and  I  think  it  would  be  shear 
folly    and      waste     to    repeat     these 
blunders.     I  am   prepared  to  register 
my    vote     against     the     proposals   of 
the     Government,    because    I    believe 
that    instead    of    diminishing  danger 
they      are      calculated      to      increase 
it.     My  theory   is  that  the  danger  be- 
comes the  greater  with  every  increase  of 
the  Army  and  Navy ;   because    if  the 
nation  is  prepared  to  fight,  and  you  are 
satisfied  that  all  branches  of  the  Service 
are  in  a  perfect  state  of  efficiency,  you 
are  much  more  likely  to  engage  in  a 
struggle  with  a  Foreign  Power  than  if 
you  had  a  weak  Army  and  an  ineffective 
Navy.    A  few  years  ago  there  was  a 
remarkable  scare  which  I  have  before 
referred   to  in   reference    to  Pendjeh, 
and  a  Vote  of  £11,000,000  was  rushed 
through  this  House  to  prevent  Bussia 
from  taking  a  piece  of  territory  which 
was  said  to  belong   to  our  Ally,  the 
Ameer  of  Afghanistan.     But  the  money 
was  never  applied  in  that  direction.   No- 
body knows  to  this  day  what  became  of 
it,  because  a  few  weeks  afterwards  the 
alarmists  discovered  that  our  Army  was 
not  large  enough  to  cope  with  that  <^ 
Bussia,  and  there  was  a  danger  that  if 
we  engaged  in  a  struggle  we  might  be 
defeated.      They,     therefore,     cUmbed 
down  from  their  lofty  pedestal  and  pro- 
posed to  refer  the  matter  to  arbitration. 
Bussia    readily    consented ;     but    the 
matter    never   came   to   arbitration  at 
all;     because  the    Commissioners    ap- 
pointed by  both  Powers  to  delimitate 
the  frontier    line  found  that    the    so* 
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called  Yslnable  territoi;  was  a 
•lip  of  sandy  desert  not  wot^h  1 


Britain  aod  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abraad,  «z- 
clading  Her  tlajaaty's  Indian  PoMOMiaiia, 
daring  tho  Tear  ending  on  thg   3l«t  day  of 


.  mere 
1  half-a- 
orown,  and  that,  after  all,  it  reallj- 
belon^ed  to  Sussia.  The  moral  of 
that  story  is  that  we  did  not  eogagH 
ia  a  struggle  with  Hassia  because 
the  experts  discovered  that  our  Army 
was  sot  strong  enough  for  the  pnr- 
pose.  Had  our  forces  been  auffl. 
oient,  the  alarmiata  would  undoubtedly 

hare  provoked  a  war  with  Russia  for  a  I      _^^^  _^ 

▼alaeless  strip  of  sandy  desert.     I  come  I  Noes  88.— JDiv,  List,  No.  1 6.T 
now  to  the  last  proposal  of  the  Govern-  ' 
ment — namely,  the  defence  of  London.  | 
I  am  told  that  Her  Majeaty's  Govern- 


of 


may    b«   availabli 

an  invasion.      What   will  happen 


The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  92- 
Noes  230.— (Div.  List,  No.  15.) 

•JTr.  W.  H.  SMITH  claimed  "That 
the  Original  Question  be  now  put." 
Original  Question  put  accordingly. 

The  Committee  divided :— Ay ea  231  ; 
list.  No.  16.) 

)  £5,004,500,  Pay  and  Allowanoes. 
,  «.  E.   STANHOPE:  I  venture  to 

ment  simply  propose  that  a  number  of  ,  make  an  appeal  to  the  Committee  to 
aitee  shall  be  purchased,  that  do  forts  allow  this  Vote  to  be  taken  at  onoe.  As 
shall  be  erected  upon  them,  but  that  the  a  matter  of  ordinary  practice,  this  is 
land  shall  simply  be  acquired  so  that  '  done ;  for  it  ia  the  natural  oonseqnence 

"     ^~  ■■  "  ■■  of  the  decision  we  have  just  taken.    We 

have  had  n  full  discussion,  extending 
over  two  days,  of  the  policy  in  which 
the  two  Votes  are  concerned ;  and, 
having  in  mind  those  statutory  obliga- 
tions to  which  I  previously  referred,  I 
trust  the  Vote  will  now  be  taken. 
•Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (OorowaH,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  desire,  at  any  rate,  to  say  a 
word  of  protest  against  this  pro- 
cedure. I  care  not  what  has  been 
the  practice  on  former  occasions ; 
it  is  quite  enough  for  us  that  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  day  are  altogether 
unusual.  Whether  or  not  it  ia  any  use 
insisting  upon  debate  and  Division!  do 
not  know,  and  it  is  a  point  I  do  not  now 
wish  to  argue ;  but  I  do  propose  to  say 
this,  that  the  circsmstances  under  which 
the  Qovernment  are  asking  us  for  money 
are  abaotutely  unprecedented.  The 
Government  are  a  discredited  and  dis- 


The  land  will,  I  presume,  be  acquired. 
I  am  told  it  is  intended  that  earth- 
works shall  be  at  once  erected.  Even 
suppose  that  they  are  not,  as  soon 
as  the  land  has  been  acquired  a  ftag- 
staff  will  be  erected,  and  the  British 
flag  will  fly  above  it.  By-and-by e  there 
wiH  be  earthworks  and  buildings,  and 
ultimately  money  will  be  expended  in 
the  erection  of  fortifications,  which 
will  remain  as  monuments  of  the 
folly  of  this  House.  Scores  of 
similar  monuments  exist  throughout 
the  country.  It  is  because  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  danger  would  be 
diminished,  but  greatly  increased,  if  Che 
men  and  money  asked  for  by  the 
Government  were  supplied,  because  I 
believe  that  there  is  no  Power  in  the 
world  who  desires  to  invade  us,    and 


becsnse  I   am  not    to    be    frightened  i  ^aced  faction,  and  they  know  that  they 

v-ii. 1. —  .#  -■ -■ —  T  j--i:_.   »_    iippear  in  the  face  of  the  country  and 

public  opinion  with  halters  round  their 
necks.  Under  the  circumstances,  I,  for 
one,  am  npt  disposed  without  protest  to 
give  them  any  facilities  for  obtaining 
one  farthing  of  public  money ;  and,  ii 
there  were  the  slightest  possibiUtr 
of  doing  it,  I  would  offer  every  pos- 
sible obstacle  in  the  way  of  tneir  ' 
obtaining  any  money  at  all  for  the  Pub- 
lic Services.  {_S«niaiicn'^  Hon.  Mem- 
bers appreciate  the  position,  I  am  glad 
to  see,  in  which  they  are  placed.  The 
people  are  well  aware  of  it,  and  if  yoQ 
went  to  the  country  to-morrow  yon 
(g*  j  know  you  would  be  routed.     Another 


by  the  spectre  of  invasion  I  decline  to 
vote  for  the  propoeala  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 
*Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand) : 
I  feel  nnder  the  neoeesity  of  moving 
that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

HotioD  made,  and  Question  put,  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put." — {Mr.  W,  ff. 
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The  Committee  divided : — AyeE 
Noes  101.— (Div.  List,  No.  14.) 

Question  put  aocordin([ly, 

"That  a  samber  of  Land  Forces,  not 

ceeding  Ut>,667,  all  ranks,  b«  maintained , 

the  Serrice  of  the  Doited  Kingdom  ot  Great    reason  why  I  think  it  Is  ( 


:  duty  to 
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Mb.  CHILDEBS(Edi]ibuxgIi.Sottih) : 
I  must  protest  against  this  vote  being 
taken  at  such  an  hour. 


Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


offer  a  protest  against  the  Vote  is  that 
you  are  asking  for  an  unusual  number 
of  men,  more  than  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary. I  will  not  argue  that  question, 
but  I  object  to  any  more  burdens  being 
imposed     on    the     taxpayers    of     the  I  ^j^il  SERVICE  AND    REVENUE  DE. 

country  for  two  very  sufficient  reasons.  paRTMENTS,    SUPFLEMENTABY 

One  IS  that  the  taxpayers  are  already  ESTIMATES,  1888-9. 

overburdened  by  the  wholly  unnecessary  * 

expenditure  incurred  by  your  degrading,  Class  111. 

disgraceful  policy  of  Coercion  in  Ireland ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

and,    secondly,    if    you    were    not    so  "  That  a  Supplementar>- sum,  not  excaedinf 

fatuously   wedded   to    that   disgraceful  £200,  be  granted  to  Uer  Majesty,  to  defray  the 

method  of  government,  you  might  with-  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 

draw  the  30,000  bayonets  with  which  i"™^/^!  JT  ^"H"^  ''''  ^^  Slst  day  of 

uiJTij;i                   A  March  1,  1889,  for  certain  expenses  of  the  Law 

you     now    hold     Ireland     down,    and  j,^^^^  ^^  Scotland  for  GoToiuneut  Depart* 

have   an    ample    force    for    the    legi-  ments." 

timate    service    of    the    country.       I  nA^F-nor^xT /m              ^« 

would  add,  in  addition  to  that,  it  is,  to  ^  P^-  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  CoUege) : 

my  mind,  sufficiently  unsatisfactory  that  ^  *^eg  to  move  to  report  Progress, 

we  should  be  abused  for  spending  three  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 

and  a  half  hours  in  discussing  what  is  **  That    the  Chairman   do  report   Pro* 

quite  as  important  a  question  as  the  gross,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Dr, 

condition  of  Ireland — namely,  the  ques-  Cameron,) 

tion  of  the  condition  of  the  industrial  ^^„  -^^  tt   an/rTrrtx     t         u             i 

T               ,.1            .... ,  *Mr.  W .  H.  oMITH  :  I  would  appeal 

classes — while  no  objection  is  made  to  .    ,        t.,      ,        .         ,                  ^^^^ 

A-      4.         \    \    aJ:          4.U      .,  „♦;  x«  to  hon.  Members  to  make  proirreas  with 

wasting  two  whole  days  on  the  question  .,      ^r  »                   uu     «.u*^     i          V 

*     J  J-       .     ^,     ^      \.        c  ^x,  the  Vote,  even    althoufirh  only  a    few 

of  adding  to  the  taxation  of  these  poor  .     I      '                        6     ^"J    »    ^-^"^ 

1  /.^  ^i_  *  •  *  •  minutes  remain, 
people  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  ^  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.):  It 
our  already  bloati-d  armaments.  .  ,",  .j,  .  ^"  .'."•'•.  *'' 
Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester):  On  this  sub-  "  P«'fec%  /die  to  begin  a  diBcuaaum, 
ject,  again,  something  might  be  said  as  '''«^.  only  10  minutes  remain,  upon  a 
to  the  Staff  of  Generals.  I  may  say  that  g^^'S"  •''^'f  involves  a  very  grave 
it  is  because,  and  only  because,  of  the  ^.f/  w^?f  oTAnfi'  t  -n  ^ 
undertaking  given  by  the  right  hon.  ,^'':J^- ^-  ^f^^^^^-  ]. ^»I»  ~>* «?»' 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  ^°\  Members  from  Scotland,  but  Aey 
War,  that  I  shall  abstain  from  moving  ?»"«*  j>«  .^""^^  that  there  «  a  date 
a  reduction  to  this  Vote.  I  must  saj  ,\«J°°"*  '^'«1»  V*  f^  ,^®  impowible  for 
that  I  have  it  on  the  highest  authority-  ^^?  Government  o  take  Supply  m  corn- 
that  of  Lord  Wolseley  and  Major-  fl'"^"  ^»^^,  *^«  \^\'  *f '  }^^^o^  ^ 
General  Brackenbury-that  we  have  at  the  Committee  of  Supply  «  "othkely 

least  100  Generals  too  many  on  the  *°  ^t**  °n\''*' °'  n  /f'  l^^LT'' 
Effective  List,  and  I  do  not  think  we  •"«°.';  '^  ^®  compelled  to  ask  further 
ought  to  allow  it  to  be  supposed  that  we  prmleges  from  the  House  at  the  ex- 
let  a  scandal  of  this  kind^  pass  without  P«°««  "l  ^^f  "«^^  """^  pmUeges  of 
protest,  unless  on  the  ground  that  we  P"'**®  Members, 
have  it  from  the  Government  that  they  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

intend  to  introduce  a  reform  in  this  De-  Progress  reported. 

partment.      It  is  only  on  that  ground  '^ 

that  I  refrain  from  moving   a  reduc-  ^^j^^^^  accoxjnts. 

'"*  Ordered,    That    the    Committee    of    Fablic 

Vote  aereed  to.  Acoounts    have    i)Owtir    to    Bond   for  pencnu, 

*               ■  pni>ors,  and  records.— (.»//•. /tici-jon.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  Notice  taken,  that  -10  Members  were 

'•  Ihat  a  Slim,  not  cxoccding  £»1,'iOO,  bo  not  present ;    House  counted,   and  40 

granted  to  Her  Miijcsty,  to  defray  the  Charge  Members  not  being  present, 

for  the.I'ny  iind  M  itcoflancouB  Kxpenses  of  the 

Chaplain's   Dcpaitnicnt,    which  will  come  in  House  adjourned  at  five  miBates 

course  of  pnyuicnt  during  the  vear  ending  on  after  Xine  o'clock. 

the  31st  diiv  of  JIar<  h  :vii-." 
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Wednesday,  13M  March,  1889. 


Q  UE8TI0NS. 

FARM  LABOURERS  AND  COUNTY 
COUNCILS. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Oovernment  Board  whether  he 
was  correctly  reported  by  Hansard  to 
have  said,  on  July  26,  1888— 

"That  agricaltaral  labourers  hired  by  the 
year  and  occupying  houses  on  the  farms  on 
which  they  were  employed  (the  occupation  of 
such  houses  being  part  of  their  wages)  would 
be  entitled  to  vote  for  Members  of  the  County 
Council ; " 

whether  his  attention  was,  at  the  same 
time,  drawn  to  the  fact  that  agricultural 
labourers,  fulfilling  these  conditions  in 
Northumberland,  were  being  excluded 
from  the  Eegister ;  and,  whether  he  had 
yet  made  the  inquiries  which  he  pro- 
mised on  that  occasion  ? 
*The  PRESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BO ARD (Mr.  Ritchh. 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's  in  the 
East) :  The  answer  cited  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  have  been  abbre- 
viated. I  have  referred  to  mj  manu- 
script, and  I  find  that  in  my  own 
handwriting  this  is  the  answer  which  I 
was  to  have  given,  and  which  I  believe 
I  did  give — 

'*If  a  labourer  is  not  required  to  reside  for 
the  purposes  of  his  service,  but  merely  has  a 
cottage  as  part  of  his  wages,  he  would,  in  my 
opinion,  be  entitled  to  be  registered  as  a  Toter 
under  the  County  Electors  Act.** 

I  am  not  authorized  to  decide  questions 
of  law,    and   the   answer  I  gave   was 
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based  upon  a  decision  of  the  High 
Court  in  a  case  of  a  somewhat  similar 
nature.  From  inquiries  I  made  I  under- 
stood that  there  had  been  a  considerable 
number  of  complaints  on  the  part  of 
those  who  considered  themselves  entitled 
to  the  franchise  in  Northumberland, 
but,  so  far  as  I  know,  the  complaint  has 
been  almost  entirely  confined  to  that 
county.  If  that  be  so,  it  may  be  assumed 
that  the  persons  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  have  not  been  put  upon 
the  register  in  Northumberland  have 
elsewhere  been  placed  upon  the  register. 
However  this  may  be.  Parliament  ha^ 
set  up  machinery  by  which  the  question 
can  be  authoritatively  deeided.  Any 
perRon  claiming  to  be  put  upon  the 
register  whose  claim  is  refused  by  the 
revising  barrister  may  appeal  to  the 
High  Court  against  his  decision.  I  do 
not  understand  that  this  course  has  been 
pursued  with  reference  to  the  cases 
referred  to,  but  the  question  can,  of 
course,  be  raised  in  the  proper  form  in 
connexion  with  the  next  revision. 

Mr.  FENWICK :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  also  in  the  county 
of  Durham  the  miners  have  been  left  off 
the  register  for  similar  reasons  ?  Is  it 
not  the  fact  that  this  matter  waa 
brought  to  his  notice  on  the  26th  of  July 
last,  and  did  he  not  then  make  a  promise 
to  me  that  he  would  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  ? 

«Mr.  RITCHIE :  I  certainly  said  I 
would  inquire,  and  I  have  inquired, 
and  I  find  there  were  great  many  nom- 
plaints  in  Northumberland.  Durham 
was  not  in  my  mind — I  have  had  verj 
short  notice  of  the  Question — but  \ 
accept  the  hon.  Member's  assurance 
that  complaints  of  a  similar  character 
have  been  made  in  Durham.  I  would, 
however,  point  out  that  when  the  coqit 
plaint  was  made  on  the  26th  of  Judy  it 
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wafl  too  late  to  take  any  steps  by  any- 
body, even  by  those  who  had  a  right  to 
take  steps.  The  Local  Gk)Ternment 
Board  have  no  right  to  take  steps,  and 
no  UeuB  Hanii  in  the  matter.  The  pro- 
per mode  of  proceeding  is  for  the 
quention  to  be  raised  in  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  by  those  who  have  been  re- 
fused votes,  and  for  an  authoritative 
decision  to  be  thus  arrived  at.  It  is, 
of  course,  too  late  to  admit  any  fresh 
persons,  so  far  as  voting  for  the  existing 
County  Council  is  concerned,  but 
before  the  next  election  to  the  Council 
there  will  be  two  or  three  opportuni- 
ties of  raising  the  question,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  the  course  I  have  indi- 
cated will  be  followed. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) : 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    whether,    considering    the 
great  expense    of   raising  a  question 
of  this  sort  in  the  High  Court,  he  might 
not  in  the  Bill  he  is  going  to  introduce 
amending  the  Local  Government  Act  of 
last  Session  insert  a  clause  which  would 
eettle  this  question  ? 
*Mr.  RITCHIE:  No,  Sir;  I  think  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  draw  any 
Act  of  Parliament  upon  such  a  subject  as 
to  which  differences  might  not  arise.    As 
I  have  pointed  out,  so  far  as  the  great 
bulk  of  the  constituencies  are  concerned 
no  complaints  have  arisen,  and  the  fact 
that  one  revising  barrister  in  one  or  an- 
other county  seems  to  have  interpreted 
the  law  in  a  different  way  from  all  the 
rest  of  revising  barristers  does  not  ap- 
pear to  me  to  necessitate  the  Gbvernment 
introducing  a  Bill,  which  in  any   case 
must  be  an  extremely  difficult  Bill,  if 
it  is  proposed  to  define  accurately  what 
is  the  existing    state    of   the    law.     I 
therefore  hope  the  proper  course  will 
be  employed,  and,  looking  to  the   im- 
portant   ^pastioiia    which     arise,     as 
well     aa    to    t^e    large    number    of 
those   isietested  in  the   matter,   I  do 
cot  think    the    question    of    expense 
ought  to  be  one  which  should  raise  any 
difficulty  in  the  matter. 

«Mx.  CHILDERS :  I  did  not  suggest 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  but  of  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  going  to  bring  forward. 

«Mb.  RITCHIE :  Yes ;  but  I  do  not 
propose  to  bring  in  any  Bill  amending 
the  County  Electors  A  i.  The  question 
arises  under  that  Act,  and  it  would 
necessitate  a  new  Bill. 

Mr.  RitchU 
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FRISONESS    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

[Bill  2.] 

SECOND   BSADnro. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  8.) : 
I  observe,  Sir,  in  to-day's  paper  that 
the  hon.    Member   for    South    Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  has  given  notice  of 
opposition  to  this  Bill.     He  has  done 
so,    I   presume,   because  he  oonaiden 
it  inexpedient  to  legislate  for  a  parti* 
cular  class  without  taking  into  account 
another  class  of  people  of  a  character 
not  usually  associated  with  crime.    If 
the  hon.  Member  will  embody  that  view 
in  a  Bill,  I  promise  him  all  the  support 
in  my  power,  and  also  the  support  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway.    But 
I  am  entitled,  taking  all  the  circum- 
stances into  account,  to  suspect  the  per- 
fect character  of    the  philanthropy  of 
the  hon.   Member,   especially  when  I 
know  that    lately  in    Ireland  he  has 
passed  coldly  by  the  door  of  the  evicted 
tenant  and  shed  crocodile  tears  at  the 
woes  of  the  policemen  whose  barracks 
have  not  been  whitewashed  outside  by 
the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde.  My  Bill,  I 
admit,  is  not  a  very  comprehensive  one* 
I  do  not  propose  to  deal  with  the  general 
matters  the  hon.  Member  refers  to,  nor 
to  many  other  matters  besides.     I  do 
not  propose  to  deal  with  the  very  serious 
crimes  of   high    treason    and  treason 
felony.   I  prefer  to  leave  that  subject  to 
abler  hands,  so  that  all  offences  whidh. 
have  the  general  good  of  mankind  as 
their  motive  may  be  distiuguished  flrom 
other  crimes  against  social  order  which 
are  at    variance    with    the  weU-being 
and  established  usages  of  society.    My 
object  is    simply   to    effect   a  change 
in    a   law    which    is    now    in    opera* 
tion  in  Ireland,  or    rather  to  effeet  a 
change   in   the  penal  clauses  of  that 
measure.     It  is  a  law  under  which  no 
less  than  3,000  men  and  women  have 
suffered    up   to  the    present    moment. 
With  regaid  to  the  number  of  victims 
there  is  a  dearth  of  information  at  the 
present  moment,  because,  notwithstand- 
ing all  the  pressure  that  has  been  put 
upon    the  Chief    Secretary,    we    have 
failed  to  elicit  any  definite  information 
ae  to  the  number  who  have  been  im- 

Srisoned  since  last  Whitsuntide.     Un- 
er  this  law  the  Government  hold  thai 
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all  are  equally  criminal.    That  is  a  pro- 1 
position  wbioh  we  dispute.     Oenerallj 
speaking,  it  is  an  outrage  upon  common 
sense  to  say  that  in  agitations  where  the 
passions  of  men  are  aroused  there  are 
not  offences  committed,  which  are  of  a 
different  character,  class,   and  degree. 
It  is  absurd  to  say  that  a  man  who 
denounces    a    public     eril    is    equally 
ffuilty  with  a  man  who  commits  a  crime 
m  oiider  to  avenge  a  prirate  wrong.    In 
ihe  past  history  of  England  men  have 
Buffered  for  having  taken  part  in  agita- 
tions against  existing  laws — laws  which 
have   since    been  abrogated    by  other 
laws  which  have  became  the  bulwark  of 
the  British  Constitution.      In  Ireland 
■there  are  men  who  have  offended  against 
^e  Oriminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act, 
who  are  not  esteemed  to  be  criminals 
by  the  people  of  the   country.      Who 
will  say  that    Father   Kennedy    is    a 
•criminal?      Father   Kennedy  left  his 
prison  cell  but  a  few  dajs  ago  to  re- 
•ceive  the  enthusiastic  ovations  of  his 
parishioners,  and  to  be  presented  by  the 
xown  Council  of  Cork  with  the  freedwi 
of  the  city.     Who  will  say  that  John 
Mandeville  was  a  criminal  for  having 
delivered  a  speech   in  which    he    de- 
nounced the  perpetration  of  crime,  and 
for  which  he  has  since  been  justified  by 
the  success  of  the  cause  for  which  he 
was  pleading?    Sir,   the    public    con- 
ecience  revolts  against  the  proposition. 
The  high  tide  of  publicopinion  is  swell- 
ing against  it.      Even  the  supporters  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary and  of  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment have  declared  against  the  Penal 
Clauses  of  this  Act.     I  need  only  allude 
to  a  statement  made  outside  this  House 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bos- 
aendale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
and  to  the  declaration  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West  Bir- 
mingham   (Mr.  Chamberlain)    in  this 
House  a  short  time  ago,  to  show  the 
Tiew  taken  of  the  hardships  which  many 
persons  are  suffering  in  consequence  of 
the  operation  of  this  Act.     But  it  is  not 
only  the  feelings  of  the  supporters  of 
the    Government    within    this    House 
which  are  outraged  by  the  operation  of 
the  Act.    Even  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  in  Ireland  are  becoming 
tired  of  it  and  of  the  manner  in  which 
it  is  administered.     Let  me  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  Chief  Secretary  quote 
the  opinion  of  one  of  his  ehief  supporters 


in  Ireland.  Hjd  knows  very  well  that 
the  Irith  Timet  is  a  newspaper  which 
supports  the  Government  and  its  policy. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
knows  that  also.  Yet  what  does  the 
proprietor  of  the  newspaper  say  in  a 
letter  to  the  editor  ?    He  says — 

« We  all  know  that  a  degrading  system  of 
punishment  may  exasperate,  bat  it  will  never 
mitigate  or  alto*  a  man's  political  conduct.  The 
time  has  arrived  when  such  prisoners  should  be 
treated  as  first-class  misdemeanants.'* 

This,  Sir,  is  the  opinion  of  one  of  the 
supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment  in  Ireland ;  and  I  think  that  the 
sooner  the  Government  recognize  the 
change  of  feeling  the  better  for  them- 
selves.  My  contention  here  to-day  is 
that  the  penal  clauses  of  the  Coercion 
Act  now  in  operation  in  Ireland  estab* 
lish  a  principle  which  is  of  a  retrograde 
character.  In  times  past — and  the  fur- 
ther back  I  go,  the  better  I  am  able  to 
prove  mycontention — prisoners  who  were 
indicted  for  offences  that  had  even  the 
slightest  tinge  of  a  political  complexion 
were  treated  with  respect  and  considera- 
tion. If  we  compare  the  charges  made 
now  against  those  which  were  made  in 
times  past,  the  presumption  is  largely 
in  favour  of  those  who  are  suffering  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment.  The 
charges  now  made  are  so  thin  that  they 
have  to  be  couched  in  the  vaguest  and 
most  general  language — such,  for  in- 
stance, as  I  have  had  personal  experi- 
ence of,  where  men  have  been  charged 
and  condemned  because  they  compelled 
or  induced  persons  unknown  not  to 
take  farms  unknown,  the  property  of 
landlords  unknown,  that  might  become 
vacant  at  some  future  time — not  stated, 
because  unknown.  That  is  one  of  the 
favourite  charges  of  the  present  dsy, 
and  it  is  a  charge  for  which  I 
myself  received  four. months'  imprison- 
ment. Let  me  compare  that  charge 
with  the  charges  made  against  Irishmen 
40  or  50  years  ago,  and  then  compare 
the  treatment  of  the  two  classes  of 
prisoners.  Take,  for  instance,  the  charge 
against  Mr.  O'Conneli  and  his  associates* 
They  were  accused  of  a  foul  conspiracy 
in  having  seditiouslv  combined  to  com- 
mit offences  by  violent  means,  involv* 
ing,  as  they  did,  incitement,  intimida- 
tion and  terror.  I  am  sure  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  will  agree  with  me  that  that  was  a 
very  heinous  offence.  It  was  the  charge 
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by  magistrates,  who  hare  been  laughed 
at  by  the  Judges  for  their  ignorance, 
and  whose  only  qualification  for  ad- 
ministering the  Act  is  that  they  will 
readily  obey  the  orders  of  Dublin 
Oastle.  We  want  to  alter  that  state 
of  things;  and  it  is  for  that  purpose 
that  I  propose  my  Bill.  My  con- 
tention that  it  needs  alteration  is 
borne  out  by  the  Qoverttment  them- 
selves. They  prosecuted  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  for  a  publication  in  his 
newspaper;  they  prosecuted  Alderman 
Hooper,  until  recently  a  Member  of  this 
House,  for  publishing  information  in  a 
newspaper.  They  abandoned  those 
prosecutions.  Even  the  little  boys  in 
the  street  have  defeated  the  Government 
in  this  respect.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Kerry  (Mr.  E.  Harrington)  has  received 
six  months'  imprisonment,  with  hard 
labour,  for  the  publication  of  a  speech, 
and  his  punishment  was  so  little  de- 
served that  the  magistrates  who  sen- 
tenced him  offered  to  set  him  free  if  he 
would  only  promise  not  to  offend  ag^in. 
Surely  his  crime  could  not  have  been  of 
a  very  glaring  character.  Will  any 
hon.  Member  say  that  a  man  is  a  crimi- 
nal because  he  sold  a  copy  of  United 
Ireland^  or  that  another  is  a  felon  be- 
cause he  cried  out,  ''Three  cheers  for 
William  O'Brien?"  Most  of  the  acts 
which  have  been  called  crimes,  and 
which  have  been  punished  as  crimes, 
are  simply  political  in  their  character. 
I  do  not  ask  the  House  to  accept  my 
statement,  but  I  will  refer  them  to  a 
Judgment  delivered  by  County  Oourt 
Judge  Morris  in  the  case  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Koscommon  (Mr.  O'Kelly). 
In  the  course  of  a  long  Judgment,  he 
said  that  his  views  had  been  talked 
about,  but  he  did  not  care  what  was  said 
because  when  he  made  up  his  mind 
upon  a  certain  course  he  took  it.  When 
he  was  dealing  with  an  offence  which 
did  not  involve  anything  like  moral 
guilt,  and  there  was  no  gross  infraction 
of  the  law,  he  thought  the  clemency  of 
the  law  should  be  extended.  When, 
however,  it  involved  moral  turpitude 
and  led  to  serious  consequences  it  was 
impossible  to  extend  the  mercy  of  the 
Court.  He  said,  further,  that  in  the 
particular  case  with  which  he  was  deal- 
ing, he  was  not  doing  wrong  in  straining 
the  quality  of  mercy.  He  considered 
the  sentence  passed  upon  Mr.  O'Kelly 
to  be  altogether  too  much,  and  ha  re- 

Mr,  J.  0*  Cvnnor 


duced  the  sentence  of  four  months'  im- 
prisonment to  one  of  two  months  as  a* 
first-class  misdemeanant.  In  anottier 
case  a  Judge  in  Dublin  refused  to  en* 
dorse  a  sentence  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dublin.  The  case  was  carried  to  ai 
higher  tribunal,  and,  obeying  the  order 
of  the  Superior  Court,  the  Judge  g^veik 
reduced  sentence,  and  ordered  the  hon*. 
Member  to  be  treated  as  a  first-olaas 
misdemeanant.  Some  people  attempt, 
to  make  out  that  the  treatment  of  ik 
prisoner  in  the  gaols  of  Ireland  is  not  of  a. 
severe  character.  If  that  be  so,  how  does 
it  come  to  pass  that  men  have  lost  their- 
lives  in  prison,  and  that  men  undergoing 
periods  of  imprisonment  have  been  re- 
duced in  weight  to  an  alarming  extent  f 
Mr.  Sweeney,  in  the  course  of  a  thre»^ 
months'  imprisonment,  lost  two  ston^ 
in  weiffht,  and  an  hon.  Friend  of  mine* 
in  15  days  lost  11  lbs.  in  weight.  I  am 
sure  that  hon.  Members  will  not  hare- 
forgotten  the  terrible  case  of  the  man 
Larkin,  who  died  in  prison.  Take  the* 
case  of  Larkin,  who  was  seised  with  an 
illness  for  which  he  was  treated 
medically  on  September  28.  At  six 
o'clock  on  the  evening  of  the  26th  he 
was  locked  up  in  his  ordinary  cell,  not 
in  the  infirmary,  so  that  not  only  oould 
the  prisoner  not  get  out,  but  the 
warders  could  not  get  in.  A  warder 
saw  him  at  2  a.m.  rinsinff  his  moutk 
with  some  water,  and  told  him  to  go  to- 
sleep.  At  2.30  he  again  saw  lum  and. 
he  then  appeared  to  be  asleep.  When  the- 
warder  next  entered  the  cell  he  found  the 
prisoner  dead,  and  the  governor  said  he- 
was  dead.  After  the  inquest  the  father* 
and  six  others  who  had  known  the* 
deceased  all  his  life  signed  a  declaration 
that  they  could  not  recognize  in  the- 
emaciated  remains  the  stalwart  youthi 
who  yet  had  not  been  dead  256  hours. 
Now  attempts  have  been  made  to  prove- 
that  the  treatment  of  prisoners  in 
Ireland  is  not  of  a  harsh  or  severe- 
character.  I  hold  that  the  treatment  of 
prisoners  in  Ireland  is  not  only  degrade 
ing,  but  of  a  severe  physical  charaoteri. 
and  I  ask,  why  all  this  cruelty  f  Can 
it  be  because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is> 
of  a  naturally  cruel  disposition,  or 
because  the  Government  desire  to  get 
back  to  those  refined  systems  of 
torture  for  political  opponents  whiohi 
have  taken  the  place  of  the* 
rack  and  the  thumbscrew  ?  Let  it. 
not    be     supposed     for     a     moment 
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that  we  ask  for  ourseWes  anything 
that  we  are  nut  anxious  to  secure 
for  the  humblest  man  in  Ireland.  I 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  aooept  my 
Bill  and  abandon  the  cruel  system  that 
is  already  responsible  for  the  blood  of 
Mandeville  and  of  Larkin,  and  I  ask 
the  House  to  take  my  Bill  and  make  of 
it  a  gulden  bridge  over  which  they  can 
retreat  from  a  position  of  dishonour  and 
disgrace. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed} 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I 
beg  to  support  the  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill.  I  should  not  have  intruded 
myself  at  this  early  moment  on  the 
House,  except  that  I  am  obliged  to 
leave  early.  I  desire  to  submit  some 
considerations  bearing  upon  this 
measure.  Now,  why  have  we  a 
Bill  upon  this  question  at  all  ? 
I  do  not  think  the  Government  can  hide 
from  themiselves  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
strong  feeling,  not  contined  at  all  to 
Home  Rulers,  upon  the  subject  of  the 
treatment  of    this  particular    class    of 

grisoners.  I  believe  it  exists  among 
[embers  on  the  other  side,  and  among 
people  who  are  not  strongly  actuated 
by  political  sentiments.  They  feel 
uneasy  at  seeing  men,  who  in  the 
ordinary  vulgar  sense  they  know  do  not 
belong  to  the  criminal  classes,  being 
treated  in  the  manner  which  has  been 
described ;  above  all,  they  feel  that 
these  men  are  being  treated  iu  this 
manner  under  an  exceptional  law  for 
doing  acts  which  can  be  done  in 
England  with  absolute  impunity.  The 
combination  of  these  two  things  pro- 
duces, unquestionably,  a  yery  uneasy 
effect  upon  the  public  mind.  I  am  fully 
aware  of  the  extreme  difficulty  of 
defining  exceptional  offences  under  a 
Statute.  But  we  ought  not  to  have  that 
difficulty  before  it.  The  real  truth  is 
that  the  difficulty  ought  to  have  been 
made  impossible  by  reasonable  adminis- 
tration. I  wish  to  refrain  from  any 
bitter  tone  of  political  recrimination; 
but  there  are  many  things  in  the 
criminal  law  which  are  dealt  with  by  ad- 
ministration, and  not  by  legislation. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  oaae  of  infan- 
ticide. It  is  murder  of  the  worst  des- 
cription, and  is  punishable  by  the  law 
of  England  by  death.     If  one  chooses  to 


chop  logic  as  the  Irish  Secretary  chops 
logic,  it  may  be  said  that  if  the  law 
shows  any  lenity  towards  a  crime  of  that 
description  it  will  encourage  the  seducer 
and  the  mother  to  commit  this  foul 
offence,  and  that,  therefore,  the  law  must 
be  carried  out  and  the  mother  executed. 
Tet  for  the  last  SO  or  40  years  it  has 
become  a  principle  of  administration 
that  the  capital  sentence  is  not  carried 
out  in  these  cases.  Now,  here  is  an  in- 
stance in  which  by  admini^stration  the 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Grown,  by  a 
settled  system,  has  altered  the  punish* 
ment  in  a  particular  case.  In  order 
that  we  may  not  be  deceived  on  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  by  the  fallacies  in 
the  logic  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
hon.  Members  will  mark  this — that 
if  it  were  another  woman,  and  not 
the  mother  who  murdered  the  same 
child,  that  woman  would  be  executed  as 
a  woman  was  executed  a  day  or  two 
ago.  Why  do  we  execute  one 
woman  and  not  execute  another? 
Why,  on  account  of  the  circum- 
stances and  the  motives  which 
lead  to  the  act ;  and,  therefore,  when  we 
are  told  that  the  circumstances  and 
motives  cannot  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion, we  are  met  by  the  contradiction  of 
the  whole  system  of  criminal  jurisdiction. 
I  will  take  another  illustration  on  a 
lower  scale.  By  the  law  of  England 
children  of  tender  age  are  held  just  as 
responsible  for  their  actions  as  adults. 
I  remember  the  time  when  our  prisons 
were  full  of  young  criminals.  That  was 
not  altered  by  legislation.  I  had  care- 
fully to  consider  the  question.  It  was 
difficult  to  define  what  were  the  offences 
for  which  children  should  be  sent  to 
prison,  and  at  what  age  they  should  not 
be  sent  to  prison,  but  the  whole  system 
was  altered  by  a  single  act  of  adminis- 
tration— by  discharging  those  little 
children  from  prison  in  large  numbers. 
There  was  great  objection  taken  at  the 
time.  I  was  said  to  be  tampering  with 
the  law  of  England,  but  when  the  matter 
came  to  be  considered,  the  magistrates 
themselves  saw  imprisonment  was  not 
the  best  way  to  deal  with  offences  of 
that  kind,  and  the  whole  thing  came  to 
an  end  through  the  action  of  the  magis- 
trates and  through  the  action  of  the 
Administration.  Then,  again,  the 
House  will  remember  the  terrible  case 
where  some  famished  sailors  on  a  wreck 
k  lied  undal«i  a  l»<ty.     D<)  you  mean  to 
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tell  me  that  bj  tbe  act  of  the  Adminis- 
tffttioQ  they  made  no  difference  in  a  case 
of  that  kind  as  compared  with  another 
murder,  owing  to  the  surroanding 
ciroamstanoes  and  motives  which  led  to 
the  terrible  act?  I  maintain  these 
things  have  been  done,  and  can  be  done, 
by  Administration,  and  the  result  is  that 
a  reasonable  Administration  should  have 
the  will  to  act  in  accordance  with  the 
sound  feelings  of  the  people  they 
Represent.  The  present  Administration 
day  *^  We  can  do  nothing."  The  Home 
Secretary  says  **  I  have  no  authority :  I 
do  what  the  medical  officers  say."  There 
were  times  when  the  Secretary  of  State 
Was  the  master,  and  not  the  servant,  of 
his  subordinates.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  send  out  a  circular, 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  there 
is  such  a  person  as  the  Secretary  of 
State,  there  will  soon  be  a  very 
different  condition  of  things.  The  Irish 
Secretary  says  he  cannot  do  anything, 
that  the  prisons  are  not  in  his  Depart- 
ment ;  and  the  Home  Secretary  says  the 
prisons  were  not  in  his  Department,  or, 
at  all  events,  he  is  a  roi/ainiant  of  that 
Department.  I  remember  a  time  when 
the  Secretary  of  State  was  in  every 
detail,  medical  or  disciplinary,  the  prison 
authority,  not  nominally,  but  really  re- 
sponsible, and  there  was  not  a  week, 
there  was  hardly  a  day,  that  I  did  not 
go — I  will  not  say  into  details,  but  into 
prison  administration.  But  now  we  are 
told  that  the  prisons  are  not  in  the  De- 
partment of  the  Home  Secretary.  At 
all  events,  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  sat 
by  the  Irish  Secretary  the  other  day 
when  he  said  that  the  Irish  prisons 
were  in  the  same  position  as  the  English 
prisons.  If  the  Chief  Secretary  in  Ire- 
land and  the  Home  Secretary  in  England 
had  taken  the  part  which,  if  they  had 
the  will,  they  have  the  power  to  take, 
this  difficulty  need  never  have  arisen. 
Then  there  is  another  body  by  whom 
these  things  might  have  been  modified, 
and  that  is  the  Magistracy.  In  the 
earliest  days  of  the  administration  of 
this  Act  proceedings  were  taken  against 
the  late  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Sullivan),  one  of  the  most  respected 
men  in  Ireland — a  man  as  much 
respected  as  any  in  this  House — fur 
publishing  reports  of  a  meeting  of  a 
suppressed  branch  of  the  National 
League  in  his  paper.  He  came  not 
before  a  Eesident  Magistrate,  but  before 
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Mr.  O'Donel,  the  Stipendiary  of 
Dublin,  and  that  gentleman  took  a  per- 
fectly reasonable  view  of  the  subject 
He  felt  that  it  would  be  a  shock  to  the 
common  sense  of  mankind  to  treat  Mr. 
Sullivan  as  a  common  malefactor,  and 
he  declined  to  do  so.  ,  He  used  a  most 
sensible  argument,  that  if  the  offence 
were  sedition  the  accused  would  be 
treated  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant, 
and  he  said  he  would  deal  with  the 
charge  as  if  it  were  of  the  same 
character,  and  sentence  Mr.  Sullivan  to 
be  treated  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 
If  that  example  had  been  followed  we 
should  not  have  been  landed  in  the 
present  difficulty.  The  same  view  was 
taken  by  several  of  the  County  Ooort 
Judges.  Then  we  come  to  the  Resident 
Magistrates.  Why  was  Mr.  Harrington, 
who  was  charged  with  an  exactly  similar 
offence,  treated  in  a  different  manner 
from  Mr.  Sullivan  ?  Bight  hon.  Gentle- 
men talk  of  the  equality  of  oar 
law.  There  is  no  such  equality. 
The  administration  of  the  law  in 
respect  of  these  sentences  de- 
pends on  the  man  before  whom  the 
offender  is  brought.  If  a  man  is  brought 
before  Mr.  O'Donel  he  is  treated  in  a 
sensible  way  ;  if  before  Mr.  Cecil  Boohe 
he  is  treated  very  differently.  The 
Chief  Secretary  tells  us  he  has  nothing 
to  do  with  it;  but  it  was  immediately 
after  this  moderate  sentence  passed  upon 
Mr.  Sullivan  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
made  a  series  of  speeches  which  were 
thoroughly  understood  by  his  Resident 
Magistrates.  The  truth  is  that  the  Irish 
Removable  Magistrates  are  very  much 
like  the  collie  dogs  of  Scotland ;  they 
do  not  want  any  particular  word  said  to 
them ;  they  know  the  eye  of  the  master ; 
they  know  very  well  what  particular 
sheep  to  bring  up.  That  is  the  leason 
why  this  harsh  and  brutal  treatment, 
condemned  at  first  by  the  common  sense 
of  the  magistracy,  was  introduced.  We 
can  not  rely  upon  the  Administration, 
because  they  do  not  apply  reasonable 
principles  of  justice  in  consideration  of 
the  surrounding  circumstances ;  we  can* 
not  rely  upon  the  moderation  of  the 
magistracy,  because  the  Chief  Secretary 
has  taken  very  good  care  of  that.  Then, 
can  we  rely  upon  the  medical  officers  ? 
Whenever  any  particular  cases  of  hard- 
ship are  brought  forward,  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary says:  *^The  prisoner  will  get 
what  the  medical  officer  recommends.'' 
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If  that  were  merely  a  shabby  pretext  of 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman's  for  escaping 
from  his  own  reflpoasibility,  so  long  as  it 
had  the  desired  result,  I  would  be  satis- 
fied.    The   Home  Secretary,  no   doubt 
unintentionally,  entirely  misrepresented 
the  facts  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Davitt  which 
I   recently  brought   forward,  and   said 
that      what      was      done     was      done 
•on   the    representation  of  the    medieal 
officer.        That     is      not      the      case. 
There  are  things  which  are  not  within 
the  competency  of  the  medical   officer. 
It  is  nut  the  medical  officer  who  recom- 
mends who   is   to  visit  the  prisoner,  or 
-what  books   he  is  to  have  or  not.     It 
was    not    the   medical  officer   who  in- 
structed me,  but  I  who  instructed  the 
imedical  officer.     If  the  Home  Secretary 
•and  the    Chief    Secretary   for   Ireland 
•choose  to  regard  themselves  as  the  sub- 
eervient  instruments  of    their  medical 
-officers,  I  have   no  objection.      But  if 
the  question    is  whether   the    medical 
officers  are  reliable  guides  to  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
that  is  quite  another   thing.     There  is 
no  one  who  has  more  respect  for  the 
medical  profession  than  I  have ;  no  men 
•do  more  for  the  poor  than  medical  men ; 
but   there  is  no  department  which  re- 
•quires  more  constant  supervision  than 
the  medical  department,  especially  where 
the  medical  officers  have  private  practice. 
I  remember  a  very  painful  case  in  which 
a  prisoner  was  allowed  to  die  of  hunger 
and  cold,  and  then  the  principle  was  laid 
down   as  to  the  removal  of  a  woman 
from   prison   before   her   delivery,   and 
that    in    cases    of     incurable    diseases 
persons  were  not  to  be  allowed  to  die  in 
prison.     The  prison  is  neither  an  hos- 
pital nor  a  mortuary.     The  prison  ad- 
ministration in  Ireland  is  one  in  which 
I  have  very  little  confidunce.     At   the 
time  it  was  proposed  by  Lord  Spencer 
to  remove  some  prisoners  to  England,  I 
had  to  express  myself  on  the  nature  and 
quality  of  the  prison  treatment  in  Ire- 
land.     It  was  iu  such  a  condition  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  appoint  a 
Comuiission  of  Inquiry.    I  do  not  desire 
to  nay  anything  against,  on  the  contrary, 
I  wish  to  say  a  great  deal  in  favour  of, 
the  medical  officers  of  prisons  in  Eng- 
land and  iu  Ireland  whom  I  know.    But 
in  all  professions  there  are  black  sheep, 
and  one  may  come  across  such  men  as 
Dr.  Barr.    I  tttiked  yesterday  a  question 
as  to  a  letter  of  Dr.  Barr  s  ou  prison 


treatment,  and  I  must  say  a  more  dis- 
graceful composition  I  never  read  in  my 
life.     I  cannot  conceive   how  any  man 
in  authority  can  allow  such  a  person  to 
remain  for  a  day  in  charge  of  any  of  Her 
Majesty's  prisons.  Dr.  Barr's  lanfjfuage  is 
not  only  characterized  by  most  violent  and 
bitter  animosity,  but  it  is  a  bad  imitation 
of  the  style  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.     Dr.  Barr  denounces  the  Boyal 
Commission  which  sat  on  Irish  prisons 
on  account  of  its  lenity  in  recommending 
milk  to  Irish  prisoners.  He  says,  '*  The 
recommendation  of  the  Commission  to 
add  to   the  diet  such  a  highly-refined 
animal  product  as  milk  was  not  in  con- 
formity with  the  evidence  before  them, 
which  went  to  show  that  quantity  rather 
than   quality  was    best  suited  for   an 
Irishman's  stomach."     That  is  the  lan- 
guage of  the  medical  officer  sent  over 
by  the  Home  Secretary  to  aid  the  Irish 
Secretary  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Mandeville. 
It  has  been   said  that  Dr.  Barr  forced 
Dr.  Ridley  against  his  will  into  a  seve- 
rity that  was  contrary  to  the  sentiment 
of  that  i^rentleman  :  and,   having  read 
Dr.  Barr's  letter,  I  feel  convinced  that 
it  was  so :  for  a  letter  of  greater  bru- 
tality of  sentiment,  as  well  as  of  violent 
political    prepossession,    I    have  never 
read.     We  cannot  rely  entirely  on  medi-r 
cal  officers  to   deal  with  this  question, 
and,  therefore,  we  must  appeal  to  Par- 
liament itself.     That  is  the  reason  why 
we  must  have  a   Bill.     It   is  said  it  is 
difficult  to  define  political  offences  ;  but 
we  find  no  difficulty  in  defining  them  in 
the  Prisons   Act,    which  provides   that 
every  prisoner  convicted  of  sedition,  or  of 
a  seditious  |libel,  shall  be  treated  as  a 
first  class  misdemeanant.      Sedition  has 
often  led  to  bloodshed.     The  argument 
may  be  used  that  the  man  who  incites  to 
crime  is  worse  than  the  man  who  com- 
mits it.     **  Hear,  hear!"  Wasthehon. 
Member  who  cheers  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament  in  1887  ?    If  so,   will  he   say 
why  are  persons  convicted  of  seditious 
libel  to  be  treated  as  first-class  misde- 
meanants ?    Do  they  not  incite  ?     A  se- 
ditious libel  is,  in  itself,  an  incitement. 
It  may  be  an  incitement  to  treason,  re- 
bellion, or  civil    war.     Therefore,  what 
becomes  of  the  argument  that  the  man 
who  incites  must  necessarily  be  treated 
as  an  ordinary  felon  ?  It  has  been  asked, 
why  should  we  so  punish  people  who 
violate  the  Vaccination  Act?    I  quite 
agree.  It  is  very  wrong  that  they  should 
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be  treated  as  ordinary  criminals,  and  I 
am  quite  willing  to  deal  with  their 
ease,  fiut  will  jou  tell  me  that  if  a 
doctor  writes  an  article  aeainst  yaccina- 
tion,  and  recommends  and  incites  people 
not  to  have  their  children  yaocinated,  he 
ought  to  go  to  prison  as  a  common 
felon  ?  Therefore,  the  plausible  argu- 
ments brought  forward  on  the  other 
side  as  magnificent  truisms  are  in  fact 
only  silly  and  empty  fallacies.  Every- 
body recommends  things  which  if  a  man 
did  he  might  be  punished  for,  and  no- 
body thinks  of  punishing  those  who 
recommend  them  as  if  they  were 
offenders.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  comes  for- 
ward with  an  Amendment  to  defeat  the 
Bill.  If  there  is  any  severity  to  be  exer- 
cised against  an  Irishman  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone  is  always 
there  to  adyocate  it.  fiut  if  there  is 
proposed  aoy  alleviation  of  the  lot  of 
those  who  are  not  his  countrymen— of 
those  who  are,  perhaps,  not  likely  to  be 
long  his  constituents — the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  comes  forward  to  add 
fuel  to  the  lire.  In  point  of  fact  the  hon. 
Member  has  long  been  the  moral  emer- 
gency man  of  evicting  Irish  landlords, 
and,  therefore,  is  the  person  to  place  an 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  such  a  measure 
as  this.  That  is  natural  enoueh  on  his 
part,  fiut  the  Oovernment  nave  had 
some  awkward  and  injurious  allies 
lately,  and  I  warn  them  against  the 
alliance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone,  who  represents  in  this  House 
the  race  animosities  and  the  religious 
hatreds  of  the  Orange  minority  in  Ire- 
land, and  who  is  here  to  ask  the  Gbvern- 
ment  to  be  what  I  am  afraid  they  are 
only  too  willing  to  be — the  instru- 
ments of  the  cruel  oppression  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  Irish  people.  The 
principle  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  is  like  that  of  Prince  fiismarck 
— "  J)o  ut  des.^^  The  patronage  of  the 
hon.  Member  must  be  repaid  by  the 
Gk)yemment  consenting  to  become  the 
tools  of  the  Orange  faction  in  carrying 
out  every  severity  against  those  who 
will  not  agree  to  their  policy.  For  my- 
self I  do  not  believe  that  eyen  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Oovernment  that  is 
a  wise  and  prudent  course.  By  agree- 
ing to  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill 
the  House  will  declare  that  the  present 
state  of  things  is  not  satisfactoiy,  and 
that  a  remedy  ought  to  be  found  for  it. 
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I  should  have  been  glad  if  a  remedy 
had  been  found  in  a   reasonable   and- 
humane  administration  of  the  law.    If 
not,  there  should  be  such  a  declaration 
in  this  case  as  we  have  made  in  the  Pri- 
sons' Act  on  the  subject  of  sedition,  so  • 
that  offences  by  speaking   and  writing 
shall  not  be  treated  as  overt  offences  of 
gross  and  yulg^r  crime,  but  that  som» 
modification  should  be  introduced  into- 
our  system  which  will  remove  from  the 
criminal     administration      of     Ireland 
barbarities  which,  I   am  quite  certain, 
are  not  recommended  to  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  England. 
•Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Derby  makes,   in  my  opinion,  a 
yery  bad  penitent.    When  he  appears- 
before  us  in  a  white  sheet,  and  with  a 
lighted  taper  in  his  hand,  he,   at  all. 
events,  might  be  a  little  modest,  remem- 
bering his  bad  past.    That  is  all  I  have 
to  say  in    answer  to  the    right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attack  upon  myself.    But, 
Sir,  in  moving  the  Resolution  which 
stands  in  my  name,  I  desire  to  say  that  I . 
have  no  intention  of  underrating  the 
importance,  and,  in  view  of  the  public 
feeling  excited  out  of  doors,  the  gravity 
of  this  question.     There  are  many  in- 
ducements for  the  Government  to  accept 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.     By 
accepting  it,  the  Ohief  Secretary  would 
remoye  a  great  weight  of  public  abuse, 
if  not  of  public  odium,  from  his  own 
shoulders.     At  all  events  we    should 
have  no  more  harrowing  scenes  of  tor- 
ture in  Irish  prisons,    no  more    hair- 
cutting  episodes.     But  if  the  Bill  is  a 
wise  one — and  of  that  I  am  not  certain — 
I  am  quite  sure  it  does  not  go  far 
enough.      The  House    ought    to  look 
deeper  than  the  mere  question  of  what 
would     be     political    convenience     in 
this  matter.     If  one  feeling  is  stronger 
than    another    in    this    country,    it  is 
the     feeling    against      class      legisla- 
tion.    Let     hon.      Members     conceal 
the     face      as      they     like,     this     is 
a  measure  introduced  by  certain  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  and  its  object  is  to 
secure  a  more    lenient    treatment    for 
themselves— [  **  No,   no !  "  ]  —  and   for 
those  who  may  be  associated  with  them.  - 
Let  us  take  the  case  of  the  four  hon. 
Members   who    are    either  in   gaol  or 
under  sentence —namely,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    North-£a»t    Cork    (Mr.    W. 
O'Brien),      the     hon.      Member     for 


1569 


Priioneri 


(March  IS,  18b9| 


{IrlandjBiU.         15-0 


Tipperaiy  (Mr.  J.  O^Oonnor),  the  hon. 

Member  for    Mid-Oork  (Dr.  Tanner), 

and  the  hon.   Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 

E.  Harrington).  All  those  genUemen 
have  either  been  sent  to  prison  or  are 
under  sentence  because  of  one  special 
offence  —  the  denunciation  of  land 
grabbing  and  land  grabbers.  fAn  hon. 
Member :  We  are  proud  of  it.]  There 
is  nothing  more  clear  than  that  the 
most  lamentable  results  followed  this 
denunciation,  and  the  murder  of  Fitz- 
maurioe,  the  murder  of  Forhan,  the 
murder  of  Cornelius  Murphy,  followed 
directly  upon  those  incitements. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR :  May  I  may  be 
permitted  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. No  murder  or  other  offence 
followed  upon  the  meeting. 

•Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  did  not  say 
meeting. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  :  Nor  the 
speeches  which  had  been  attributed  to 
us. 

*Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL:  When  murder 
has  not  followed,  there  have  been 
innumerable  cases  of  outrage  on  man 
and  beast.  [  Vrie$  $/  **  Name."]  I  have 
in  my  hand  a  list  from  the  County  of 
Kerry  alone,  of  thirty- eight  outrages, 
four  of  them  being  murders,  following 
upon  speeches  denouncing  land  grab- 
bing. Where  outrage  has  not  occurred, 
farms  haye  been  surrendered,  and  men. 
haye  been  intimidated  and  coerced 
Now,  the  Bill  proposes  that  the  authors 
of  these  incitements  shall  he  treated,  if 
they  are  convicted,  as  first  class  misde- 
meanants. Let  us  see  how  the  law  will 
then  stand.  Take  the  case  of  the  Salva- 
tion Army.  There  are  a  p^eat  many 
branches  of  the  Salvation  Army  in  the 
North  of  Lreland,  and  there  is  one  in 
Dublin.  I  am  not  able  to  concur  in  all 
the  methods  of  that  body,  but  looking 
at  the  sin  and  suffering  in  our  midst  and 
looking  at  the  apathy  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  people  regarding  it,  I  am  not  the 
man  to  throw  stones  at  those  earnest  and 
devoted  men.  Now  the  Salyationist 
preacher  stands  at  the  street  comer  and 
IS  arrested  for  obstructing  the  thorough- 
fare. He  is  preaching  the  Gospel  as  he 
knows  and  believes  it.  With  him  it  is 
absolutely  a  matter  of  conscience,  but 
he  is  tried  and  convicted.  Is  he  a 
criminal  in  the  ordinary  sense  ?  He  is 
no  more  a  criminal  than  John  Bunyan 
was  or  John  Wesley  was,  but  the  law 
Bends  him  to  gaol  as  an  ordinary  offender. 


You  dress  him   in  prison  clothes  and 
give  him  prison  diet,  and  what  is  more  to- 
the  purpose  your  Bill  does  not  seek  to* 
bring  one  atom  of  relief  to  him.    Ynu' 
leave  him  precisely  as  you  find  him... 
The  Salvationist  preaches   the  Gosptil 
of     what     he    considers     truth     snd 
righteousness,  and  he  is  treated  as  an» 
ordinary  criminal,   but  you,   forsooth^ 
who    preach   the    Gospel     of    derelict 
farms,  are  to  be  treated  as  first* clasa 
misdemeanants.      I   will  take  another 
case  still  more  important,  that  is  the 
case  of   the  man  who  conscientiously 
objects  to  vaccinate  his  child.    This  mai^ 
is  actually  governed  by  parental  affec« 
tion  and  love  for  his  child,  and  yet  yoo: 
send  him  to  gaol  as  an  ordinary  crimi- 
nal   and  treat    him    in   the   ordinary 
way.      Your     Bill    does    not     bringt 
him    one    atom    of   relief.      I    repeat 
that  this  is  a  Bill  for  yourselves  and 
not  for  the  general  public.    There  are^ 
other  instances.     There  is  the  case  of 
the  poor  man  convicted  at  Petty  Sessions- 
and  who  is  unable  to  pay  the  fine.  These* 
men  are  no  more  criminals  than  those^ 
other  men.    There  are  the  men  who  vio- 
late the  secrecy  of  the  ballot  at  contested 
elections ;  they  are  treated  as  ordinary 
criminals.      To  pass  this   Bill    would 
practically   mean    that   the  House  o£ 
Commons  makes  a  law    for  its    own 
Members,    and    makes    a   law    with 
a  cynical  indifference  to  the  case  of  othext . 
men  not  one  whit  less  worthy  than  them- 
selves.    Take  the  case  of  the  Gweedore 
prisoners — I  do  n.ot  mean  the  men  on 
trial  with  Father  M'Fadden,   but  the* 
men  tried  the  other  day  at  Fermanagh.. 
These  men  under  the  hon.  Member's 
Bill    would     be   treated    as     ordinary 
oriminab,  because  they  were  guilty  oC 
assault,  whilst  the  man  who  went  to- 
Gweedore    and    originated    the  whole 
combination  and  superintended  it  would 
be  treated  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant. 
I  say  that  it  is  not  fair,  and  on  that 
ground    alone    I    object    to    the  BilL 
Again,  it  is  conceded  tliat  all  punishmentv 
should  act  as  a  deterrent.    Mr.  Forster 
put    1,000  men  in   gaoL     Punishment 
was     not    his    object,    simply    deten- 
tion.     He     turned     the     gaols     into 
hydropathic    establishments    for  theso 
men,    and     food,    drink,     literature— 
everything  was  supplied  to  them.     Men 
absolutely  qualified  for  imprisonment^ 
and  complained  that  they  were  not  im- 
prisoned.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  orim»- 
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«norinoii8lj  increased  under  the  Crimes 
Act    of    that    time.    The     Act     was 
a  lamentable  failure,  although  it  was 
4id  ministered     with     the     best    inten- 
-tions  by  Mr.    Forster.     But  it  failed. 
The  present  Act,  however,  has  had  a  de- 
terrent effect.      Let  men  arme  as  thej 
like,  the  state  of  Ireland  to-oay  is  Tastlj 
improved.      You  may  tell  me  the  im- 
provement is  due  to  what  you  call  the 
union  pi  hearts,  but  then  I  ask  you  to 
explain  how  did  a  similar  improvement 
come  about  in  liord  Spencer's  time,  when 
his  Crimes  Act  produced  a  very  similar 
result.     There  was  no  union  of  hearts 
then.     I  cannot  possibly  assent  to  the 
Second  Beading  of  this  Bill.     If  hon. 
Gentlemen  feel  for  the  Salvationists  and 
others  who  are  no  more  criminal  than 
they  pretended  they  are  themselves,  and 
in  my  opinion  not  nearly  so  much  so, 
how  comes  it  they  have  left  them  entirely 
butside  the  scope  of  their  Bill?    I  main- 
tain that  to  pass  a  Bill  like  this  is  to 
pass   a  piece  of  class  legislation  that 
the  country  will  have  no  difficulty   in 
seeing     through.      I     am     far     from 
objecting     to      a    re-classification      of 
prisoners.    I  think  it  a  deplorable  thing 
that  Salvationists  and  Anti-vaccinators 
ahould  be  committed  to  gaol  and  treated 
.  as  ordinary  criminals.      To  bring  in  a 
Bill  with  the  express  object  of  providing 
for  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
themselves — [Cr«>«  0/  **  No !  "]— well,  it 
will  provide    for  them    at  all   events, 
and     for    the    men    who    carry   out 
their  work  in  Ireland — is    not  a   fair 
way  in  which  to  treat  the    House  of 
Commons.     If  you  wish  to  re-classify 
prisoners  I  sympathize  with  you ;  but  so 
long  as  you  confine  your  attention  to 
one  class,  and  a  class  that  is  producing 
disturbance,  and  outrage,  and  crime  in 
Ireland,  I  will  refuse  to  vote  for  the 
Second  Heading  of  the  Bill.      I  beg  to 
move  as  an  Amendment — 

'*  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
inexpedient  to  proceed  with  the  consideration 
of  a  measure  which  proposes  to  modify  the 
prison  treatment  of  a  certain  class  of  prisoners 
in  Ireland,  and  leaves  to  the  ordinary  law  other 
prisoners  whose  offences  are  not  of  a  character 

•  usually  associated  with  crime." 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That  *'  to  the 

•  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'**in  the  opinion  uf  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 

Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell 


to  i^roceed  withthe  oonndeFstioii  of  a  «i 
which  proposes  to  modify  the  prison  trea 
of  a  certain  class  of  prisonen  in  Ireland,  and 
leaves  to  the  ordinary  Uw  other  prisoners  wiiois 
offences  are  not  of  the  character  nsnally  a«o- 
ciated  with  crime."— (ifr.  T.  W.  MuuM.) 

Sm  WILLIAM  T.  MARRIOTT 
(Brighton) :  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Oendeman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Haroonrt)  has  shown  a  rerj 
wise  discretion  (or  perhaps  it  is  the 
pressing  nature  of  his  engagement  this 
evening)  in  leaving  the  House  aflter 
making  his  onslaught  upon  the  Ohief 
Secretary,  and  not  waiting  for  the 
reply.  To  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I 
may  pay  this  compliment,  that  he  is 
one  of  those  advocates  who  always  apoil 
even  the  best  of  causes  by  their  aavo- 
cacy.  On  the  present  occasion  a  Bill 
was  introduced  by  one  of  the  Irish 
Members  raising  a  question  well  worthy 
of  the  attention  of  this  House ;  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  the  speech  with  which 
he  introduced  it  was  calm,  moderatei 
and  worthy  of  the  occasion.  But 
the  late  Home  Secretary  casts  aside 
the  Bill  at  once,  or  simply  makes 
it  a  peg  upon  which  to  hang 
an  attack  upon  the  administration 
of  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  makes  it  an 
occasion  for  demonstrating  to  the  House 
what  a  good  Home  Secretary  he  has 
been,  how  much  better  than  the  preseint 
Home  Secretary,  how  much  better  he 
knew  his  duties,  how  much  more  humane 
and  just  he  had  been.  Well,  I  should 
be  very  sorry  to  dispel  the  hallucina- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman ;  but, 
so  far  as  I  know,  it  is  not  everybody 
who  agrees  with  him,  or  appreciates  the 
benefit  of  the  performance  of  his  duties 
at  the  Home  Office.  Even  Mr.  DaTitt, 
though  one  of  his  present  allies,  does  n(>t 
agree  in  all  he  did,  and  I  think  that  we 
may  leave  the  Home  Secretary  and  Mr. 
Davitt  to  settle  the  quarrel  between 
them,  and  that  the  House  will  proceed 
to  consider  the  merits  of  this  Bill.  I 
am  sorry  myself  that  Mr.  Davitt  is  not 
in  the  House  at  the  present  time,  s6 
that  he  might  deal  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  vivd  voce,  as  he  has  been  deal- 
ing with  him  by  letter  in  the  papers.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  never  famous 
for  accuracy  in  his  statements.  He  is 
bold,  I  admit;  he  is  audacious,  and 
makes  at  times  astounding  assertions, 
but  accuracy  has  never  been  his  strong 
point.  When  he  commenced,  not  to 
support  the  Bill,  but  to  attiCok  fto  the 
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hundredth  time  the  administration  of 
my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  he  began  by  making  a 
most  audacious  statement — saying  that 
the  acts  for  which  Irish  Members  and 
others  have  been  imprisoned  are  acts 
which,  if  they  had  been  oommitted  in 
England,  would  have  been  done  with 
absolute  impunity.  [''Hear,  hear!"] 
**  Hear,  hear ! "  says  an  honourable 
Member;  but  I,  as  a  lawyer,  entirely 
dispute  and  deny  that  statement.  I  say 
there  are  none  of  the  acts — or  with  one 
exception,  perhaps,  under  the  second  sec- 
tion of  the  Crimes  Act — that  would  not 
be  punishable  equally  in  England  as 
they  are  in  Ireland.  It  might  be  by 
a  different  procedure — it  might  be 
by  trial  before  a  jury  ;  but  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  make 
the  assertion  that  punishment  was 
awarded  for  acts  that  in  England  would 
be  committed  with  impunity  is  an 
audacious  statement  that  may  perhaps 
catch  the  cheers  of  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway,  but  is  absolutely  opposed 
to  facts.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mentioned  by  way  of  illustration  the 
crime  of  infanticide,  and  implies  that  in 
relation  to  this  he  was  the  best  Home 
Secretary  that  ever  held  office;  but  he 
ought  to  have  known,  and  if  he  knows 
he  ought  to  have  informed  the  House, 
what  is  the  state  of  the  case  in  relation 
to  infanticide.  It  is  perfectly  true  that 
the  wretched  mother  in  such  cases  is 
condemned  to  the  extreme  penalty  of 
the  law,  but  does  not  suffer  it  because 
the  prerogative  of  the  Crown  interyenes. 
The  reason  for  this  is  known  very  well. 
For  many  years,  I  will  not  say  how 
many,  perhaps  20  years,  a  strong  opinion 
has  grown  and  is  generally  maintained 
that  there  is  a  g^eat  distinction  between 
different  classes  of  murder,  that  it  is  a 
crime  that  ought  to  be  classified,  and 
that  there  is  an  enormous  distinction 
between  the  murder  of  an  infant  by  its 
mother  under  great  distress  of  mind, 
and  murder  for  gain  or  to  gratify  some 
brutal  passion  ;  and  in  all  the  Codes  in- 
troduced into  this  House,  or  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  we  have  tried  to 
classify  such  cases.  It  is  the  universal 
opinion  that  infanticide  is  not  a  crime 
that  ought  to  be  visited  with  the  death 
sentence.  But  as  the  law  stands  the 
Judge  is  bound  on  the  verdict  of  the 
jury  to  pronounce  the  capital  sentence, 
though  the  Crown  as  a   matter  of  in- 


». 


variable  practice  exercises  the  preroga* 
tive,  and  the  wretched  woman  only 
suffers  a  few  months'  imprisonment. 
This  is  well  known,  and  has  come  within 
the  experience  of  every  Home  Secre* 
tary  for  the  last  15  years.  I  will  not 
go  into  the  charges  of  harsh  and  brutal 
conduct  directed  against  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
when  my  right  hon.  Friend  speaks  he 
will  be  able  to  deal  with  all  these  chargea 
as  suecessfully  as  he  has  on  former 
occasions,  but  what  I  most  regret  about 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  is  the  spirit  he  haa 
endeavoured  to  infuse  into  the  discussion 
of  a  subject  that  really  desires  careful 
and  serious  attention.  It  is  a  question 
that  should  be  discussed  as  much  aa 
possible  free  from  Party  animosity,  and 
from'  that  Party  animosity  the  speech 
with  which  the  Bill  was  introduced  was 
comparatively  free,  but  the  moment  the 
hon.  Member  sat  down  up  jumped  the- 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  endeavoured 
to  infuse  Party  rancour  into  the  whole 
debste.  There  is  one  point  upon  which 
I  think  we  shall  all  agree,  that  Irish 
Members  and  others  who  have  suffered 
imprisonment  under  the  Crimes  Act 
are  not  in  the  category  of  ordinary 
criminals.  The  motives  of  the  ordinary 
criminal  are  always  selfish,  and  gener- 
ally sordid,  but  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
body will  impute  those  motives  to  hon. 
Members  who  have  been  imprisoned. 
We  may  disagree  with  them  and  think 
their  actions  are  a  source  of  danger  to 
the  country,  but  we  know  they  are  not 
actuated  by  selfish  motives;  they  do 
these  things  with  the  view — misguided, 
in  my  opinion — that  they  are  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Party  and  the  country  to 
which  they  belong.  This  is  very 
different  from  the  position  of  the  ordin- 
ary criminal;  and  even  if  we  condemn 
the  actions  we  may,  to  a  certain  extent, 
admire  the  motives.  Whether  the 
Irishmen  who  have  suffered  under  the 
Crimes  Act  are  political  offenders  or 
not  is  another  matter.  It  is  very  hard 
to  define  what  a  political  offence  is.  In 
many  countries  political  offenders  suffer 
much  worse  than  others  sent  to  gaol  for 
ordinary  crimes.  In  Italy  under  the 
Austrian  rule,  and  in  Kussia  now,  you 
will  find  political  offenders  treated  with 
greater  severity  than  ordinary  offend  ers  aa 
we  should  call  them.  It  is  the  nature  of 
the  punishment  that  is  complained  of  a&. 
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•degnding,  though,  I  think,  it  is  not  the 
panishment  but  the  crime  whieh  de- 
grade* a  man.     Speaking  for  mjeelf,  I 
•can  eaj  that  whatever   indignities    an 
Irish  Member  may  hare    suflered    in 
prison  thej  would  not  be  the  eanse  of 
>mj  regarding  him  with  less  respect ;  it 
would  be  the  commission  of  the  offense  if 
•anjthing  that  would  influence  me.    As 
I  hays  said,  it  is  difficult  to  say  what 
•constitutes  a  political  offence.     Many 
people  consider  themselves  political  of- 
lenders  who  are  nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  well-known  Herr  Most  is  one  of 
•uoh,  he  has  suffered  imprisonment  in 
many  countries  and  has  narrated  his  ex- 
perieness.     This  gentleman    being    in 
Austria  somehow  got   to    loggerheads 
with  the  authorities  and   was    put  in 
prison.     He  disliked  that  so  much  that 
when  he  was  released  he  left  Austria 
•and  went  to  ventilate  his  views  in  Gkr- 
manv    under    the    Prussian    dynasty. 
Again  he  compromised  himself  with  the 
authorities  and  found  himself  inside  a 
prison  for  what  he  considered  a  political 
offence.     He  found  his  tre^iment  in  the 
German  prison  so  rigorous  that  when 
the  opportunity  offer^  he  left  Qermany 
and  came  to  enjoy  the  perfect  freedom 
and  liberty  of  Englimd.      Many  hon. 
Members  will  recollect  how  Herr  Most 
•conducted    himself   in    England.     He 
took  advantage  of  freedom  and  liberty 
«of  speech  to  such  an  extent,  that  he  be- 
came an  inmate  of  an  English  prison, 
SA  he  thought,  for  a  political  offenoe. 
Then  he  discovered  that  prisons  in  the 
land  of  freedom  are  much  worse  than 
they  are    in    either    Austria    or    Oer- 
many,   and  so  he  resolves    to    go    to 
-democratic  America    where    no    Mon- 
arch   or  House  of  Lords  checks  per- 
fect freedom.    But,  even  in   America, 
he    at    Chicago    got    at    loggerheads 
with  authority  and  was  sentenced  to  12 
months'  imprisonment.    At  the  expira- 
tion of  that  term  he  declared  his  opinion 
that  in  the  Hepublio  of  America  he  found 
his  worst,  and  most  harsh  experience  of 
prifon  life.    Throughout  all  these  vicis- 
situdes Herr  Most  no  doubt  thought 
(himself  a  political  prisoner,  and  certainly 
I  should  not  think  of  comparing  him  to  an 
•ordinary    criminal,    though   he   had  a 
longer  experience  of    prison  life  than 
many  criminals,  and  was  a  much  better 
man  than  an  ordinary  criminal  in  many 
Tespects.   But  the  question  is  who  are  we 
to  Ci'usider  political  prisoners  ?    The  test 
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must  be,  Ithink,  the  objaetliMgrkflefB  fi 
view  in  doing  certain  acts  aven  vImk 
those  acts  are  a  breach  of  iha  laws  in  tiM 
country  in  which  they  live.    Now  Ilia  BOl 
introduced  this  afternoon  piopoaes  ts 
treat  all  prisoners  under  theOrimea  Asi  sf 
181^5,  as  political  prisoners.  But  obaervs 
there  is  a  great  custinctioii  between  flie 
offences  under  the  second  and  thesavsBft 
sections  of  that  Act     Under  the  seeoad 
section  it  is  difficult  to  say  why  jo^ 
should  consider  any  of  the  offeoees  as  (A 
a  political  character.     They  are  dividad 
under  six  heads  and  I  will  state  theB 
shortly : — 1st,  taking  part  in  any  eriod- 
nal  conspiracy  now  pmnshaUn  bjlaw ; 
2nd,  wilfully  and  without  legal  anthoidf 
using    violence    or    intimidation;  9rd, 
taking  part  in  any  riot  or  unlawfiil  as- 
sembly; 4th,  taking  forcible  possessioB 
of  lands,  or  houses  from  which  anyone 
has  been  evicted ;  5th,  assaulting  or  ob- 
structing an  officer  of  the  law;  and  6th, 
inciting  any  person  to  commit  any  of  the 
above  offences.    These  are  the  six  sub- 
sections of  section  two,  and  yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman   says    they  are  aota  a 
man  can  commit  in  England  with  impu- 
nity.   Now  try  any  one  of  theee  acts  in 
England  and  sse  if  you  will  get  off  widi 
impunity.    If  the  right  hon.  Oentieman 
is  really  sincere,  let  him  put  the  matter 
to  test,  try  any  one  of  these  acts,  and  see 
if  he  is  not  quickly  lodged  in  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  gaols.  Every  one  of  theee 
are  offences  under  the  law*  in  England. 
But  when  we  come  to  section  seven  the 
pith  of  the  section  is  that  it  deals  with 
unlawful  and  dangerous  associations; 
but  these  are  not  unlawful  until  they  have 
been  so  proclaimed  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant.   Here  there  is  an  essential  dis- 
tinction, and  in  my  opinion  prisoners 
under  this  section  should  be  differently 
treated.   But  I  will  go  farther  than  that* 
and  say  everyone   under  the  six  sub- 
sections may  or  may  not  be  a  political 
offender,  because  the  crucial  question  in 
deciding  what  is  a  political  offenoe  is 
the  object  with  which  it  was  committed* 
£  am  one  of  those  who  do  not  quite 
understand  the  object  of  hon.  Qentie- 
men  opposite.    Up  to  1885  there  was 
no  doubt  about  it.    Their  object  I  iind 
expressed  in  their  own  words — to  bring 
about  an  absolute  separation   between 
England  and  L-eland.      [*<No,  no!"J 
Tes,  the  object  was  to  make  Ireland  a 
nation.      If  that  was  not  so  what  is 
the  meaning   ef  the  standing  toast  at 
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l)aDqi]et8,  ''  Ireland  a  nation  "  f  I  am 
astoniiihed  that  hon.  Members  should 
ory  ''No,  no."  Is  there  any  meaning 
to  be  attached  to  the  words,  or  to  those 
need  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in 
188/)?  <'To  break  the  last  link  that 
binds  us  to  Ghreat  Britain."  Every 
toast,  every  act,  every  speech,  and  I 
<x>uld  quote  from  a  great  many 
of  them,  indicates  that  meaning. 
Now  I  call  that  a  political  object. 
I  can  quite  understand  their  wishing 
for  a  separate  Oovemment  as  Italy 
wished  to  separate  from  Austria,  as 
Hungary  at  one  time  had  the  same 
wish,  and  as  Poland  wished  to  separate 
from  Hussia.  I  can  understand  that;  it 
is  a  political  object — it  is  a  patriotic 
object — you  may  be  the  weaker  country, 
but  if  you  hate  the  rule  of  the  country 
and  wish  to  be  free,  I  can  understand  that. 
We  may  not  agree  with  you,  we  may 
do  our  best  to  prevent  it.  but  certainly 
it  is  a  political  object.  But  you  now 
«ay  you  do  not  want  that ;  you  want  a 
Local  Government  Bill,  a  siinilar  change 
in  the  Constitution  to  that  we  have  in 
England.  Why,  if  you  had  had  even 
the  Local  Government  Bill  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  proposed,  that  would  not  have 
made  you  a  nation.  It  would  not  have 
made  you  independent.  You  ought  not 
to  sing  **Long  live  Ireland,"  or  "God 
«ave  Ireland."  I  would  suggest  it 
ehould  be  **  God  save  the  Irish  Vestry." 
If  you  want  Local  Gk>vemment»  you 
will  get  it  with  certain  reservations, 
and  if  your  efforts  are  directed  to  that, 
then  I  say  these  offences  are  not  politi- 
cal, and  for  this  reason :  You  have  the 
Constitutional  means  of  getting  what 
vou  are  striving  for.  If  you  seek 
liocal  Self-Oovemment,  you  have  Con- 
atitutional  means  for  that,  and  have  no 
right  to  resort  to  crimes  and  violence. 
<!/rimes  and  offences  accompany  the 
fight  of  the  weak  with  the  strong,  as  in 
the  case  of  Italy  and  Austria,  and  Hun- 
gary and  Austria ;  then  we  must  admit 
that  crimes  may  be  more  pardonable 
than  when  committed  by  ordinary 
criminals;  they  are  political  offences 
arising  out  of  the  struggle  when 
the  weaker  has  no  Constitutional 
means  of  enforcing  its  views  on 
-the  stronger  people,  no  Constitu- 
tional means  of  miaking  its  voice 
heiird.  But  you  have  the  means  of 
making  jour  voioe  heard.     I   do  not 


object  to  the  music,  and  you  certainly 
are  heard.  You  have  the  Constitutioniul 
means,  and  if  you  resort  to  unconstitu- 
tional means,  such  as  these  offences,  you 
say  they  must  be  considered  political 
offences.  I  will  take  such  an  instance 
as  is  afforded  by  the  action  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee — he  is  not  here 
now — (Mr.  Firth).  At  one  time  he  was 
much  interested  in  the  Government  of 
London,  and  fought  hard  to  bring  about 
reform  in  the  Government  of  London. 
Suppose  he  had  committed  one  of  these 
offences,  taken  part  in  a  riot  in  Trafalgar 
Square,  used  intimidation  or  offended 
under  any  of  the  six  heads  of  section  2, 
do  you  think  he  would  have  escaped  on 
the  plea  that  his  offence  was  political, 
because  he  committed  it  with  the  idea  of 
furthering  reform  in  the  Government  of 
London?  Certainly  not,  because  he 
could  use  the  Constitutional  means  at 
his  disDOsal.  Therefore,  I  say  in  no 
sense  of  the  word  can  these  offences  be 
called  political  at  the  present  time.  If 
you  really  want  separation,  you  may  call 
them  political,  but  if  you  only  want  the 
advantages  we  enjoy  in  England,  then 
they  are  not  political,  and  simply  render 
you  liable  to  certain  punishments  under 
the  criminal  law.  But  I  think  there  is 
reaUy  this  distinction ;  that  whether  these 
offences  are  political  or  not,  they  are 
different  to  the  ordinary  offences  com- 
mitted from  selfish  or  sordid  motives, 
and,  therefore,  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
that  there  ought  to  be  a  re-classification 
of  crimes.  The  most  degrading  part 
of  the  punishment  is  not  the 
dress,  but  the  association  with 
ordinary  criminals,  and  I  say  not  only 
with  regard  to  Irish  Members  and 
others  imprisoned  under  the  Crimes  Act, 
but  in  reference  to  members  of  the  Sal- 
vation Army,  persons  who  are  imprisoned 
for  breach  of  the  Vaccination  Laws,  and 
others,  there  ought  to  be  a  distinotion 
drawn  between  such  as  these  and  or- 
dinary vulgar  criminals,  who  commit  of- 
fences for  their  own  selfish  ends.  There 
is  no  greater  danger  to  the  Army  than  the 
offence  of  insubordination,  and  offendere 
are  rightly  subjected  to  punishment,  hut 
I  womd  not  class  such  offenders  with  cri- 
minals convicted  of  the  ordinary  orimea 
of  robbery  and  violence.  I  would  separate 
such  soldiers  from  ordinary  criminals, 
and,  though  insubordination  is  a  serious 
offenoe  and  disserves  severe  punishment^ 
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the  taint  of  orima  in  the  ordinary  fense 
does  not  attach  to  it.  Certainly  I  can- 
not support  this  Bill,  and  it  would  serve 
the  purpose  of  raising  a  useful  discus- 
sion, hut  for  the  spirit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
has  introduced  by  his  attacks  on  the 
present  Administration.  Leaving  aside 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  best  Home 
Secretary  that  ever  existed — an  opinion 
that  I  Busp  ect  is  confined  to  himself — 
what  we  wa  nt  is  to  debate  the  subject, 
and  after  thf^  conciliatory  spirit  with 
which  the  d  ate  opened  and  the  perti- 
nent remarks  with  which  the  Amend- 
ment was  moved,  I  look  for  the  result, 
not  in  the  carr3ring  of  the  Bill  or  even 
the  Amendment,  but  a  reconsideration 
of  the  whole  subject  and  re -classification 
of  offences. 

Mb.  ATHERLEY-JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.) :  It  is  hard  to  reconcile  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  that  he  would  vote 
against  this  Bill,  with  the  declaration 
that  there  are  imposed  on  Irish  prisoners 
certain  degrading  offices  which  ought  to 
be  abolished.  Let  me  suggest  to  him 
that  so  far  as  degradation  is  concerned 
those  who  have  undergone  the  experi- 
ence are  most  able  to  discuss  the  subject. 
I  think  none  of  us  can  have  listened  to 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  without  a 
feeling  of  very  great  regret  that  an  hon. 
Member  who  claims  to  be  the  repre- 
sentative of  an  Irish  constituency  should 
have  addressed  the  House  in  the  terms 
he  has  used  with  reference  to  the  punish- 
ment of  his  fellow-countrymen.  But  I 
am  perfectly  willing  to  meet  him  on  his 
own  ground.  I  frankly  admit  it  is  in 
the  highest  extent  desirable  that  there 
should  be  a  re- classification  of  political 
ofifences,  and  An ti- vaccinators  and  per- 
sons who  offend  against  the  rules  laid 
down  for  regulating  the  traffic  in  the 
streets  are  not  treated  in  the  same  ex- 
ceptional manner  as  that  sought  by  this 
Bill  in  relation  to  political  offenders. 
Why  does  not  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone,  instead  of  opposing  this 
Bill,  propose  an  expansion  by  which 
that  object  might  be  accomplished  ? 
Again,  let  me  point  out  this  in  regard 
to  An ti -vaccinators  and  Salvationists, 
that  they  are  never  sent  to  prison  with- 
out the  alternative  of  a  fine,  which  they 
frequently  decline  to  pay,    and   conse- 
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quently  are  sent  to  prison ;  so  I  may  say- 
it  is  at  their  own  option  thej  are  sent 
to  prison.  But  I  do  not  intend  to  presa 
the  question  on  these  narrow  glands. 
I  will  direct  attention  to  a  different 
aspect  of  the  question.  The  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  with  a 
candour  that  does  him  credit,  says  he- 
regards  those  persons  as  political 
offenders.  [Mr.  Balfoub  expressed 
dissent.]  Now  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  an  unfortunate  habit  of  failing 
to  recollect  what  he  has  said  on  former- 
occasions,  but  I  think  the  recoUectioa  of 
the  House  will  be  with  me  when  I  say 
that  he  said  these  might  be  classed 
among  political  offenders. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  not  willing  to  accept  mj 
contradiction,  I  will  give  it  in  a  more- 
formal  manner.  What  I  said  was  that 
it  was  very  likely  these  persons  had  a 
political  object  in  view,  but  the  crime- 
they  committed  was  not  a  political 
one. 

Me.     ATHERLEY-JONES  :    With, 
great  respect  I  do  not  follow  the  log^o 
of   the  right   hon.    Gentleman,   but  I 
daresay  it    is    my    own  obtusity.      It 
is     perfectly      true      that      many     a 
crime  committed  for  a  political  object 
is      not      a     political    crime — murder 
or    assassination     for    instance,      but 
inasmuch  as  it  has  a  political  object  the 
person  who  commits  it  is  classed  amon^ 
political  offenders.     [^Criei  of  **  No  !  "^ 
I  hear  hon.  Members  say  ''  No,"  but  I 
can  bring  what  I  think  is  proof  con- 
clusive that  in  this  and  other  countries 
this  has  been  the  universal  practice— or 
very  nearly  so.     I   do   not  think   that 
there   is  a  man  in  the  House  beyond 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  more 
devoted  followers  who    entertains   any 
doubt  that  these  persons  are  politiciJ 
offenders.     But   does   the   rignt   hon. 
Gentleman,  or  does  he  not,  admit  that 
he    has    control    over  .the   prisons  in 
Ireland  ?    I  apprehend  that  he  has  at 
length  conceded    that  point.       If  the 
right   hon.    Gentleman   admits  he  has 
control  over  the  prisons  in  Ireland,  and 
if    these  men   are   political  prisoners, 
why  has  he  hastened  to  make   an  en- 
tirely new  departure  in  the  treatment 
of  political  offenders  ?    I  have  been  at 
some   trouble  to    investigate  what   the 
practice  in  other  countries  is,  and  have 
made  inquiries  through  various  foreign 
agencies  of  an  authentic  character.    In 
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France  and  Austria  I  find  that  there  is 
a  olastification  under  which  political 
prisoners  find  altogether  different  treat- 
ment; under  the  system  in  Belgium 
there  is  the  same  thing;  in  France  a 
political  offender  is  only  subject  to  de- 
tention ;  and  I  find  the  same  applies 
to  Germany  and  to  Italy.  Even  if  you 
travel  beyond  the  confines  of  Europe 
you  find  in  Mexico — a  country  where 
we  do  not  regard  civilization  as  being 
so  far  advanced  as  in  Europe — political 
prisoners  are  allowed  to  wear  their  own 
dress,  and  are  kept  separate  from  other 
prisoners.  Last  of  all  other  countries  I 
suppose  should  we  look  for  a  model  in 
Bussia,  but  there  is  a  very  interesting 
book  published  some  time  ago  by  Dr. 
Langdale,  in  which  the  author  refers  to 
the  political  prisoners  exiled  to  Siberia. 
He  tells  us  that — 

**  The  political  prisoner  in  Siberia,beyond  exile 
and  temporary  confinement  in  gaol,  is  not  ill- 
used  ;  he  is  not  always  subjected  to  the  ordinary 
<liscipline  of  the  criminal  convict,  nor  obliged 
to  associate  with  him ;  and,  except  in  the  case 
of  those  deprived  of  all  rights,  he  is  permitted 
to  wear  his  own  clothes.*' 

I  cannot  help  thinking  that  is  of  vary 
strong  import  in  reference  to  what  I 
<K)ntend  is  the  general  practice.  Now, 
I  refer  to  a  book  written  by  the  learned 
Solicitor  General,  in  which  he  deals 
with  the  subject  of  extradition,  and  he 
uses  this  passage — 

**  If  a  man  were  killed  in  a  riot,  or  in  an  at- 
tempt to  excite  tumult  or  popular  commotion, 
that  would  be  a  political  offence,  and  the 
offender  would  not  be  liable  to  eitradition.'* 

And  now  I  pass  to  what  is  the  treat- 
ment of  political  offenders  in  this  coun- 
try; and  a  Keturn,  published  in  the 
38th  volume  of ''Accounts  and  Keports," 
and  moved  for  in  1 840,  shows  the  way 
in  which  political  offenders  were  treated 
in  England  before  the  rigim$  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  This  Hetum  I 
quote  deals  with  the  County  of  Mon- 
mouth, and  with  persons  not  in  the 
position  of  Irish  Members,  but  of  far 
humbler  positions  in  life,  men  who  were 
farriers,  labourers,  weavers,  and  so 
forth ;  and  among  the  offences  with 
Which  they  were  charged  are  unlawful 
assembly,  riot,  sedition,  treason,  break- 
ing into  houses,  violent  assault,  riotously 
assembling  in  arms,  stealing  a  shot-belt 
and  dagger,  conspiring  to  riot,  and  so 
forth ;  and  in  all  these  cases  the  prisoners 
were,  after  conviction,  alio  wed  the  regular 
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county  allowance,  as  before  trial,  but 
were  not  allowed  anything  extra  except 
by  order  of  the  surgeon ;  they  wore 
their  own  clothes,  had  the  gaol  bedding, 
were  allowed  to  write  to  their  friends, 
and  so  on,  and  for  part  of  the  time  they 
were  supplied  with  writing  materials. 
They  were  allowed,  be  it  observed,  to 
wear  their  own  dress.  I  have  quoted 
the  Hetums  for  the  county  of  Monmouth, 
but  you  may  go  through  the  Betums 
for  other  counties  and  find  the  same 
exceptional  treatment  meted  out  to  men 
who  occupied  humble  positions  in  life. 
Then  I  may  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man why  this  difference  in  treatment 
of  political  offenders  now  to  that  which 
obtained  in  England  and  to  which  the 
humblest  offenders  were  subject  in  1840  ? 
In  1840  the  management  of  prisons  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  Visiting  Justices,  and 
the  Home  Office  possessed  no  authority 
in  the  matter,  but  the  Marquess  of 
Normanby,  who  was  then  Home  Secre* 
tary,  on  being  communicated  with  by  a 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions — Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot,  I  think  it  was — in  re- 
gard to  the  treatment  of  political 
offenders,  pointed  out  that  he  had  no 
authority  himself,  but  he  thought  it  ex- 
tremely desirable  that  the  magistrates 
should  exercise  all  the  powers  available 
to  them  for  the  purpose  of  mitigating 
the  prison  treatment  of  these  prisoners. 
Now  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  who  not  only  has  very  great 
powers,  but  full  statutory  powers  not  pos- 
sessed by  the  Marquess  of  Normanby 
in  1H40,  has  not  yet  even  deigned  a 
reply  to  the  appeals  made  to  him  to  make 
any  representation  to  the  Prisons  Board 
for  the  purpose  of  rendering  the  treat- 
ment ot  these  gentlemen  less  degrading 
and  odious.  I  have  eudeavoured  to  dis- 
cuss this  matter  without  Partyspirit,  and 
regret  that  that  should  he  introduced  in 
a  matter  of  such  gravity.  I  repeat  and 
urge  upon  the  Chief  Secretary,  does  he 
question  my  authorities  when  I  say  that 
in  every  civilized  country  in  Europe, 
including  Ku^sia — I  do  not  know 
whether  I  can  include  Spain — the  treat- 
ment of  political  offenders  shows  a  dis- 
tinct line  of  demarcation  from  that  of 
ordinary  criminals  ?  I  put  it  in  a  more 
concrete  form.  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  suppose  that  Mr.  O'Brien,  if 
convicted  in  France  or  Germany  of  such 
an  offence  as  he  committed  in  this 
country,    would    receive  the   treatment 
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the  House  of  Commons  to  protect  a  cer- 
* '  tain  class  of  prisoners  in  Ireland  against 
the  stipendiary  magistrates,   who  are 
the   most  unscrupulous  agents  of  the 
Executive  Government ;    and  the  hon. 
Member    actually    thinks   it    is   rele- 
vant   to    that    proposal    to    ask  us  to 
increase  the   salaries   of  these   magis- 
trates.    That  proposal  appeared  to  be 
acceptable    to    the     Chief    Secretary; 
but  I  noticed  that  it  brought  a  grim 
smile  to  the  countenance  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,   who  was,  ap- 
Earently,  so  much  affected  by  it  that  he 
as  already  left  the  House.      The  hon. 
Gentleman    opposite    has    ingeniously 
busied  himself  in  fighting  an  imafi^nary 
case.     He  has  enlarged  on  the  difficulty 
of   distinguishing   by  a  definition  be- 
tween political  and  non-political  offences ; 
but  we  ask  the  House  to  make  no  such 
definition.      We    are    sensible    of   the 
difficulty  that  exists,  and  what  we  ask 
the  House  to  do  is  to  declare  that  in  the 
case    of   a    certain    specified    class   of 
offenders  a  distinction  shall  be  made  in 
their    prison     treatment.        The     last 
speaker  has  endeavoured,  in  a  vague 
way,  to  establish  a  connection  between 
political  speeches  in  Ireland  and  crime ; 
but  I  challenge  the   hon.   Member  to 
establish  such  a  relation   of  cause  and 
-effect.      The  hon.  Gentleman  must  be 
aware  that  a  tribunal  armed  with  special 
powers  has    been    sitting    for  months 
past,  and  all  its  labours  up  to  the  present 
moment  have  absolutely  failed  to  estab- 
lish such  a  relation.      And  now,  8ir,  I 
wish  to  recall  to  the  attention  of  theHouse 
what  I  feel  is  rapidly  dropping  out  of  view 
— I  mean  the  Amendment  now  before  us. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  is  a  most  curious  pro- 
duction.    The  Prisons  Act  of  1877  was 
passed    before    that    hon.    Gentleman 
adorned  the  House ;  but  that  Act  prac- 
tically declares  that  it  is  expedient  to 
make  special  provision  for  the  treatment 
of  prisoDers  convicted  of  sedition.     The 
plea  of   the  hon.  Member,  if  accepted, 
would  put  an  end  to  all  legislation  what- 
ever, because  it  amounts  to  this — that  a 
Bill  for  one  purpose  is  to  be  rejected 
because   it  does  not  contain  something 
else.     The  Irish  Members  have  enough 
to     do    to     deal    with     the    case     of 
Ireland.     We  claim  that  in  regard  to  an 
exceptional    Act,  applied    to  our  own 
oountry  only,  and  working  by  means  of 
exceptional  tribunals,  there  should  be  an 

Mr,  Sexton 


amendment  of  the  law ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  will  introduce  a  Bill 
to  remove  the  grievances  of  anti-vaoci- 
nationists  and  Salvationists,  and  will  not 
treat  his  own  Bill,  as  he  did  another  one 
the  other  day,  as  a  farce,  the  Xriah 
Members  will  give  it  a  much  better  re- 
ception than  the  evasive  and  discredit- 
able hostility  which  has  been  offered  to 
their  Bill  to-day.  I  put  to  the  hon. 
Member  this  question  :  If  this  Bill  of 
ours  be  rejected,  if  it  fail  to  pass,  and  if 
we  introduce  a  Bill  to  deal  more  gene- 
rously with  the  case  of  prisoners  whose 
offences  are  not  of  a  character  usually 
associated  with  crime,  will  he,  and  hu 
friends,  support  that  Bill  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  KU88ELL  (Tyrone, 
South) :  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  I  will  consider  any  Bill  he  intro- 
duces on  its  merits. 

Mb.  SEXTON:''  As  Jthe  bird 
fanciers  might  say,  the  hon.  Member 
has  been  struck  under  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham.  There  is  too  much  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  in  his  reply  to  en- 
title it  to  attention.  I  invite  the  House 
to  observe  a  contrast.  Here  is  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tyrone — a  man  who 
has  few  admirers  anywhere — attempting 
to  perpetuate  a  system  of  torture  which 
has  been  applied  ruthlessly  and  shame- 
fully in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Kildare;  and  here  is 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kildare — a  man  of 
such  gentleness  of  character  and  such 
culture  and  such  high  principle  that  he 
has  many  friends  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  few  enemies  anywhere  out- 
side of  it.  I  have  disposed  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tyrone.  I  can  only  tell  him 
that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  completely 
irrelevant  to  the  Bill.  I  can  nardly 
imagine  that  any  Member  of  the  House, 
except  a  Member  moved  by  eternal 
affection  for  the  Amendment,  can  bring 
himself  to  support  it;  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment gives  it  any  countenance,  lean 
only  conclude  that  they  think  any 
Amendment  good  enough  to  defeat  an 
Irish  Bill.  Now,  T  come  to  the  Bill 
itself,  and  I  claim  for  it  that,  so  far  from 
proposing  anything  novel,  startling,  or 
que>tionable,  it  is  in  accord  with  the 
spirit  of  the  law,  and  of  the  prison 
rules  as  they  exist.  Our  opponents 
spe  ik  as  if  it  were   proposed  that  all 
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prittoners  shall  be  treated  alike.  We 
claim  special  treatment  for  one  class  of 
prisoners,  and  I  enforce  that  plea  by 
pointing  out  to  the  House  that  special 
treatment  of  classes  of  prisoners  is  at 
present  the  rule  of  the  prison  service. 
May  I  first  refer  to  the  case  of  debtors  ? 
The  non-fulfilment  of  an  order  of  the 
Court  to  pay  a  debt  may  involve  a 
grievous  wrong,  and  inflict  the  worst 
injury  on  innocent  persons,  even  to  the 
loss  of  their  means  of  living ;  and  yet, 
by  a  special  rule  of  the  Prison  Depart- 
ment of  Ireland,  the  debtor  is  saved 
from  all  the  indignities  inflicted  on 
ordinary  criminals.  I  now  pass  to  the 
case  of  the  Statute  of  Edward  III. 
How  does  it  happen  that  Father 
Stephens,  when  imprisoned  under  that 
Statute,  was  not  subjected  to  any  prison 
indignity ;  while  Father  Clarke,  who 
was  imprisoned  under  the  Statute  of 
Victoria,  was  treated  as  a  common  crimi- 
nal ?  I  may  mention  that  by  the  Act 
of  1877  persons  imprisoned  for  con- 
tempt of  Court  are  treated  as  firbt- 
class  misdemeanants.  AVhere  is  the 
consistency  of  such  a  system  ?  Now 
I  come  CO  the  strongest  case  of  all 
— that  of  seditious  libel  and  sedition. 
Seditious  libel  is  an  offence  which,  in  the 
eye  of  any  Government,  ranks  next  to 
trea<u>n  in  gravity.  Incitement  to  sedi- 
tion is  incitement  to  rebellion  and  dis- 
order, and  sedition  may  provoke  not 
merely  the  loss  of  individual  lives, 
but  massacres.  It  is  an  offence  next  to 
the  capital  offence,  and  it  may,  in  certain 
cases,  have  consequences  as  grave,  and 
even  more  grave,  than  those  following 
upon  treason.  Tet  under  the  Prisons 
Act  of  1877,  and  under  the  rules  framed 
in  furtherance  of  that  Act,  prisoners  for 
seditious  libel  and  sedition  are  treated 
as  first-class  misdemeanants,  and  they 
are  exempted  from  all  those  indignities 
which  are  inflicted  in  Ireland  upon  the 
men  who  attend  a  meeting  of  a  branch 
of  the  National  League,  or  who  pub- 
lish a  report  of  the  proceedings  in  a 
newspaper.  I  claim  that  no  reason  can 
be  shown  for  inflicting  these  indignities 
and  hardships  upon  prisoners  under  the 
Crimes  Act,  when  they  are  not 
inflicted  on  prisoners  for  sedition. 
Now,  Sir,  since  the  passing  of  the 
Prisons  Act  of  1877  a  situation  totally 
new  has  been  created  in  Ireland.  I  be- 
lieve, if  the  Ci>eroion  Act  had  been  passed 
before  the  Prisons  Act,  the  House  would 


not  have  hesitated  to  include  in  the 
Prisons  Act  such  a  provision  as  we  ask 
you  to  agree  to  to-day.  The  Prisons 
Act  contemplated  conviction  by  an  in- 
dependent jury  alid  sentence  by  an  in* 
dependent  Judge ;  but  many  prisoners 
are  now  convicted  by  two  itinerant 
Justices,  who  are  paid  servants  of  the 
Executive,  and  who  can  be  appointed, 
promoted,  and  dismissed  at  the  will  of 
the  Chief  Secretary.  Therefore,  I  say, 
a  special  case  exists  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Prisons  Act,  and  for  altering 
the  prison  rules,  because  the  Govern- 
ment, by  their  coercive  legislation,  have 
created  in  Ireland  a  new  kind  of  juris- 
diction, a  new  offence,  and  a  class  of 
prisoners  which  was  not  in  the  mind  of 
the  Legislature  when  the  Prisons  Act 
was  passed.  Now,  Sir,  may  I  ask  the 
House  to  consider  for  a  moment  the 
nature  of  the  Coercion  Act  itself?  How 
was  it  passed  ?  It  was  passed  through 
political  capital  generated  by  a  crime — 
a  crime  which  bad  been  signally  and 
memorably  avenged  by  the  suicide  of 
the  criminal.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the 
forged  letter,  and  the  public  opinion 
generated  by  that  letter,  it  would  have 
been  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
break  down  the  rights  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  passing  the  Coercion  Act, 
and  they  could  never  have  prevented  us 
debating  the  Bill  in  Committee  and  on 
Report.  We  should  then  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  debating  the  clause  which 
enables  the  Government  to  treat  poli- 
tical prisoners  as  ordinary  criminals, 
which  regulates  the  mode  and  extent  of 
the  punishment,  and  which  enables  the 
Government  to  subject  political  prisoners 
in  Ireland  to  indignities.  The  Coercion 
Bill  was  passed  by  this  House  by  an  act 
of  oriminal  fraud,  and  we  are  entitled 
now  to  ask  for  atonement.  I  hope  you 
regret  and  deplore  that  fraud.  I  say 
our  claim  on  you  is  exceptional,  and  we 
now  call  upon  you,  by  passing  this  Bill, 
to  do  that  which  I  have  no  doubt  you 
would  have  done  for  us  if  we  had  been 
able  to  ask  it  when  the  Coercion  Act 
was  passed.  Sir,  that  Act  was  a  political 
measure,  because  it  was  passed  against 
the  will  of  the  representatives  of  the 
Irish  people;  and  there  never  is  a 
case  of  a  penal  Act  passed  for  a 
ooontry  against  the  will  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  people  of  that  country 
unless  it  be  a  political  Act.  The  Act 
was  also  passed  against  the  will  of  one- 
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of  the  Imperial  Parties  m  the  State, 
aad  it  is  administered  by  the  iastruments 
of  one  Party,  and  in  the  real  or  fancied 
interests  of  that  Party,  and  nothing  else. 
Do  Englishmen  mean  to  say  that  an  Act 
passed  in  face  of  the  stern  and  resolute 
opposition  of  one  of  the  Imperial  Parties 
in  the  State  is  an  Act  which  was  passed 
against  non-political  crime  ?  These  facts 
are  conclusive  that  the  Coercion  Act  is 
directed,  not  against  crime  as  ordinarily 
understood  in  any  civilized  country  in 
the  world,  but  against  acts  and  words  of 
a  strictly  political  character.  If  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  used  his  power,  we 
should  not  have  found  it  necessary  to 
trouble  the  House  with  the  present  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Q-entleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  never  said  a  truer  thing 
than  when  he  stated  that  this  question 
iidight  have  been  met  by  administration 
without  legislation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary,  who  is 
ever  ready  with  his  evasive  subtleties 
and  superficialities,  might  to-morrow 
meet  these  cases  by  a  set  of  rules  for  the 
instruction  of  the  Visiting  Justices ;  but 
he  has  refused  to  use  his  power,  and 
tells  us  to  procure  an  amendment  of  the 
law.  Now  we  offer  an  amendment  of  the 
law,  and  we  ask  him  to  affirm  that  all 
or  some  of  the  prisoners  under  the 
Crimes  Act  are  entitled,  not  to  be  treated 
as  first-class  misdemeanants,  but,  at  aiiy 
rate,  to  some  special  or  particular  mode 
of  treatment.  But  what  is  the  treat- 
ment we  receive  at  the  hands  of  officials 
in  Ireland  ?  The  other  day  the  Corpora- 
tion of  Dublin  appointed  a  deputation 
of  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  wait  on  the 
General  Prisons  Board.  But  that  Board 
refused  to  see  the  deputation,  although 
it  was  composed  of  persons  concerned 
by  their  office  in  the  administration  of 
the  law  and  the  preservation  of  order. 
The  insolence  which  characterizes  the 
Chief  Secretary,  Sir,  pervades  every 
part  of  the  administration  of  my  un- 
inrtunate  country.  In  England  it  is 
easy  to  tret  interviews  with  depart- 
mental officials  and  even  with  Cabinet 
Ministers ;  but  the  paltriest  clerk  in 
Dublin  Castle,  by  virtue  of  the  insolence 
which  is  the  dominant  note  of  the 
Government,  thinks  he  may  slam  the 
door  of  his  office  in  your  face.  I  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  consider  for  a 
moment  whether  his  supporters  and 
friends  are  satisfied  with  his  policy  in 
this  regard.     [^  Laugh.']    He  laughs  at 
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that,  but  I  may  remind  him  of  the  speech 
the  other  day  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  West  Binniiig- 
ham,  in  which  that  rig^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  declared  that  if  a  Bill  of  this 
kind  were  introduced  he  would  be 
inclined  to  support  it.  At  the  same 
time,  I  do  not  know  whether  any 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman, 
even  in  his  own  judgment, 
holds  good  for  a  fortnight.  Bat 
if  his  speeches  are  of  such  perish- 
able material,  I  think  his  declarations 
are  entitled  to  some  attention  from  the 
Minister  responsible  for  the  affairs  of 
Ireland.  But  I  would  further  remind 
the  Chief  Secretary  that  a  distinguished 
Judge,  who  is  a  most  pronounced 
Unionist,  has  attacked  his  policy,  and  I 
would  beg  the  Chief  Secretary  also  to 
note  the  change  in  the  tone  of  some  of 
the  Unionist  organs,  such  as  the 
{Standard^  Telegraphy  and  Eeho^  both  in 
London  and  the  Provinces,  as  proof  of 
the  fact  that  public  opinion  is  growing 
tired  of  this  policy  of  torture,  and  would 
gladly  see  an  end  put  to  this  policy  of 
futile  exasperation.  Does  the  Ghiei 
Secretary  think  his  policy  has  succeeded  ? 
He  speaks  of  the  diminution  of  serious 
crimes ;  but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  case,  because  the  Coercion  Act  was 
not  passed  against  such  crimes.  Serious 
crimes,  such  as  were  committed  the 
other  day  in  broad  daylic^ht  in  Clare,  are 
committed  with  impunity  just  in  the 
very  districts  where  all  the  resources  and 
all  the  machinery  of  the  Coercion  Act 
has  been  diligently  applied  for  a  period 
of  nearly  two  years.  We  are  told  that 
boycotting  has  diminished,  but  the 
figures  about  boycotting  are  mere 
vapour.  They  rest  upon  the  word  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  or  upon  information  conveyed 
to  him  by  some  anonymous  clerk  in 
Dublin  Castle,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  refused  to  give  lanj 
evidence  about  those  figures.  We  have 
always  challenged  his  figures,  and  we 
even  say  that  the  Government,  fkom 
their  late  associations  in  Courts  and 
elsewhere,  are  now  in  the  position  of 
persons  whose  evidence  requires  to  be 
corroborated.  The  figures  about  boy- 
cotting were  high  two  years  ago,  and 
why.  Sir  ?  Because  this  fancy  barometer 
runs  up  and  down  in  Ireland  to  suit  the 
convenience  of  the  GK>vemment.  Two 
years     ago    the    figures    were    higk,- 
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because  the  Gbyemment  wanted  to  pass 
the  Coercion  Act;   now  they  are  low, 
because  it  is  the  cue  of  the   Gk>Tem- 
ixnent,  because  they  want  to  say  that  the 
Act  has  availed  to  effect  their  object ; 
and,  Sir,  the  figures  will  be  high  again 
next  ^ear  if  you  want  to  pass  a  fresh 
Coercion  Act  or  amend  the  present  one, 
and  to  back  up  another  Pigott  enter- 
prize.    I  reject  the  figures  on  boycotting, 
as  I  reject  any  evidence  offered  by  a 
Minister  who  declines  to  submit  tests 
when  ehalleuged.     I  say,  further,  that 
the  whole  question  turns  on  the  num- 
'ber  of  evicted  farms.    The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  spared  a    few.  moments    from 
his  sports  last  year  to  give  us   some 
figures  on  this  subject ;  but  those  figures 
were  blown  to  pieces  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shoreditcb,  and  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
has  never  dared  to  repeat  them.     If 
the   prison  treatment  of   the  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland  has  failed  to  permit  the 
leasing  of  evicted  farms,  it  has  availed 
to  do  nothing.    I  am  here  to  say,  on 
I  the  authority  of  those  who  know  every 
county  in  Ireland,  that   it  has  failed 
to  effect  your  object.    I  challenge  you 
to   produce  your  figures   and  support 
them  by  details,  and  I  have  my  friends' 
authority  for  aaying  that,  although  the 
-Government  have  put  agitators,  editors, 
•clergymen,  and  tenants  into  prison,  and 
•compelled  them  to  associate  with  the 
basest  and  most  degraded  <»f  criminab 
in  the  hours  of  exercise,  those  agitators 
and  those  editors,  clergymen,  and  tenants 
(were  more  powerful  than<ever;  they  have 
greater  political  influence,  and  that  has 
been  the  effect  of  your  course  of  perse- 
cution and  exasperation.    The  number 
•of  evicted  farms  is  gieater  now  than 
it  was    when    the    Coercion   Act  was 
passed.     I  agree  with  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  opposite,  who  says  that  no- 
thing could  degrade  a  man  who  was 
conscious  of  an  honourable  motive.    I 
do  not   think   your   prison  treatment 
can  degrade  any  man,  but  your  inten- 
tion is  to  degrade  him,  and,  whatever 
the  effect  may  be  upon  his  own  mind 
and  heart,  he  has  the  right  to  resist 
your  base  and  personal  motive.    The 
Chief   Secretary  sees   that  the  indig- 
nities   of    his  prison   treatment   have 
failed  to  render  less  keen  the  opposition 
of  the  men  he  has  incarcerated.    They 
have  returned  to  the  prison  again  and 
•again.  Have  they  not  pursued  Uie  same 
^OQOzse  after  as   before  imprisonment? 


Are  they  less  strong  in  the  eyes  of  the, 
community?    Is    their  political    power, 
diminished?    The  Chief  Secretary  must^ 
answer  every  question  of  this  nature  in 
the  negative ;  and  these  negatives  are  a 
better  conde Jination  of  his  system  thaa , 
any  arguments  which    maj   be    used. 
What  about  the  men   who    have    not 
yielded;  what  about  Mr.  O'Brien  and 
Mr.  Carew  ?  The  Chief  Secretary,  in  a 
mood  of  after-dinner  gaiety,  ridiculed 
the  message  which  I  sent  him,  acting 
under  the  spur  of  an  urgent  sense  of 
public  duty.     Hon.  Gentlemen  may  not 
know  tbe  fact  that  I  had  become  aware 
from    the    public  prints  that  my  hon. 
Friend  and  colleague  and  countryman, 
Mr.  William  O'Brien,  had  been  thrown 
down  by  prison  warders  first  upon  his 
face,    then   upon   his   back,   his   arms 
twisted,  and  tnen  that  he  was  dragged 
across  the  yard,  and  so  treated  that  he 
was  driven  into  a  state  of  insensibility. 
P'Oh!"  and  /au^A^^r.]  You  laugh.  He  was 
brought  into  such  a  condition — a  gentle- 
man die  equal  of  any  of  you  in  character, 
and  the  superior  of  any  of  you  in  in- 
tellect— that  the  Visiting  Justice  who 
saw  him  sent  for  a  clergyman,  a  pro- 
ceeding which  is  generally  regarded  in 
Ireland    as    heralding    the   danger  of 
death.    Is  it  to  be  said  that  I,  who  was 
responsible  for  the  conduct  and  peace  of 
the  people,   was  not  bound — when  I 
heara  that  the  prison  authorities  of  Clon- 
mel  were  in  c  jmmunication  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  subject,  and  that 
he  might  be  forming  a  decision  on  tbe 
subject  that  very  night — to  avert  the 
danger  of  the  death  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  the  danger  of  an  insurrection  the 
next  day  in  Ireland?    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  objects  to  have  a  telegram 
sent  him  at  11  or  12  o'clock  at  night ; 
but  he  does  not  object  to  hustle  Mr. 
O'Brien  from  Clonmel  Gaol  to  Tullamore 
at    3    o'clock    in    the    morning.     At 
what    hour  does  he   make  arrests  in 
Ireland  ?    His  myrmidons  through  the 
country  make  arrests  burglariouuy,  by 
arresting  men  and  taking  them  from 
their  beds  at  night.    In  the  message 
which  I  sent  him  I  denounced  his  con- 
duct with  regard  to  my  friend.     The 
right    hon.     Gentleman     took     upon 
himself     to     ridicule     that    message 
before  a  pack  of  cowards  who  thought, 
they  were  laughing  privately.    But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  a  spon- 
ts^eoiis  homoiMist.    I  think  that  Terj, 
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clothes  beside  him,  as  being  left 
naked  ?  Our  conduct  maj  be  good  or 
bad,  and  I  am  not  going  to  justify  it  or 
(the  reverse ;  but  I  do  assert  that  it  can- 
not properly  be  described  by  the  phrase 
leaving  the  prisoner  naked.  The  right 
lion.  Gentleman  has  asked  me  whether  I 
'think  my  policy  in  Ireland  has  suoeeded. 
I  can  give  him  a  very  brief  and  clear 
•answer  to  that  question.  I  think  it  has 
succeeded  and  is  succeeding.  I  think 
it  has  succeeded  and  is  succeeding 
amid  difficulties  which  have  never  been 
placed  before  any  Government  pre- 
Tiously.  It  has  succeeded  and  is  suc- 
'Ceeding  in  the  face  of  a  conspiracy,  in 
which  Members  both  below  and  above 
•the  Gangway  appear  to  be  engaged,  to 
make  the  enforcement  of  the  law  inl- 
possible.  That  success  is  not  demon- 
strated merely  by  the  statistics  of  agra- 
rian crime,  though  it  is  amply  demon- 
49trated  by  them ;  it  is  also  demonstrated 
by  the  statistics  of  boycotting,  upon 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  com- 
mented. He  says  these  statistics  are 
pure  fiction,  and  he  bases  that  statement 
-on  the  idea  that  every  official  connected 
with  these  statistics  is  untrustworthy.  I 
feel  sure  that  that  opinion,  though  shared 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway, 
is  not  shared  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  benches  opposite.  The  statistics 
of  boycotting  are  as  carefully  preparad 
•as  the  statistics  of  agprarian  outrage.  I 
assert  boldly  that  the  result  of  every 
examination  of  the  facts  I  have  been 
able  to  make,  checked  by  independent 
reports  from  all  sorts  and  conditions  of 
men,  convinces  me  beyond  a  doubt  that 
the  improvement  which  has  occurred 
in  this  Department  of  Irish  administra- 
tion— the  enormous  diminution  of  the 
vilest  form  of  intimidation  which  has 
over  been  preached  or  practised  on  a 
larffe  scale — is  such  that,  if  no  other  result 
had  happened  from  the  passing  of  the 
Crimes  Act  18  months  ago,  this  diminu- 
iion  would  have  amply  justified  it.  The 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  says,  '*  How  about 
boycotted  farms  ?  "  The  information  I 
have  received  about  boycotted  farms 
•confirms  the  information  I  have  received 
with  regard  to  other  questions  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  Boycotted  farms 
are  being  taken  more  freely. 

*Mr.  J.  ELLIS  :  Give  us  some  in- 
stances. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
^'Gentleman    opposite,     who     probably 

Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour 


agrees  that  to  take  a  boycotted  farm 
is  a  crime  against  society 

♦Mr.  J.  ELLIS  :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  not  put  that  into  mj 
mouth.  I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  facts  and  figures  with  regard 
to  hi  3  statement. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  beg  to  tell 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  I  were  to 
give  the  names  of  those  who  have  taken 
boycotted  farms,  and  make  them  pub- 
lic, I  should  be  carrying  out  the  inten- 
tion which  I  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  to  disclaim,  bat 
which  is  not  disclaimed  by  his  allies 
below  the  Gangway — I  should  hand 
over  the  persons  who  have  ezeroised 
that  legitimate  right  to  the  vengeance 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
I  assert  that  there  is  no  country  in  the 
world  which  would  consider  these 
crimes  as  in  any  sense  political.  Point 
out  to  me  a  civilized  country  which 
would  allow  the  forms  of  intimidation 
preached  and  practised  by  Members 
below  the  Gangway  to  pass  unpunished 
or  punished  lightly,  because;  forsooth, 
the  persons  who  had  preached  and 
practised  them  had  declared  they  did 
so  in  the  interests  of  the  independence 
of  their  country.  That  plea  would  be 
swept  aside  without  a  moment's  con* 
sideration ;  and,  though  I  admit  that 
the  English  law  recognizes  no  dis* 
tinction,  except  in  the  one  case  of 
sedition,  between  crimes  political  and 
crimes  non-political,  I  do  not  admit 
that,  in  this  matter,  we  are  behind  our 
neighbour.  Some  useful  hints  are  sup- 
pli^  by  a  Oom  mission  appointed  to 
deal  with  the  difficult  subject  of  ex- 
tradition. The  Commission  reported 
in  1878.  Upon  the  .Commission  were 
the  late  Sir  Alexander  Oockbum, 
Lord  Selbome,  Baron  Blackburn,  Mr. 
Russell  Gurney,  Sir  Richard  Baggallaj, 
Sir  William  Brett,  Sir  James  Stephen, 
and  ''our  trusty  and  well-belovea  Sir 
William  George  Vernon  Haroourt, 
Knight."  This  Report  said,  very 
properly,  that  purely  political  offences 
ought  to  be  excluded  from  extraditioui 
and  it  gave  some  sort  of  general  account 
of  those  offences.  The  Report  went  on 
to  say — 

'*  It  becomes  a  very  different  thing  when,  in 
furtherance  of  some  political,  or  pnotei|4^ 
political,  purpose,  foul  crimes  are  comioit^." 

I  think  that  distinction  drawn  by  thie 
Commission  is  exactly  the  right  oae^  In 
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80  far  as  the  offence  is  political,  leave  it 
unpunished  or  treat  it  differently  from 

•  other  offences  as  you  please ;    but  the 

•  offences  now  under  our  consideration  are 
not  political.  They  are  directed  against 
the  individual  and  not  against  the  Btate, 
and  it  is  for  that  reason  that  I  protest 
against  many  of  the  distinctions  which 
hoo.  Gentlemen  opposite  have  attempted 
to  draw  upon  this  subject.  I  leave  now 
with  some  reluctance  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  go  to  some  of  the 
arguments  advanced  in  the  early  part  of 
the  discussion  ;  and  here  I  am  bound  to 
reply  to  the  speech   delivered  by  the 

:  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby.  I  am  sorry  he  is  not  here.  I 
am   aware— and  he  told  the  House — 

'  that  he  had  to  go  away  on  business ;  but 
I  confer  that,  while  one  of  the  most 
agreeable  duties  I  have  to  perform  is 
that  of  answering  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  pleasure  is  (greatly 
diminished  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  not  present   to   hear  my  reply. 

'  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  this 
afternoon  in  one  of  his  statesmanlike 
moods.  He  only  lapsed  from  that  under 
the  temptation  of  attacking  Dr.  Barr, 
and  his  attack  on  Dr.  Barr  was  not  only 
violent,  and  so  unjustifiable  that  I  must 
Bay  I  think  the  manner  in  which  the 
Member  for  Derby  spoke  of  Dr.  Barr 
because  he  wrote  a  letter,  not  in  con- 
nection with  his  prison  duties  in  Eng- 
land— not  having  relation  to  any 
functions  he  is  now  asked  to  perform  in 
Ireland — but  merely  having  a  retro- 
spective reference   to  duties  which  he 

•  aid  perform  there,  and  in  respect  to  the 
performance  of  which  he  has  been  the 
victim  of  some  of  the  basest  attacks 
ever  made  upon  a  public  man — I  eay  that 

1  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby's  attack  on  Dr.  Barr  is  not  only 
most  unjust,  but  most  ungenerous.  He 
has  made  himself  the  bravo  of  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway.  He  has 
attacked  a  man  whom  they  are  always 
attacking,  and  has  done  his  best  to  blast 
the  character  and  ruin  the  prospects  of 

•  one  who  has  always  d(me  his  duty  fear- 
lessly and  always  performed  his  public 
functions  moat  ably  and  conscientiously.  I 
turn  now  to  the  more  properly  argumenta* 
tive  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech.  He  said  that  all  these  difficul- 
ties would  have  been  avoided  by  reason- 
able administration — in  other  words,  he 

•  suggested  that  the  Execative  Gorem- 


ment  should  have  interfered  with  regard 
to  a  certain  ^section  of  Grimes  Act 
prisoners,  and  if  they  had  done  so  this 
difficulty  would  never  have  come  before 
us.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  doctrine 
on  this  point  is  not  only  very  bad 
doctrine,  but  it  is  entirely  new  doctrine. 
It  is  a  doctrine  which  was  not  believed 
in  by  himself  when  he  was  at  the  Home 
Office ;  it  was  not  believed  in  by  the  right 
hoo. Member  for  the  Bridgeton  Division 
when  he  was  Chief  Secretary,  but 
was  invented  in  the  happy  freedom 
from  responsibility  of  political  opposi- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  says  to  his  political  opponents — 
**You  are  responsible  for  the  way  in 
which  the  Act  is  administered  in  our 
prisons."  The  House  will  remember 
the  long  and  eloquent  answer  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  to  a  question  not  addressed  to 
him  on  the  prison  treatment  of  Mr. 
DaviM.  From  that  answer,  one  would 
have  supposed  that  the  right  h  )n.  Gen- 
tleman, when  m  office,  was  in  the  habit 
of  telling  the  prison  officials  what  they 
would  have  to  do,  and  the  medical  offi- 
cers of  the  prisons  what  they  would  have 
to  prescribe.  That  is  the  gloss  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  now  puts  on  the  matter, 
but  it  was  not  the  version  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  Home  Secretary,  gave  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  when  asked  in 
the  House  how  Mr.  Davitt  was  being 
treated.  This  is  his  answer,  and  it  is 
very  important ;  for  it  shows  the  doctrine 
always  held,  aud  still  held  by  responsible 
Ministers.  He  was  asked,  on  the  7th  of 
February,  1881,  how  Mr.  Davitt  was 
being  treated,  and  he  answered — 

*'  When  Mr.  Davitt  was  taken  iato  custody, 
1  ordered  that  a  medical  report  should  be  made 
as  to  the  condition  of  his  health,  and  that  re- 
port was  accordingly  made  last  Friday.  The  re- 
port states  that  he  was  suffering  from  bronchial 
catarrh,  to  which,  it  is  said,  he  has  been  sub- 
ject. Thereupon'* — that  is,  in  consequence  of 
the  medical  report—**  I  issued  general  instruc- 
tions to  the  effect  that  he  should  bo  treated  with 
all  possible  indulgence,  and  that  the  g^reatest 
possible  attention  should  be  paid  to  the  state  of 
his  health.*' 

Just  so ;  but  my  point  is  that  in  1 88 1  he 
did  not  take  the  view  which  he  took  to- 
day, and  that  he  left  it  to  the  prison 
doctor  to  say  what  the  treatment  of  the 
prisoner  was  to  be.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say— 

'*  I  have  also  directed  that  particalar  atten* 
tion  should  be  given  to  his  having  proper  diet. 
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proper  rooms,  and  proper  bedding.  He  will  be 
kept  apart  from  Uie  other  convicts,  a  matter 
which  is  possible  by  the  rules  under  which 
persons  placed  on  probation  in  confinement 
are  treated." 

Again,  you  will  observe,  that,  in  defend- 
ing the  treatment  of  Mr.  Davitt, 
it  is  not  to  his  own  dispensing 
power  that  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
appeals,  but  to  the  rules  to  which  everv 
Secretary  of  State  is  subject.  On  a 
later  day,  February  11,  1881,  in  reply 
to  a  question,  he  says — 

"  Sir,  visits  to  persons  in  prisons  are  made 
under  certain  fixed  rules,  and  those  rules  cannot 
be  safely  departed  from  at  the  instance  of  any 
particular  class  of  persons,  whether  Members 
of  this  House  or  otherwise." 

He  adds — 

"  I  wish  to  add,  however,  that  in  consideration 
of  the  fact  that  Davitt  was  suffering  from 
indisposition  at  the  time  of  his  committal,  I 
have,  on  the  application  of  a  private  friend  of 
the  prisoner,  directed  that  a  special  visit  from 
that  friend  shall  be  permitted,  in  order  that  the 
friends  of  Davitt  may  be  satisfied  as  to  the 
state  of  his  health,  and  that  he  is  not  suffering 
any  physical  hardship  in  consequence  of  his 
detention." 

I  want  to  point  out  that,  whereas  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  and  Lord  Spencer  now  say  tbat 
the  liord  Lieutenant  and  the  Chief 
Secretary  ought  to  interfere  with  the 
particular  punishments  meted  out  to 
prisoners,  in  their  statements  in  Par- 
liament they  constantly  referred  to  the 
prison  rules ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  Bridgeton 
Division,  in  mentioning  the  amount 
of  privilege  given  to  Mr.  Harrington, 
when  he  had  been  relieved  from  the 
disagreeable  incidents  of  prison  disci- 
pline, never  had  the  courage  to  an- 
nounce this  doctrine  to  the  House  which 
we  now  hear  of  for  the  first  time  in  all 
its  naked  absurdity — that  it  is  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Executive  Government  to 
modify,  at  their  own  will,  the  prison 
discipline  in  favour  of  particular 
prisoners.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  says  that  Home  Secretaries  are 
always  modifying  prison  treatment,  and 
he  actually  takes  as  an  illustration  the 
case  of  infanticide.  Now,  what  is  the 
law  with  regard  to  infanticide  ?  Under 
the  law  as  it  at  present  stands,  the 
Judge  has  no  option  whatever  but  to 
inflict  the  extreme  penalty  of  death. 
Of  course,  in  these  circumstances  the 
absurdity  is  corrected,  not  by  an  admini- 
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strative  act,  but  by  the  Boyal  Prezogmtive  - 
of  Mercy,andif  theright  hon.  Member  for  - 
Derby — that  champion  of  Prerogative^ 
were  to  say  that  the  case  of  infanticide  is 
a  precedent,  that  would  only  show  that  ■ 
he  does  not  understand  the  law  under 
which  Crimes  Act  prisoners  are   eom- 
mitted.    Then,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man says    that,  as  we  had  failed    to  * 
remedy  the  difficulty  by  administrative 
means,  the  magistrates  ought  to   have- 
got  us  out  of  the  difficulty  bj  inflict* 
ing  different  sentences.     I  would  like 
to  point  out  that,  although  you  may 
listen  by  the  hour  to  speeches  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  with  regard  to  • 
the  infliction  of  sentences  by  resident 
magistrates    in    Lreland,    you    never - 
hear  that  there  is  any  such  thing  at  ■ 
all  as  an  appeal  from  those  sentences. 
Now,  all  these  cases  are  cases  in  which .. 
an  appeal  is  possible.  It  is  stated  thoogh 
meet  untruly,  that  I  gave  directions  or 
hints  to  the  JResident  Magistrates  that. 
they  were  not  to  make  these  men  first- 
class  misdemeanants.    But  I  have  no 
power  over  the  Oounty  Oourt  Judges. 
They  are  as  independent  of  me  as  thej~ 
are  of  you ;  they  are  as  independent  as  - 
the  superior  Judges  in  Ireland.    They 
did     mitigate     sentences    and    make^ 
prisoners  first  class  misdemeanants  in 
some  cases.     Why,  then,  did  not  Mr. 
Harrington  appeal    if  he  thooght  he- 
ought  to  be  made  a  first-class  misde- 
meanant, seeing  that  the  County  Oonrt- 
Judges    had   shown  no  reluctuice   to 
put      men     into     that     class?      Bat- 
Mr.     Harrington      did     not      appesli . 
and  that  is  sufficient  to  prote  that  in 
Mr.  Harrington's  opinion  the  sentence- 
would  not  have  been  modified  by  the. 
County  Court  Judge  upon  appeal.  Now, 
observe,    we    pride    ourselves   on   the^ 
fact    that    the  progress  of    demooraoy 
means    the    progress    of    equal    laws. 
But  if  you  carry  out  the  principles  re- 
cently developed  on  that  Bench  you  wiU 
have  anything  but  equal  laws.    I  can- 
not imagine  anything  more  detrimentaL 
to  the  progress  of  equal  laws  or  to  the 
equality  of  sentences ;  I  cannot  conceives 
anything  against  which  a  man  interested 
in  equality  hhould  more  sternly  set  his- 
face  than  the  doctrine  now  enunciated, 
from  the  front  Opposition    Bench.    I 
hope  the  House  has  followed  the  con-- 
troversy  closely  enough  to  understand 
that  it  is  not  in  the  interest  of  humanity 
but  of  politics,  that  this  agitation  has- 
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l)een  in  the  first  instance  started.     I 
•  could  admit  that  the  people  of  this  country 
who  have  been  affected  by  the  agitation 
are  influenced  by  motives  of  humanity 
and  of  humanity  alone.    But  those  who 
started  the  agitation,  by  their  own  con- 
fession,  have  been  moved  by  political 
considerations,  and  political  considera- 
tions  almost    entirely.      Mr.    O'Brien 
stated,  I  think  in  the  Fall  Mall  Oatetie, 
that  the  primary  object  of  his  action  with 
regard  to  prison  treatment  was  to  make 
the  government  of  Ireland  impossible. 
A  similar  declaration  was  made  by  the 
hoo.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  confirming 
the  original  statement  of  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  implying  that  all  this  agitation  about 
prison  clothes,  treatment,  and  diet  had 
been  started  for  a  purely  political  object 
and  in  the  interests  of  a  purely  political 
Party.     Therefore,  though   that  should 
not    modify    any  conclusion    we    may 
come  to  on  the  merits  of  the  question, 
let  us  understand  that  it  is  not  humanity 
but  politics  that  is  at  the  root  of  the 
whole  matter.     Why  is  it  that  in  this 
Bill    Grimes  Act  prisoners    alone    are 
contemplated?       Why,    because    it    is 
only  in  relation  to  Crimes  Act  prisoners 
that  you  can  get  up  political  excitement 
and  manufacture  political  capital.     You 
would  never  get  a  '*  National  Protest "  in 
favour  of  the  victims  of  the  Vaccination 
Acts  or  the  Bribery  Acts,  or  for  the 
purpose    of    condemning    the    way    in 
which  members  of  the  Salvation  Army 
are   treated.      They  have  no   political 
value,    and   therefore    it  is   that,   year 
after  year,  you  allow  their  fate  to  go 
uncommented    upon     in   this     House ; 
and  at  this  moment,  when  you  bring  in 
a  Bill  which  is  far  more  applicable  to 
them  than  it  is  to  any  Gentleman  sitting 
below  the  Gangway,  even   within  the 
four  comers  of  that  Bill   there  is  no 
reference,  however  remote,  to  the  lot  of 
any  one  of  these  classes  of  prisoners. 
But  will  this  Bill  satisfy  the  Gentlemen 
themselves   who  have   brought    it  in? 
Here  I  note  a  curious  and  interesting  con- 
tradiction. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member   for   Derby,  in  explaining  his 
views,  told  us  that,  roughly  speaking, 
the  persons  he  wanted  to  relieve  were 
the  persons   who   made   speeches   and 
wrote  articles.     That,  however,  is  not 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  Party  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way, for  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  at 
a  dinner  at  the  Eighty  Club  the  other 
^ay  said  that  '^Larkin  was  convicted 'of 


a  political  offence— just  as  much  a  poli- 
tical offence  as  those  committed  by 
Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Carew."  Now, 
what  was  Larkin  committed  for,  and  who 
committed  him  ?  Larkin  was  a  man 
tried  before  Chief  Baron  Palles  for  resist- 
ing the  process  of  the  law,  and  Chief 
Baron  Palles  sentenced  him  to  18 
months'  hard  labour,  and  at  the  end  of 
that  time  to  find  security  for  his  good 
behaviour,  which  would,  as  the  ;learned 
Judge  said,  give  an  opportunity  to  those 
who  induced  Larkin  to  commit  this  crime 
to  come  forward  and  find  the  sure- 
ties. Now,  the  House  will  observe  these 
two  doctrines ;  the  one  propounded  above 
the  Gangway,  that  the  man  who  makes  a 
speech  or  writes  an  article,  and  he  alone, 
is  a  political  offender,  and  should  be 
treated  exceptionally  ;  and  the  far  more 
logical  doctrine  expounded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  that  the  man  who 
violently  resists  the  process  of  the  law 
— is,  not  less  than  the  man  who 
incites  him  to  that  act,  a  political 
prisoner,  and  is  to  be  treated  as  a  first- 
class  misdemeanant.  This  Bill  will  not 
satisfy  either  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  or  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  be- 
cause it  is  founded  on  no  prin- 
ciple, will  stand  no  examination,  and 
will  not  bear  a  moment's  argument. 
Hemember  that  if  you  pass  this  Bill  you 
will  make  first-class  misdemeanants  of 
menguiltyofboyootting,  of  riot,  of  unlaw- 
ful assembly,  of  takingf  orcible  possession, 
and  of  promoting  the  objects  of  illegal 
associations.  Now,  are  you  really  pre- 
pared, in  the  face  of  experience  and  Irish 
history,  to  carry  out  a  policy  like  that  ? 
You  had  the  experience  in  Mr.  Forster's 
time  of  making  these  people  first-class 
misdemeanants,  and  the  result  was  that 
it  ceased  to  be  a  punishment  and  became 
almost  a  luxury  to  be  sent  to  prison.  I, 
therefore,  venture  to  say  that  I  have 
shown,  in  the  first  place,  that  adminis- 
trative interference  is  not  the  proper 
method  of  dealing  with  this  Question, 
and  not  the  method  that  any  previous 
Government  has  adopted,  and  not  the 
method  that  this  Government  could 
adopt  without  grave  danger  to  law  in 
this  country  and  in  Ireland.  I  have 
also  shown,  in  the  second  place,  that  if 
the  Courts  of  Law  have  not  carried  out 
the  intentions  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thinks  they  ought  to  have  carried 
out,  it  is  because  persons  have  not  ap- 
pealed to  them.     In  the  third  place,  I 
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have  shown  that  this  Bill,  if  carried, 
would  satisfy  neither  the  Member  for 
Derby  nor  the  Member  for  Cork,  and  I 
have  suggested  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
case,  that  if  you  are  really  to  carry  this 
Bill  into  effect,  and  make  the    grave 
crimes  I  have  enumerated  only  punish- 
able by  imprisonment  as  first-class  mis- 
demeanants, you  would  rob  punishment 
of  that  which  alone  makes  it  valuable 
or  justifiable — namely,    its    deterrent 
effects.    A  few  words  in  regard  to  my 
own  view  of  this  question.  I  have  been 
told     over     and     over      again      that 
there     is    a     great    tide    of     public 
opinion  arising  upon  this  subject.     I  am 
not  at  all  prepared  to  say  that  the  judi- 
cious efforts  of  the  gentlemen  who  get 
up  the  *' national  protest"  may  not  have 
produced  an  effect  upon  the  public  mind 
in  some  parts  of  the  country.     I  do  not 
doubt  it  at  all,  but  it  is  poor  statesman- 
ship to  make  irrational  and  wholly  un- 
justifiable alterations  in  the  fundamental 
law  and  procedure  in  this  country  in 
obedience  to  any  mere  passing  phase  of 
public  opinion.     While  I  say  that,   I 
also  fully  grant  that  it  is  equally  poor 
statesmanship  not  to  try  and  find  out 
what  there  is  defensible,  rational,  and 
logical  at  the  bottom  of  the  feeling  which 
at    any    particular     crisis    has    been 
excited  in  the  country.     I  am  utterly 
unable  to  accept,  the  particular  solution 
which  has  been  given  either  by  this  BiU 
or  in  any  of  the  speeches  which  I  have 
heard  from  gentlemen  who  support  the 
Bill.     It  seems  to  me  irrational,  inde- 
fensible, and  destructive  of  equality  be- 
fore the  law  ;  but  I  quite  admit  that  there 
may  be,  and  very  likely  is,  something 
entirely  justifiable  in  the  feeling  which 
has  been  aroused,   and  of  which  the 
Bill  is  the  illogical  and  unreasonable 
expression.      With    regard    to    prison 
rules  I  do  not  profess  to  speak  as  one 
who   has  either  time  or  inclination   to 
study  the  question,  and  I  also  have  to 
recognize  that  while    the  tendency  of 
modern    legislation    has   been    in   the 
direction    indicated  in   the   rules    em- 
bodied   in    the   English  Act    of  1865, 
and   the   Lrish   Act  of  1877,  by  which 
a       rigid       uniformity      of      practice 
has  been   imposed   on  every  prisoner, 
be    he    whom    he    may,     and    be     he 
condemned  for  what   offence   he   may. 
That  is  the  whole  tendency  of  modem 
legislation   and    our    prison    discipline 
both  in  England  and  Ireland  has  been 
subject  to  so  many  and  such  recent  re- 
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vision  at  the  hands  of  Boyal  Oommi^ 
sioners  that  I  confess  I  have  the  utmost 
doubt  of  my  own  views  on  the  subject, 
and  I  should  reluctantly  venture  to 
differ  from  any  conclusions  at  which  the- 
Hoyal  Commissioners  arrived,  or  which 
have  been  embodied  in  the  legislatioQ 
that  has  been  from  time  to  time  passed 
by  Parliament.  Yet  I  confess  at  the 
same  time  that  for  my  own  part  I  never 
have  been  able  to  understand  on  what 

Erinciple  such  things  as  prison  clothes, 
air  cutting,  and  matters  of  that  kind 
have  been  enforced  on  every  kind  of 
prisoner,  wholly  irrespective  of  his  con- 
dition.     They  are  classed  under    the 
prison  rules,  I  believe,  as  matters  apper- 
taining to  health ;    and  I    apprehend 
there    is  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
origin  of  all  those  rules  was  a  sanitary 
origin.      But     though      they      arose 
simply  from  considerations  of   health 
and  cleanliness  they  have  been  enforced 
by  a  rigid  iron  rule  of  uniformity  on  every 
prisoner,  even  although  he  did  not  re- 
quire the  application  of  them  either  on 
the  ground  of  health  or  of  cleanliness.. 
Consider  a  case  which  I  heard  of  only  a 
few  hours  ago.    I  heard  of  a  respect- 
able woman,   the  wife  of   an    English 
tradesman,  who  g^t  into  some  trouble 
by  refusing  to  have  her  child  vaccinated. 
She  was  brought  up  before  the  magis- 
trates,    was    convicted,    and    wenc    to 
prison;  she  was  forcibly  stripped  and 
put    into    the    bath ;    she  was  in  fact 
treated  in  precisely  the  same   manner 
as  if  she  had  been  the  dirtiest  of  tramps 
taken  up  in  the  streets.     [''  Shame ! ''] 
You    may    say    **  Shame,'*  but    recol- 
lect   that    these    are  the   rules  which- 
the  Hoyal  Commissioners  have  adopted, 
and  which    you    have   sanctioned  and 
acquiesced  in  for  years.     It    certainly 
appears  to  me,  in  so  far  as  I  understand 
the  philosophy  of  punishment  at  all,  that 
these  kinds  of  puntshment  which  do  not 
inflict  discomfort,  but  which  are  thought 
by  some  persons  to  inflict  degradation, 
need  not,  and  ought  not  to,  form  part 
of  the  penal  system,  because  the  evii  of 
that  kind  of  punishment  is  this — that 
the  hardened  crimin  al  is  not  punished  by 
it  at  all.     The  hardened  and  hahitaal 
criminal  suffers  no  disc  omfort,  no  degra- 
dation by  being  compelled   to    put  on 
the  prison   clothes   and  all  the  rest  of 
it ;  and  to  the  tramp  who  has  not  a  good 
suit  of  clothes  I  believe  it  may  often  be 
a  positive  luxury  to  get  the  prison  clothes. 
There  are  other  classes  of  rules  that  arC' 
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equally  absurd.  Controversies  have 
beea  raised  about  mj  aotion  in  Ireland 
in  regard  to  priests.  Now,  the  question 
of  the  olerical  habit  of  the  priest  is  only 
one  of  a  series  of  similar  problems 
which  you  may  have  to  meet  at  any 
moment  in  y6ur  treatment  of  prisoners 
in  regard  to  their  religion  both  in 
England  and  Ireland.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  case  of  Jews.  If  you 
rigidly  enforced  your  prison  rules,  the 
Jew  necessarily  would  suffer  in  his 
religious  feelings ;  and  the  result  is — I 
believe  illegally — that  some  modification 
has  been  made  in  the  English  prisons  in 
respect  to  Jews.  A  corresponding  ques- 
tion arises  in  the  case  of  other  religions 
and  nationalities.  As  I  have  just 
stated,  these  rules  as  to  prison  clothes, 
dietary,  and  the  like,  as  in  those  ques- 
tions of  religious  feeling,  have  a  cast 
iron  uniformity  which  recent  legislation 
has  imposed  that  appears  to  me  to  be 
highly  absurd.  Many  suggestions  have 
been  made  on  both  sides  in  favour  of 
classifying  prisoners  according  to  their 
offences.  I  have  myself  no  objection  to 
that  experiment  being  tried ;  out  I  am 
told  by  those  possessing  experience,  that 
it  is  almost  certain  to  fail ;  and  unless 
there  be  very  strong  authority  for  doing 
it  I  should  not  embark  on  such  a 
futile  enterprise.  But  I  think  it  is 
eminently  worthy  of  consideration  by 
the  prison  authorities,  both  in  England 
and  Ireland,  whether  we  cannot  remove 
whatever  may  be  repulsive  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  prison  rules  in  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  Of  course,  I  need  not 
say  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
done  me  the  honour  of  listening  to  my  in- 
numerable speeches  in  the  House  on  this 
subject,  that  I  see  no  distinction  that  can 
or  ought  to  be  made  in  favour  of  prisoners 
who  were  committed  under  a  particular 
Statute  passed  the  year  before  last.  I  do 
not  think  that  they  ought  to  have  or 
deserve  to  have  any  special  treatment ; 
but  they  ought  to  receive,  like  all  other 
prisoners,  the  benefit  of  any  modification 
that  may  be  made  in  the  prison  rules  of 
England  or  of  Ireland.  But  the  prison 
rules  are  embodied  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  they  cannot  be  altered  in 
England  without  another  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. In  Ireland,  I  believe,  the  case 
is  somewhat  different.  I  believe  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council,  with  the 
sanction  of  Parliament,  may  make  such 
modification  to  the  rules  as  I  have  sug- 
gested. My  present  idea  of  dealing  with 


this  matter — mind  I  pronounce  no  final 
decision — is  to  ask  one  or  two  gentle- 
men in  whose  judgment  and  knowledge^ 
of  prison  rules  we  have  confidence  to  in- 
vestigate this  Question  from  the  point  of 
view  which  I  have,  howftver  imperfectly, 
attempted  to  sketch  to  the  House ;  and 
possibly  by  their  aid  we  may  be  able  of 
remove  any  shadow  or  semblance  of 
grievance  connected  with  any  class 
of  prison  treatment,  either  in  this 
country  or  in  Ireland.  I  cannot 
sit  down  without  expressing  in  the 
strongest  language  my  conviction  that 
it  is  not  the  Gentleman  who  have  urged 
boycotting,  who  have  urged  resistance 
to  the  law,  and  who  have  carried  on 
that  agitation  which,  unhappily,  haa 
been  so  persistent  in  Ireland,  who  are 
entitled  to  special  consideration  in  thie- 
matter,  but  those  other  persons  to  whom 
reference  has  been  made  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone . 
Those  who  have  been  condemned  under 
the  Vaccination  Act  and  in  connection 
with  the  Salvation  Army  are  the  class 
of  prisoners  who  chiefly  command  our 
sympathies,  and  who  ought  to  receive 
the  benefit  of  any  modification  which 
may  be  made  in  the  law. 

♦Mr.  J.  MORLEY  (Newcastle):  I 
think,  Sir,  after  listening  to  the  last 
quarter  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman' 
speech,  we  may  feel  that  there  is  some 
good  in  the  **  National  Protest  *'  after 
all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
before  the  end  of  the  first  part  of  his 
speech,  that  the  proposal  embodied  in. 
this  Bill  were  not  humanity  but  politics. 
Yes,  but  then  afterwards  he  said  he^ 
would  assent  to  the  principle  of  that 
proposal  in  the  interests  of  humanity. 

♦Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  Certainly  not. 

♦Mr.  J.  MORLEY:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  '*  certainly  not,"  but 
after  recapitulating  the  very  ideas  and 
arguments  that  were  used  below  the 
Gangway  this  afternoon,  he  says  with  the 
utmost  innocence  **  That  is  my  view."  If 
that  is  now  his  view,  has  it  been  his  view^ 
for  the  last  t^o  years  ?  Why,  he  now 
says  it  is  perfectly  natural  that  the 
wearing  of  the  prison  clothes  should  be^ 
objected  to !  But  what  did  he  say  only 
about  a  week  ago  ?  He  said  that  Mr. 
O'Brien,  because  he  objected  to  his  hair 
being  cut  and  to  wearing  the  prison 
clothes,  was  the  victim  of  monomania. 
Now  he  is  going  to  alter  the  whole 
system  of  prison  discipline  in  order  to 
get  himself  out  of  a  scrape.    Some  of 
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Ids  xvnuoics  wi&  referooco  to  wcj  i^^A 
htnL,  Friend  the  lCeiBb«r  lor  Derbj 
•tmek  me  as  hsrdl j  worthy  of  Mni.  Ho 
-ssjs  thai  m J  right  boo.  Friend  is  plsjing 
the  pert  of  a  braro  iar  gendemen  below 
the  Gangwaj.  Yes,  but  are  there  no 
brsTos  for  joa  abore  the  Chuigwaj? 
Where  do  joa  go  for  jena  brsTos?  It 
is  said  that  there  it  a  eoni^iraej  be- 
tween ns  above  the  Ghuigwaj  and  hon. 
<7eatlemen  b^w  the  Qangwaj.  I 
shoold  hare  thought  that  "  conspiraej  " 
was  a  Terj  awkward  word  jost  now. 
The  law  of  eonspira^  is  a  two-edged 
sword,  and  who  knows  bnt  that  in  the 
^hanees  and  ehanges  of  this  mortal 
life  we  maj  jet  lire  to  see — ^perhaps 
before  long — the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasorj  himself  coming  down  to  this 
Honse  and  using  the  very  arguments 
which  we  are  using  this  aftmioon  on  be- 
lialf  of  some  of  his  rerj  oldest  friends. 
The  Chief  Secretary  quoted  the  Beport 
of  the  Coamiiseion  of^  I  think,  1874, 
and  said  that  those  who  signed  that 
OommiBsion,  including  mj  right  him. 
Friend  the  Member  far  Derby,  ought 
not  to  make  any  discrimination  in 
favour  of  the  perpetrators  of  foul  crime. 
In  that  we  all  ag^ree.  But  in  the  case 
of  the  prisoners  at  Miltown-Malbay, 
who  were  sentenced  because  they  re- 
fused to  gire  a  glass  of  drink  to  police- 
men who  did  not  want  a  glass  of  drink, 
will  the  right  hon.  G^entleman  contend 
that  they  were  guilty  of  a  foul  crime  ? 
Does  he  say  that  Mr.  Harrington,  who 
was  guilry  of  nothing  more  serious  than 
the  publication  of  reports  of  the  meet- 
ings of  a  sappressed  branch  of  the  Land 
League,  committed  a  foul  crime?  If 
sc>,  would  he  have  had  the  altematiTe 
of  escaping  hie  punishment  by  en- 
gaging not  to  commit  it  again  ? 
In  the  matter  of  Dr.  Barr,  I 
ani  persuaded  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  did  not  say  one  word  too  much. 
Why,  the  Home  Secretary  himself  the 
other  day  admitted,  in  answer  to  a 
question,  that  he  had  rebuked  Dr.  Barr 
and  requested  him  not  to  repeat  his 
-otl'ence.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
flays  that  this  Bill  is  brought  in  to  make 
political  capital.  Now,  this  Bill  I  hope, 
and  assume,  is  going  to  be  supported  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
West  Biriiiiiigham,  because  he  said 
tht)  other  day  that  he  would  submit  that 
on  the  whole  question  it  was  a  fair 
hiibjeot  for  discussion,  whether  the  gen- 
lleujan,  or  the  majority  of  those  gentle- 
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eouTieted  under  tiie 
shoold  or  should  not  be  treated 
dass  misdemeanants,  and  he 

;  "  If  a  Bin  or  RgwrfntMa  wgr 

tlbe  TTow  desKiig  with  Hut  sobjeety  I 

■faouldbe  hwhurd  to  aumwat  it.** 

Of  eourse,  it  is  not  to  be  snppoeed  All 
my  right  hon.  Friend  made  that  remri: 
'  with  a  Tiew  to  make  political  tmaSoL 
I  am  perfectly  sure  that  on  this  ms  rf 
the  House,  almost  as  much  as  om  At 
opposite  side,  there  is  a  feeling*  of  leMf* 
nanee  to  the  policy  which  the  right  MB. 
,  Oentleman,  has  been  canying  otL 
\Cri$9  •/"No"  M  the  MimtMUrud  sA] 
.  Someone  says  «*  Xo"  but  if  these  M 
,  not]been  that  repugnance  we  ahoald  Ml 
^  have  had  these  philosophic  doubts  rf 
the  right  hon.  Gentleaum.  Sv,  At 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  does  not 
understand  the  Bill.  I  idmost  think  hs 
cannot  hare  read  it,  because  he 
and  said  trulj,  it  would  be 
to  treat  the  perpetrators  of 
Tiolent  acts  with  special  fiaYOur.  Bit 
these  acts  are  acts  that  are  desk 
with  under  a  provision  in  the  iMt 
Hue  of  the  Bill.  The  BiU  saya  thit 
this  fsTour  is  not  to  be  extended,  ubIhi 
it  is  declared  and  adjudged  that  At 
offender  has  been  guilty  of  as8anit»  sr 
attempted  assault,  on  the  person.  Ajii 
if  these  words  are  not  enough,  whit 
would  be  easier  than  to  put  into  UieBSI 
a  proviso  meeting  that  case  ?  You  hafS 
only  to  except  from  the  Bill  the  thiid 
sub- section  of  the  2nd  section.  Ths 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  anothff 
class  of  cases,  but  these  I  would  point  out 
were  cases  tried  before  a  jury ;  and  what 
we  ask  is,  that  as  by  a  special  Act  ve 
hare  referred  special  conduct  to  a  specisl 
tribunal,  there  is  a  primd  fatU  case  for 
treating  the  prisoners  convicted  undff 
that  Act  in  a  special  manner.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  think 
fit  to  deal  with  a  single  ons 
of  the  most  powerful  arguments  brought 
forward  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin, 
who  put  a  case  the  force  of  which  wai 
irresistible.  The  right  hon.  G^ntlemsa 
did  not  answer  the  challenge  as  to 
the  directness  of  connection  between 
speeches  inciting  to  crime  and  the  per- 
petration of  murder  and  outrage.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  gone  off  too 
much  on  the  question  of  the  difficulty  of 
defining  a  pciitical  prisoner.  No  de- 
finition is  wanted  of  political  prisoners. 
All  that  we  want  is  an  amendment  of 
the  administration   of  this  special  and 
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l)een  in  the  first  instance  started.     I 
•  could  admit  that  the  people  of  this  country 
who  have  been  affected  by  the  agitation 
are  influenced  by  motives  of  humanity 
and  of  humanity  alone.    But  those  who 
started  the  agitation,  by  their  own  con- 
fession,  have  been  moved  by  political 
considerations,  and  political  considera- 
tions   almost    entirely.      Mr.    O'Brien 
stated,  I  think  in  the  Fall  Mall  Oatetis, 
that  the  primary  object  of  his  action  with 
regard  to  prison  treatment  was  to  make 
the  government  of  Ireland  impossible. 
A  similar  declaration  was  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo,  confirming 
the  original  statement  of  Mr.  O'Brien, 
and  implying  thatall  this  agitation  about 
prison  clothes,  treatment,  and  diet  had 
been  started  for  a  purely  political  object 
and  in  the  interests  of  a  purely  political 
Party.     Therefore,  though   that  should 
not    modify    any  conclusion    we    may 
come  to  on  the  merits  of  the  question, 
let  us  understand  that  it  is  not  humanity 
but  politics  that  is  at  the  root  of  the 
whole  matter.     Why  is  it  that  in  this 
Bill   Grimes  Act  prisoners    alone    are 
contemplated?       Why,    because    it    is 
onl}'  in  relation  to  Grimes  Act  prisoners 
that  you  can  get  up  political  excitement 
and  manufacture  political  capital.     You 
would  never  get  a  '*  National  Protest "  in 
favour  of  the  victims  of  the  Vaccination 
Acts  or  the  Bribery  Acts,  or  for  the 
purpose   of    condemning    the    way    in 
^which  members  of  the  Salvation  Army 
are   treated.      They  have  no  political 
value,    and  therefore   it  is   that,   year 
after  year,  you  allow  their  fate  to  go 
uooommented    upon     in   this     House ; 
and  at  this  moment,  when  you  bring  in 
a  Bill  which  is  far  more  applicable  to 
them  than  it  is  to  any  Gentleman  sitting 
below  the  Gangway,   even   within  the 
four  corners  of  that  Bill    there  is  no 
reference,  however  remote,  to  the  lot  of 
any  one  of  these  classes  of  prisoners. 
But  will  this  Bill  satisfy  the  Gentlemen 
themselves   who  have   brought    it  in  ? 
Here  I  note  a  curious  and  interesting  con- 
tradiction. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby,  in  explaining  his 
^iews,  told  us  that,  roughly  speaking,  \ 
the  persons  he  wanted  to  relieve  were 
the  persons    who   made   speeches   and 
wrote  articles.     That,  however,   is  not 
the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
and  his  Party  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way, for  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  at 
a  dinner  at  the  Eighty  Club   the  other 
<day  said  that  ''Larkin  was  convicted  «of 


a  political  offence— just  as  much  a  poli- 
tical offence  as  those  committed  by 
Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Carew."  Now, 
what  was  Larkin  committed  for,  and  who 
committed  him  ?  Larkin  was  a  man 
tried  before  Chief  Baron  Palles  for  resist- 
ing  the  process  of  the  law,  and  Chief 
Baron  Palles  sentenced  him  to  18 
months'  hard  labour,  aud  at  the  end  of 
that  time  to  find  security  for  his  good 
behaviour,  which  would,  as  the  ;leamed 
Judge  said,  give  an  opportunity  to  those 
who  induced  Larkin  to  commit  this  crime 
to  come  forward  and  find  the  sure- 
ties. Now,  the  House  will  observe  these 
two  doctrines ;  the  one  propounded  above 
the  Gangway,  that  the  man  who  makes  a 
speech  or  writes  an  article,  and  he  alone, 
is  a  political  offender,  and  should  be 
treated  exceptionally ;  and  the  far  more 
logical  doctrine  expounded  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  that  the  man  who 
violently  resists  the  process  of  the  law 
— is,  not  less  than  the  man  who 
incites  him  to  that  act,  a  political 
prisoner,  and  is  to  be  treated  as  a  first- 
class  misdemeanant.  This  Bill  will  not 
satisfy  either  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  or  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway,  be- 
cause it  is  founded  on  no  prin- 
ciple, will  stand  no  examination,  and 
will  not  bear  a  moment's  argument. 
Hemember  that  if  you  pass  this  Bill  you 
will  make  first -class  misdemeanants  of 
men  guilty  of  boycotting,^  f  riot,  of  unlaw- 
ful assembly,  of  takingf  orcible  possession, 
and  of  promoting  the  objects  of  illegal 
associations.  Now,  are  you  really  pre- 
pared, in  the  face  of  experience  and  Irish 
history,  to  carry  out  a  policy  like  that  ? 
You  had  the  experience  in  Mr.  Forster's 
time  of  making  these  people  first-class 
misdemeanants,  and  the  result  was  that 
it  ceased  to  be  a  punishment  and  became 
almost  a  luxury  to  be  sent  to  prison.  I, 
therefore,  venture  to  say  that  I  have 
shown,  in  the  first  place,  that  adminis- 
trative interference  is  not  the  proper 
method  of  dealing  with  this  Question, 
and  not  the  method  that  any  previous 
Government  has  adopted,  and  not  the 
method  that  this  Government  could 
adopt  without  grave  danger  to  law  in 
this  country  and  in  Ireland.  I  have 
also  shown,  in  the  second  place,  that  if 
the  Courts  of  Law  have  not  carried  out 
the  intentions  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman thinks  they  ought  to  have  carried 
out,  it  is  because  persons  have  not  ap- 
pealed to  them.     In  the  third  place,  I 
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the  service  of  the  oountry.  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  necessary  for  the  House  to 
sit  past  midnight ;  but  the  cirDumBtanbeB 
are  suoh  that  we  must  provide  for  any- 
thing which  may  arise  to  prevent  the 
Votes  being  taken  before  12  o'cloob.  I 
tmet,  therefore,  the  House  will  assent 
to  the  arrangement  I  propose  to  make. 

*Mb.  CHILDEB8  (Edinburgh,  8.)  :  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Qentteman 
only   proposes    to    take    businesB   till 

1  o'clock.  I  heard  just  now  something 
said  about  Beport  of  Supply  being  taken 
as  the  first  Oiuer  of  the  day  to-morrow. 
Xo  one  knows  how  long  that  would  last. 
I  suggest  the  Totes  should  be  taken 
first.  There  is  no  urgency  in  regard  to 
the  Beport  of  Supply,  and  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  only  suspend 
the  Hole  until  1  o'clock. 

*Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  can  give  me  an  assoranoe  that 
the  public  business  will  be  completed, 
I  slull  be  veiy  glad  to  accept  his  sug- 
gestion. I  do  not  desire  to  keep  the 
House  sitting  one  moment  longer  than 
is  necessary.  No  attempt  will  be  made 
to  make  progress  with  tne  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates. 

Mk.  OHILDEBS  :  I  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the  Navy 
Votes  first,  and  not  the  Beport  of 
Supply. 

*&[&.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  must  be  obvious 
that  the  business  of  the  country  must 
he  carried  through  ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  getting  the  Votes  by  a  certain 
time  I  sWl  be  very  glad  to  give  him 
the  assurance  he  desired. 

*Mk.  CHILDERS  :  So  far  as  any  in- 
fiuencB  I  may  have  is  concerned,  I  hope 
the  Votes  may  be  taken  before  1  o'clook  ; 
but  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
do  that  if  Beport  is  also  taken.  I  repeat 
that  there  is  plenty  of  time  for  the 
Beport. 

*Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  wish  the 
right  hon.  GeDtleman  would  point  out 
where  that  time  is  to  be  found.  I 
must  entirely  deny  the  accuracy  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  calculation.  If 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  looks  into 
the  matter,  he  will  find  that  unless  the 
Government  appropriate  fully  to  them- 
selves hon.  Members'  time  on  Tuesday 
next,  which  we  should  be  very  un- 
willing to  do,  Beport  of  Supply  mast  be 
taken  before  that  day. 
J/r.  W.  S.  Smith 


*8iE  E.  N.  FOWLEB  (London):  I 
think  it  is  useless  suspending  the  Bole 
till  1  o'clock,  as,  if  there  is  a  axed  hour, 
it  puts  it  in  the  power  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  talk  out  the  business  of  the 
House,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  cannot  answer  for  every  Uem- 
ber  on  hii  aide  of  the  House. 

Mb.  OONTBEABE  (Oomwall,  Oam- 
bome) :  I  should  like  to  see  the 
business  of  the  House  conducted  with 
more  smartness.  The  Government  do 
not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  country, 
and  Members  on  my  side  are  not 
anxious  they  should  continue  to  exercise 
the  power  of  government.  If  there  is 
not  time  now  to  get  through  the  business, 
it  is  because  the  Government  have  not 
called  Psrhament  together  at  on  earlier 
date. 

De.  TANNEB  (Cork,  Mid):  I  should 
like  to  take  this,  the  first  opportiuiity  I 
have  had,  of  asking  if  the  Government 
still  stick  to  the  statement  made  in  this 
House  the  other  night  as  regards  my 
treatment  in  Scotland  Yard?  I  under- 
stand that  last  Friday  week  it  was 
stated  that  I  had  received  most  luxurious 
treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  I  now  ask  whether  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  substantiate 
or  deny  that  statement  7 

•Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  I  have 
no  personal  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
circumstances  which  he  refers  to.  I 
underataud  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secrataty 
made  his  statement  on  information 
supplied  to  him  by  the  Ohief  Oom- 
miBsioner  of  Police. 

Dk.  TANNEB :  As  I  think  it  is  in 
the  interest  of  the  House  that  the  vhi^ 
truth  on  this  matter  should  be  aaoer 
tained,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will 
put  a  question  regarding  it  on  ths 
Paper. 

PABNELLISM  AND  OBIUB. 
Me.  J.  G.  BIGGAB  [Oavan,  W.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  FirstLordof  the  Treaauij 
whether  the  GoTernment  propose  to  pn- 
aecute  the  firm  of  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith 
and  Sana  for  publishing  libels  ? 
No  Answer  was  given. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjonmed  at  Bvsmiantsi 
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EARL   OF    LUCAN'S    CLAIM    TO    VOTE 
FOR  REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 

IRELAND. 

Ordered  and  Directed,  That  a  Certificate  be 
sent  by  the  Clork  of  the  Parliaments  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  etating  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  the  United  Kingdom  has 
reported  to  the  House  of  Lords  that  the  right 
of  the  Earl  of  Ltican  to  vote  at  the  elections  of 
RepresenUitive  Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  es- 
tablished to  the  satisfaction  of  him  the  said 
Lord  Chancellor ;  and  that  the  House  of  Lords 
has  ordered  such  Report  to  be  sent  to  the  said 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  :  And  it  is  here- 
by also  Ordered,  That  the  said  Report  of  the 
said  Lord  Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Oxford— Took 
the  Oath  for  the  first  time. 

LEE-ON-THK-SOLENT     (LIGHT)    RAIL. 

WAY  BILL. 

The  Second  Reading,  which  stood 
appointed  for  this  day,  was  put  off  to 
Thursday,  the  28th  inst. 

ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION      PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  CONFIRMATION  (aCTON,  &C.) 

BILL.       (no.   19.) 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made 
by  the  Education  Department  under  the  Ele- 
mentary Education  Act,  1870,  to  enable  the 
School  Boardd  for  Acton,  Chiswick,  and  Liver- 
pool to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Act,  1845,  and  the  Acts  amending  the 
same —Presented  by  llie  Lord  President 
( V.  Crnnhrook)  ;  read  !• ;  to  be  printed ;  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners. 

H.M.S.  "SULTAN." 

Lord  Ct^LVILLE  op  CDLROSS  : 
Seeing  the  noble  Lord  who  represents 
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the  Admiralty  in  his  place,  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Sultan  ? 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE 
the  following  telegram 
miralty  this  afternoon  : — 

**  Malta,  1.30. — Heavy  north -eaftt  g^le,  with 
high  sea,  forced  Sultan  off  rock.  She  sank  at 
11.45.  Upper  works  visible  above  water.  No 
loss  of  life.     Ships  returning  into  harbour.*' 

That  is  really,  my  Lords,  all  the  infor- 
mation we  have.  We  are  anxiously 
waiting  despatches,  but  at  present  we 
have  no  fresh  information. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVATE  BILLS-STAN- 
DING ORDER,  NO.  128.-OBSERVA- 
TIONS. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Eeturn  presented  to  the 
House  last  September,  relating  to  the 
Payment  of  Interest  out  of  Capital* 
said  :  My  Lords,  this  Keturn,  although 
small  in  size,  is,  I  think,  very  instruc- 
tive, and  I  should  be  very  sorry 
indeed,  if  it  were  consigned  to  that 
insatiable  gulf  of  oblivion  to 
which  so  many  Parliamentary  papers 
find  their  way.  My  Lords,  the 
question  of  the  payment  of  interest 
out  of  capital  is  not  a  new  one.  In  the 
year  1847,  after  the  panic  which  fol- 
lowed the  great  extension  of  our  Railway 
system  and  the  Railway  Legislation 
which  took  place  just  before  that  time, 
a  Standing  Order  was  passed  by  your 
Lordships,  which  remained  in  force  for 
a  great  number  of  years,  providing  that 

*  Return  (ordered  2nd  August,  1888)  of  the 
cases  in  which  Payment  of  Interest  out  of 
Capital  has  been  sanctioned  under  Standing 
Order  128,  as  altered  27th  May,  1886,  with  the 
amounts  of  Capital  authorized  by  the  several 
Acts,  and  stating  the  result  as  far  as  known 
(No.  247). 
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the  oerrioe  of  the  oonntry.  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  necessary  for  the  House  to 
sit  p&st  midnight;  but  the  circumBtan(tea 
are  such  that  wo  must  provide  for  anj- 
thing  vhioh  ma;  arise  to  prevent  the 
Votes  being  taken  before  12  o'cloob.  I 
tmst,  therefore,  tiie  House  will  assent 
to  the  arrangement  I  propose  to  make. 

*Mr.  OHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  8.)  :  I 
understand  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
only  proposes  to  take  business  till 
1  o'clock.  I  heard  just  now  something 
said  about  Report  of  Supply  being  taken 
as  the  first  Oiaer  of  the  day  to-morrow. 
No  one  knows  how  long  that  would  last. 
I  suggest  the  Votes  should  be  taken 
first.  There  is  no  urgency  in  regard  to 
the  Beport  of  Supply,  and  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  0«ntleman  will  only  suspend 
the  Bole  until  1  o'clock. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  If  the  righthon. 
Gentleman  can  give  me  an  assurance  that 
the  public  busineas  will  be  completed, 
I  shall  be  veiy  glad  to  accept  hie  eug- 

Sistion.  I  do  not  desire  to  keep  the 
ouse  sitting  one  moment  longer  than 
is  necessary.  No  attempt  will  be  made 
to  make  progress  with  the  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates. 

Hb.  0HILDEB9 :  I  suggested  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the  Navy 
Votes  first,  and  not  the  Report  of 
Supply. 

*Mk.  W.H.  SMITH:  ItmuBt  be  obvious 
that  the  business  of  the  country  must 
be  carried  through ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  can  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  getting  the  Votes  by  a  certain 
time  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  give  him 
the  assurance  he  desired. 

♦Mk.  OHILDERS  :  So  far  as  any  in- 
fluence I  may  have  is  concerned,  I  hope 
the  Votes  may  be  taken  before  1  o'clock  ; 
but  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
do  that  if  Report  is  also  taken.  I  repeat 
that  there  is  plenty  of  time  for  ths 
Report. 

*Mr.   W.   H.   SMITH:   I   wish  the 


must  entirely  deny  the  accuracy  of  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman's  calculation.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looks  into 
the  matter,  he  will  find  that  unless  the 
Government  appropriate  fully  to  them- 
selvea  hon.  Members'  time  on  Tuesday 
next,  which  we  should  be  very  ud- 
willing  to  do,  Report  of  Supply  must  be 
taken  before  that  day. 
Jlr.  W.  H.  Smith 


*8ra  R.  N.  FOWLER  (London)!  I 
think  it  is  useless  suspending  the  Hole 
till  1  o'clock,  as,  if  there  is  a  fixed  hour, 
it  puts  it  in  the  power  of  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  talk  out  the  business  of  the 
House,  and  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
opposite  cannot  answer  for  every  Uem- 
ber  on  his  aide  of  the  House. 

Mb.  CONYBEA.RE  (Oomwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  should  like  to  see  the 
business  of  the  House  conducted  with 
more  smartness.  The  Government  do 
not  possess  the  confidence  of  the  country, 
and  Members  on  my  side  are  not 
anxious  they  should  continue  to  exeroise 
the  power  of  government.  If  there  is 
not  time  no  w  to  get  through  the  buajnaas, 
it  is  beoause  the  Government  have  not 
called  Parliament  together  at  an  earlier 
date. 

Db.  TANNER  (Cork,  Mid):  labonld 
like  to  take  this,  the  first  opportumly  I 
have  had,  of  asking  if  the  Govenunent 
still  stick  to  the  statement  made  in  this 
House  the  other  night  as  regards  my 
treatment  in  Scotland  Yard?  I  under- 
stand that  last  Friday  week  it  wu 
stated  that  I  had  received  most  luxurious 
treatment  at  the  hands  of  the  Qovem- 
ment,  and  I  now  ask  whether  the 
Government  are  prepared  to  substantiate 
or  deny  that  statement  7 

*Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  I  have 
no  personal  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
circumstances  which  he  refers  to.  I 
understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
made  bis  statement  on  information 
supplied  to  him  by  the  Ohi^  Com- 
missioner of  Police. 

Db.  tanner  :  As  I  think  it  ia  in 
the  interest  of  the  House  that  the  wh<^ 
truth  on  this  matter  should  be  aeoer- 
tained,  I  beg  to  give  notice  that  I  will 
put  a  question  regarding  it  on  ths 
Paper. 

PARlfELLISU  AND  CRIHS. 

Mb.  J.  G.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaary 
whether  the  Govemmeut  propose  to  pro- 
secute the  firm  of  Messrs.  W.  H.  Smith 
and  Sons  for  publishing  lihele? 

No  Answer  was  given. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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HOUSE     OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  Uth  March,  1889. 


EARL   OF    LUCAN'S    CLAIM    TO    VOTE 
FOR  REPRESENTATIVE  PEERS  FOR 

IRELAND. 

Ordered  and  Directed,  That  a  Certificate  be 
sent  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland,  etating  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  the  United  Kingdom  has 
reported  to  the  House  of  Lords  that  the  right 
of  the  Earl  of  Liican  to  vote  at  the  elections  of 
Representative  Peers  for  Ireland  has  been  es- 
tablished to  the  satisfaction  of  him  the  said 
Lord  Chancellor;  and  that  the  House  of  Lords 
has  ordered  such  Report  to  be  sent  to  the  said 
Clerk  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  :  And  it  is  here- 
by also  Ordered,  That  the  said  Report  of  the 
said  Lord  Chancellor  be  sent  to  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland. 

The  Lord  Bishop  of  Oxford— Took 
the  Oath  for  the  first  time. 

LEE-ON-THE-SOLENT     (LIGHT)    RAIL. 

WAY  BILL. 

The  Second  Reading,  which  stood 
appointed  for  this  day,  was  put  off  to 
Thursday,  the  28th  inst. 

ELEMENTARY     EDUCATION      PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  CONFIRMATION  (aOTON,  &C.) 

BILL.       (no.   19.) 

A  Bill  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made 
by  the  Education  Department  under  the  Ele- 
montarv  Education  Act,  1870,  to  enable  the 
School  Boards  for  Acton,  Chiswick,  and  Liver- 
pool to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses  Consoli- 
dation Act,  1845,  and  the  Acts  amending  the 
same —Presented  by  The  Lord  President 
( V.  Cranhrook)  ;  read  !• ;  to  be  printed ;  and 
referred  to  the  Examiners. 

H.M.8.  "SULTAN." 

Lord  COLVILLE  op  CDLROSS  : 
Seeing  the  noble  Lord  who  represents 
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the  Admiralty  in  his  place,  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  he  can  give  the  House  any 
information  as  to  the  condition  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Sultan  ? 

Lord  ELPHINSTONE 
the  following  telegram 
miralty  this  afternoon  : — 

**  Malta,  1.30. — Heavy  north -eaftt  gale,  with 
high  sea,  forced  Sultan  off  rock.  She  sank  at 
11.45.  Upper  works  visible  above  water.  No 
loss  of  life.     Ships  returning  into  harbour." 

That  is  really,  my  Lords,  all  the  infor- 
mation we  have.  We  are  anxiously 
waiting  despatches,  but  at  present  we 
have  no  fresh  information. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVATE  BILLS-STAN- 
DING ORDER,  NO.  128.-OBSERVA- 
TIONS. 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Return  presented  to  the 
House  last  September,  relating  to  the 
Payment  of  Interest  out  of  Capital* 
said  :  My  Lords,  this  Return,  although 
small  in  size,  is,  I  think,  very  instruc- 
tive, and  I  should  be  very  sorry 
indeed,  if  it  were  consigned  to  that 
insatiable  gulf  of  oblivion  to 
which  so  many  Parliamentary  papers 
find  their  way.  My  Lords,  the 
question  of  the  payment  of  interest 
out  of  capital  is  not  a  new  one.  In  the 
year  1847,  after  the  panic  which  fol- 
lowed the  great  extension  of  our  Railway 
system  and  the  Railway  Legislation 
which  took  place  just  before  that  time, 
a  Standing  Order  was  passed  by  your 
Lordships,  which  remained  in  force  for 
a  great  number  of  years,  providing  that 

*  Return  (ordered  2nd  August,  1888)  of  the 
cases  in  which  Payment  of  Interest  out  of 
Capital  has  been  sanctioned  under  Standing 
Order  128,  as  altered  27th  May,  1886,  with  the 
amounts  of  Capital  authorized  by  the  several 
Acts,  and  stating  the  result  as  far  as  known 
(No.  247). 
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ar  as  I  can  ascertain,    the  Begent's 
Oanal  scheme  remains  exactly  where  it 
was,  and  nothing   whatever  has  been 
done  to  pay  interest  out  of  capital.     In 
the  case  of  the  Dore  and  Chinley  Rail- 
way, the  power  to  pay  interest  has  been 
abandoned,  and  the  line  has  been  trans- 
ferred to  one  of  the  large  existing  com- 
panies to  make  with  their  own   money. 
In  the    case  of    the  Manchester   Ship 
Canal  Bill  the  capital  has  been   raised. 
How  far  that  may  be   due  to   the   pre- 
valence of  an   opinion    that  this  large 
undertaking     would     pay     in     itself, 
or     how     far    it      may     have      been 
influenced    by    a    concession     of     the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  give  any  opinion  ; 
but,  looking  through  all  the  cases  men- 
tioned  in   the  Heturn    and    to   others 
which  have  since  occurred,  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  the  public  are  more 
inclined  to   invest  in  companies  which 
have  the  power  to  pay  interest  out  of 
capital  than  they  are  to  invest  in  similar 
companies  which    do    not  possess  that 
power.      In  fact,  unless   the  public  are 
satisfied  that  the  line  or  the  scheme  has 
a  good  prospect  in  itself,  they  will  not 
be  tempted  to  make  an  investment  by 
the  circumstance  that  interest  may   be 
paid  to  them  out   of  capital.     During 
last  Session  a  considerable   number  of 
applications  were  made    before    Com- 
mittees for  power  to  pay  interest.    That 
power  was  conceded  in  the  case  of  seven 
companies,  and  yet  I  believe  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  the  power  has  not  been 
exercised  in  a  single  instance.     In  the 
present  Session  applications  for  similar 
powers  is  made  in  the  case  of  18  com- 
panies, most  of  them  minor  concerns. 
In  two  or  three  cases  these  companies' 
have  been  before  Parliament  more  than 
once   for  variations  of  their  lines,  ex- 
tension of  time,  or  similar  applications. 
In   one    or  two   cases   the    parties  are 
again    before    Parliament   for   further 
changesof  their  lines  or  extension  of  time, 
having  in  the  meantime  raised  no  capital 
whatever.  Whether  or  not  the  alteration 
of  your  Lordships*  Standing  Orders  will 
tend  to  the   good   of  the    country  by 
iurther    development    of    imdertakings 
giving  large  employment  in  their  con- 
fitruction,    I   think   no  opinion   can  yet 
be    formed.      In  the    working   of  the 
Standing     Order    two    questions    have 
arisen — one,  whether  the  concession  of 
the  power  to  pay  interest  out  at  capital 
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should  be  granted  at  all ;  and,  seoondly, 
the  rate  at  which  it  should  be  granted. 
As  regards  the  first,  it  will  be  seen  from 
the  number  of  cases  granted  that  the 
matter  has  been  carefully  watched  by 
Committees    of    both   Houses,    and    as 
regards  the  rate  of  interest,  the  principle 
adopted  has  generally  been  this : — ^the 
Committees  have  allowed  the  maximum 
of    4    per      cent,     practically      1      per 
cent  above  the  interest  on  Government 
Stock,  but  they  have  only  conceded  that 
rate  where  the  Company   seeking  the 
power   have  in  its  Acts  agreements  or 
arrangements  with  other  existing  com- 
panies which  give  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  a  somewhat  similar  rate  being  a  per- 
n^ianent  rate,  so  that  when  the  construc- 
tion   is    finished    investors    shall     not 
be  subjected  to  any  great  fall  of  their 
rate  of  interest.     In  cases  where   there 
have  been  no  such  agreements  the  interest 
has  been   fixed   at  3^   or   3   per  cent. 
One  curious  feature  in  the  Returns  is 
that  the  rate  of  interest  does  not  appear 
to  have  materially  acted  on  the  question 
of  raising   or  not  raising  the   capital. 
One   question,   no   doubt,    will   present 
itself       to       the       Committees        this 
Session     with     regard     to     the     rate 
of  interest.     The  rate  of  interest  of  the 
Government   funds  has  been    reduced, 
and    the  question   may   arise   whether 
the  maximum  rate  of  interest  should 
still  be  given — whether,   in  fact,  4  per 
cent  is  not  too  high  a  rate  to  continue  ? 
Having  regard,  however,   to  the  care 
that  has  been  shown  by  the  Committees 
in  investigating  the  cases  and  limiting 
the  cases  in  which  the  power  should  be 
given,  I  think  your  Lordships  may  safely 
leave  the  matter  where  it  is   until  the 
completion  of  the  works  and  the  expiry 
of  the  powers  of  the  Acts  which  were 
sanctioned  in  1886  and  in  1887.     When 
that  time  has  expired,  then,  and  not  be- 
fore, a  fair  opinion  may  be  formed  as  to 
the  effect  which  this  power  of  payment  of 
interest  out  of  capital  has  had.  Judging 
from  the  cases  which  have  come  before 
me,  there  is  no  doubt  that  very  great  care 
will  have  to   be  exercised  in   selecting 
and  sifting  out  cases  this  Session,    to 
avoid  giving  that  power  to  mere  specu- 
lative  schemes  which  have  no  real  basis 
except  the  possible  hopes  of  speculators 
of  some  financial  gain  from  the  opera- 
tion, irrespective  of  the  real  earning^  of 
the  particular  scheme,  and  on  the  other 
hand  not  to  avoid  giving,  where  the  im- 
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portance  of  the  Rcheme,  not  merely  to 
partifjuiar  localities,  but  to  a  largo  dis- 
trict of  the  country,  was  undoubted, 
every  facility  consistent  with  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House  to 
encouraga  the  development  and  cou- 
struction  of  such  undertakings. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  o'clock, 

till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

paat  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  14M  March,  1889. 


COLONIZATION. 
Ordered,  That  an  Address  be  pre- 
sented for  Copy  of  the  Correspoudence 
from  Colonial  Governments  in  answer 
to  the  Memorandum  by  the  Parliamen- 
tary Coloiiizaiion  Committee  of  the  1st 
day  of  May,  1888,  be  sent  to  Colonial 
Governments  for  their  consideration  and 
opinion,  through  Lord Knutsford,  during 
the  Session  of  1888.— (.l/r.  ISeton-Karr.) 

Q  UE  S  TI  0  N  S, 


CRIMINAL  PKOCEDURE   (SCOTLAND) 

ACT. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  ca^e  of 
John  Mackinnou,  of  Barra,  a  prisoner 
on  bail,  who  had  to  undertake  a  difficult 
and  dangerous  journey,  occupying  four 
days,  in  order  to  record  a  formal  plea 
of  **  not  guilty  **  at  Lochmaddy  ; 
whether  he  nas  received  representations 
as  to  the  great  inconvenience  to  which 
inhabitants  of  the  Outer  Hebrides  are 
exposed  through  the  arrangements  of 
Pleading  Diets  under  the  Criminal  Pro- 
cedure (Scotland)  Act;  and,  whether  he 
will  consider  the  propriety  of  modifying 
present  arrangements  ? 
*TuE  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
P.  Robertson,  Bute) :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  John 
Mackiunon,  and  a  representation  has 
been  made  to  me  of  the  inconveni- 
ence to  which  he  was  subjected.  With 
reference  to  the  second  part  of  the  ques- 
tion, I  must  remind  the  hon.  Member 
that  Pleading  Diets  in  Sheriff  Court  cases  j 


not  tried  summarily  (of  which  this  was 
one)  have  existed  for  many  years ;  the 
only  change  under  the  rucent  Statute 
being,  that  now  the  plea  can  be  taken  by 
the  nearest  Sheriff  Substitute,  instead  of 
by  the  Sheriff  of  the  Court  where  the 
case  would  eventually  be  tried.  In  the 
representation  made  to  me  this  change  is 
stated  to  be  a  great  improvement — 
which  it  certainly  is.  It  is,  however, 
undoubtedly  a  hardship  that  such  long 
distaucec)  should  have  to  be  traversed  if 
it  can  possibly  be  avoided,  and  I  shall 
consider  whether  any  modification  of  the 
existing  arrangements  can  be  made. 

THE  LONDON  TOLICE  COURTS. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  reference  to  a  portion 
of  his  answer  of  7th  December  last,  to 
the  effect  that  the  employment  and  pay- 
ment  of  female  officers  for  f  male  pri- 
soners at  the  London  Police  Courts  had 
been  already  sanctioned,  and  that  steps 
were  being  taken  to  appoint  competent 
attendants ;  at  how  many  of  the  16  Lon- 
don Police  Courts  have  such  attendants 
been  appointed ;  whether  there  were  in 
each  of  these  cases  not  merely  a  searcher 
but  a  female  attendant,  or  police  ma- 
tron, in  charge  throughout  the  day  and 
night  of  all  female  prisoners ;  if  not, 
will  Recommendation  No.  10  of  the 
Committee  which  was  presided  over  by 
Mr.  Justice  Wills,  and  which  reported 
in  April,  1888,  to  the  effect  that  **  be- 
sides  the  male  officer  in  charge  of  the 
prisoners,  there  ehould  be  a  female  offi- 
cer in  f:harge,  under  hi  n  of  the  female 
prisoners,"  be  effectually  carried  out 
without  further  delay ;  also,  whether 
he  will  call  for  Reports  from  the 
Metropolitan  and  City  Police  Court *i  and 
the  other  Petty  Sessional  Courts  show- 
ing in  detail  how  far  each  recommenda- 
tion  of  Sir  Alfred  Will's  Committee  has 
been  adopted  and  carried  into  effect; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  a  Return, 
tabulating  the  contents  of  such  ReportSi 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  FOR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuart  Wortley,  Sheffield, 
Hallam) :  In  answer  to  the  question  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  I  have  to  say 
that  at  the  following  six  out  of  the  14 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts — namelj. 
Bow  Sireet,  Worship  Street,  Olerken- 
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well,  Westminster,  Marylebone,  and  the 
Thames — female  attendants  have  been 
appointed.  Appointments  will  be 
very  shortly  completed  at  Southwark, 
Hammersmith.  Wandsworth,  Green- 
wich, Woolwich,  Dalston,  and  Lambeth. 
With  regard  to  Marlborough  Street  the 
Secretary  of  State  is  still  in  communi- 
cation with  the  learned  chief  magistrate 
with  a  view  to  overcome  certain  struc- 
tural difficulties  in  the  way  of  accom- 
modation which  have  hitherto  existed  at 
that  Court.  I  may  remind  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  that  the  services  of  these 
female  attendants  are  only  required 
during  the  day,  as  no  prisoners  are  de- 
tained in  the  Court  cells  after  the  rising 
of  the  Court  at  5  in  the  afternoon. 
Prisoners  who  are  remanded  from  the 
Police  Courts  are  taken  to  prison  for  the 
night.  With  regard  to  the  second  ques- 
tion I  may  say  that  no  useful  purpose 
at  this  moment  would  be  gained  by  the 

S reduction  of  such  a  Return  as  is  there 
escribed.  Correspondence  with  the 
authorities  of  local  courts  outside  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  is 
still  proceeding.  In  several  cases  the 
requirements  of  the  Committee,  which 
were  communicated  by  Home  Office 
circular,  have  been  satisfactorily  carried 
out  and  have  been  approved.  In  others 
correspondence  aimed  at  securing  im- 
proved accommodation  is  still  pending, 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  has  every 
reason  to  hope  will  in  like  measure  be 
fiuccessful. 

BALLYCOTTON    PIER. 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
what  had  been  the  cost  of  the  inspection 
and  report  upon  the  Ballycotton  Pier ; 
what  was  the  probable  cost  of  the  aliera- 
tions  and  repairs  recommended  therein ; 
and,  when  would  those  repairs  be 
executed  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TBEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson,  Leeds,  N.)  :  The 
total  cost  of  inspection  and  report  will 
be  £330  3s.  lOd.  I  have  not  yet  received 
an  estimate  for  the  works  recommended 
by  Mr.  Barry,  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
desires  I  will  inquire  and  get  the  infor- 
mation. 

Colonel  WARING  (Down,  N.) : 
Arising  out  of  the  answer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  may  I  ask  whether  it  is  pro- 
posed that  the  money  required  for  these 
repairs  and  alterations  is  to  be  provided 
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by  a  Special  Vote  or  economized  oat  of 
the  funds  already  pledged  to  other  piers, 
and  notably  that  of  Ballyhalberty  in 
County  Down  ? 

Mr.  LANE :  Is  it  not  possible  to  make 
the  contractors  who  have  been  paid 
£20,500  for  the  erection  of  this  pier  re- 
sponsible for  any  expense  incurred  in 
consequence  of  tiie  contract  not  having 
been  properly  performed  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  do  not  think  the 
contractors  will  admit  that  there  has 
been  any  fault  on  their  part,  and  X 
should  not  like  to  express  an  opinion 
on  the  subject.  In  answer  to  the  ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I 
think  I  may  assure  him  that  the  money 
will  not  be  found  at  the  expense  of  the 
harbour  he  is  interested  in. 

Mr.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  How 
soon  will  the  Report  of  the  inspection  be 
circulated  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  That  is  a  question 
for  the  printers. 

EXCESSIVE  HOURS  OF  LABOUR. 

Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  whether  his  attention  has  becm 
called  to  the  inquest  on  the  death  of 
Stephen  Gurr,  a  platelayer,  in  the  em- 
ploy of  the  London,  Brighton,  and 
South  Coast  Railway  Company,  whilst 
fog- signalling,  on  the  evening  of  Ist  of 
January,  at  Norwood  Junction ;  whether 
tlie  evidence  showed  that  Gurr  went  on 
duty  at  7  a.m.  on  Monday,  3 Ist  Decem- 
ber, went  off  at  5  p.m.,  was  sent  on  dntj 
again  at  7.30  p.m.,  remained  <m  daty 
till  7  a.m.  on  Tuesday,  1st  Januaiy, 
went  on  duty  again  at  I  p.m.,  having 
only  had  6  hours  off  duty  after  having 
been  on  duty  21^  hours  out  of  the  pre- 
ceding 24;  and,  whether  any  inquiry 
has  been  held  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  or 
any  representation  made  to  the  Com- 
pany by  the  Board  of  Trade,  that  such 
excessive  hours  of  labour  involve  the 
greatest  danger  to  the  fog- men,  andalflo 
to  the  trains,  and  that  it  is  their  duty  to 
provide  a  larger  staff  for  fog -signalling, 
and  relieve  the  fog  -  men  more  fre- 
quently ? 

The  president  of  the  BOARD - 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  M.  Hicks  Bsach,  Bristol, 
W.) :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  accident  to  Stephen  Ourr,  referred 
to,  and  the  hours  for  which  the  unforta- 
nate  man  had  been  on  duty  are  un- 
doubtedly very  long.    A  correspondence 
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haa  taken  place  betveon  the  Board  of 
Trade  and  the  Company. 

Mr.  CHANNING  :  WiU  the  right 
hoQ.  Geatleman  lay  on  the  Table  the 
oorrespondence  on  the  subject  between 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  Railway 
Company? 

BiR  M.  HI0K8  BEACH  :  Tea. 

Ur.  CHANNINQ  :  May  I  aek  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  to  lay  on  the 
Table  any  assurancee  which  may  have 
'been  given  by  the  railway  company  as 
to  their  future  action  on  the  subject  ? 

8iB  M.  HICKS  BEACH :  That 
hardly  arises  out  of  my  answer,  but  I 
will  consider  the  matter. 

EMIGRATION  TO  THE  ARQENTINE 
EEPUBUC. 

Mr.  BRADLATJGH  (Northampton) 
■asked  the  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Ooloniee  whether  he  was  aware  that 
large  numbers  of  emigrants  are  leaving 
Portsmouth  for  the  Argentine  Bepnblic; 
and  whether  it  was  possible  for  the 
Emigrants'  Information  Office  to  circu- 
late, for  the  guidance  of  intending 
emigrants  to  South  America,  accurate 
information  aa  to  soil,  climate,  proba- 
bilities of  employment,  wages,  and  coat 
of  living  iu  the  Argentine  Republic  ? 

Thk  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  THB  C0LUNIE8  (Baron  H. 
DB  WoRiis,  Liverpool,  Toiteth):  The 
increase  of  emigration  to  South  America 
is  referred  to  in  the  last  Report  on 
Emigration,  and  has  been  continued 
during  the  present  year,  as  stated  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tly for  Foreign  Affairs  in  his  reply  to  a 
-uneetion  in  the  House  on  the  '2Hth  of 
February.  Large  numbers  of  inquiries 
with  regard  to  Uie  Argentine  Republic 
are  received  at  the  Emigrants'  Informa- 
^on  Office,  and  are  uaually  referred  to 
the  London  Information  Office  of  the 
Argentine  Qovemment,  unless  they  oan 
be  answered  &om  such  Oonsniar  and 
other  Reports  as  are  received  through 
the  Foreign  Office.  The  inatniotions 
g^ven  to  the  Committee  of  the  Emi- 
graota'  Information  Office  oontine  them 
to  the  British  Colonies,  and  their  staff 
is  so  limited  that  their  present  work,  to 
be  done  thoroughly,  givee  full  ooonpa- 
don.  It  is  undoabteoly  most  deairable 
that    accurate    informatioa    should  be 

S'lvea  as  to  foreign  oountriea  to  which 
ritish  emigrants  go,  notably  at  the 
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E resent  time  the  Argentine  Republic ; 
ut  if  the  office  is  to  undertake  to  do  so, 
it  must  be  strengthened  and  enlarged. 
The  Committee  do  what  they  can  at 
present  ia  inviting  and  utilizing  for 
individual  inquirers  any  information 
bearing  on  emigration  to  any  part  of  the 
world,  while  not  issuing  pamphlets  as 
to  any  but  British  Colonies. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  ;  I  believe  that 
the  information  already  given  by  the 
Office  has  been  of  great  advantage  to 
emigrants,  and  prevented  many  of  them 
from  going  to  places  where  they  could 
not  get  employment.  Will  the  Govern- 
meat  recommend  some  additional  out- 
lay, for  the  purpose  of  extending  this 
information  f 

BiRON  HENRY  DE  WORMS:  I 
should  be  glad  to  do  it,  but  I  am  afraid 
it  is  a  question  for  the  Treasury.  We 
have  no  money. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  As  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  ie  in  his  plaoe,  and 
has  heard  the  answer  of  the  Under 
Secretary,  may  I  aek  whether  an  appli- 
cation to  the  Treasury  for  money  for 
this  purpose  by  the  Colonial  Office 
would  receive  hie  support? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  I  am  quite  sure  that 
the  Treasury  will  give  themost  respectful 
and  earnest  consideration  to  any  appli- 
cation that  may  be  made  to  it. 

THE  SHERIFF  DEPUTE  OF 
OAITUNESS. 
Mb.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St  Eol- 
loz)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it 
is  the  case  that  Mr.  Thoma,  Sheriff 
Depute  of  Caithness,  while  sitting  on 
the  bench  at  Wick  and  dealing  with  a 
case.  Weir  against  Weir,  which  had 
been  appealed  to  him  from  the  Sheriff 
Substitute,  abstracted  1 8  pages  or  there- 
by of  the  written  evidence  taken  before 
the  Sheriff  Substitute  ia  the  case; 
whether  Mr.  Thorns  cast  said  pagefl 
aside  and  destroyed  them,  stitching  ap 
the  remaining  evidence ;  it  so,  was  Mr. 
Thorns  entitled  to  act  in  such  a  way ; 
and,  if  he  was  not  so  entitled  to  BOt, 
what  steps  does  the  Lord  Advocate  in- 
tend taking  in  the  cironmstanceB  ? 
*Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  requested 
the  hon.  Member  to  put  down  the  Ques- 
tion for  another  day. 

Ub.  CALDWELL  :  I  will  repent  it 
on  Monday. 
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ar  as  I  can  ascertain,  the  Kegent's 
Oanal  scheme  remains  exactly  where  it 
was,  and  nothing  whatever  has  been 
done  to  pay  interest  out  of  capital.  In 
the  case  of  the  Dore  and  Ohinley  Kail- 
way,  the  power  to  pay  interest  has  been 
abandoned,  and  the  line  has  been  trans- 
ferred to  one  of  the  large  existing  com- 
?anie8  to  make  with  their  own  money, 
n  the  case  of  the  Manchester  Ship 
Ganal  Bill  the  capital  has  been  raised. 
How  far  that  may  be  due  to  the  pre- 
valence of  an  opinion  that  this  large 
undertaking  would  pay  in  itself, 
or  how  far  it  may  have  been 
influenced  by  a  concession  of  the 
payment  of  interest  out  of  capital,  it  is 
impossible  for  me  to  give  any  opinion  ; 
but,  looking  through  all  the  cases  men- 
tioned in  the  Keturn  and  to  others 
which  have  since  occurred,  it  does  not 
appear  to  me  that  the  public  are  more 
inclined  to  invest  in  companies  which 
have  the  power  to  pay  interest  out  of 
capital  than  they  are  to  invest  in  similar 
companies  which  do  not  possess  that 
power.  In  fact,  unless  the  public  are 
satisfied  that  the  line  or  the  scheme  has 
a  good  prospect  in  itself,  they  will  not 
be  tempted  to  make  an  investment  by 
the  circumstance  that  interest  may  be 
paid  to  them  out  of  capital.  During 
last  Session  a  considerable  number  of 
applications  were  made  before  Com- 
mittees for  power  to  pay  interest.  That 
power  was  conceded  in  tbe  case  of  seven 
companies,  and  yet  I  believe  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  the  power  has  not  been 
exercised  in  a  single  instance.  In  the 
present  Session  applications  for  similar 
powers  is  made  in  the  case  of  18  com- 

?anies,  most  of  them  minor  concerns, 
n  two  or  three  cases  these  companies' 
have  been  before  Parliament  more  than 
once  for  variations  of  their  lines,  ex- 
tension of  time,  or  similar  applications. 
In  one  or  two  cases  the  parties  are 
again  before  Parliament  for  further 
changes  of  their  lines  or  extension  of  time, 
having  in  the  meantime  raised  no  capital 
whatever.  Whether  or  not  the  alteration 
of  your  Lordships'  Standing  Orders  will 
tend  to  the  good  of  the  country  by 
further  development  of  undertakings 
giving  large  employment  in  their  con- 
etruotion,  I  think  no  opinion  can  yet 
be  formed.  In  the  working  of  the 
Standing  Order  two  questions  have 
arisen — one,  whether  the  concession  of 
the  power  to  pay  interest  out  at  capital 
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should  be  granted  at  all ;  and,  secondly, 
the  rate  at  which  it  should  be  granted. 
As  regards  the  first,  it  will  be  seen  from 
the  number  of  cases  granted  that  the 
matter  has  been  carefully  watched  by 
Committees  of  both  Houses,  and  as 
regards  the  rate  of  interest,  the  principle 
adopted  has  generally  been  this: — the 
Committees  have  allowed  the  maximum 
of  4  per  ceot,  practically  1  per 
cent  above  the  interest  on  Government 
Stock,  but  they  have  only  conceded  that 
rate  where  the  Company  seeking  the 
power  have  in  its  Acts  agreements  or 
arrangements  with  other  existing  com- 
panies which  give  a  reasonable  prospect 
of  a  somewhat  similar  rate  being  a  per- 
manent rate,  so  that  when  the  construc- 
tion is  finished  investors  shall  not 
be  subjected  to  any  great  fall  of  their 
rate  of  interest.  In  cases  where  there 
have  been  no  such  agreements  the  interest 
has  been  fixed  at  S^  or  3  per  cent. 
One  curious  feature  in  the  Returns  is 
that  the  rate  of  interest  does  not  appear 
to  have  materially  acted  on  the  question 
of  raising  or  not  raising  the  capital. 
One  question,  no  doubt,  will  present 
itself  to  the  Committees  this 
Session  with  regard  to  the  rate 
of  interest.  The  rate  of  interest  of  the 
Government  funds  has  been  reduced, 
and  the  question  may  arise  whether 
the  maximum  rate  of  interest  should 
still  be  given — whether,  in  fact,  4  per 
cent  is  not  too  high  a  rate  to  continue? 
Having  regard,  however,  to  the  care 
that  has  been  shown  by  the  Committees 
in  investigating  the  cases  and  limiting 
the  cases  in  which  the  power  should  be 
given,  I  think  your  Lordships  may  safely 
leave  the  matter  where  it  is  until  the 
completion  of  the  works  and  the  expiry 
of  the  powers  of  the  Acts  which  were 
sanctioned  in  1886  and  in  1887.  When 
that  time  has  expired,  then,  and  not  be- 
fore, a  fair  opinion  may  be  formed  as  to 
tbe  effect  which  this  power  of  payment  of 
interest  out  of  capital  has  had.  Judging 
from  the  cases  which  have  come  before 
me,  there  is  no  doubt  that  very  great  care 
will  have  to  be  exercised  in  selecting 
and  sifting  out  oases  this  Session,  to 
avoid  giving  that  power  to  mere  specu- 
lative schemes  which  have  no  real  basis 
except  the  possible  hopes  of  speculators 
of  some  financial  gain  from  the  opera- 
tion, irrespective  of  the  real  earnings  of 
the  particular  scheme,  and  on  the  other 
hand  not  to  avoid  giving,  where  the  im- 
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land,  whether  a  Dumber  of  "^ 
bare  been  issued,  in  the  following 
form,  by  a  Sergeant  of  Constabulary  in 
the    Gweedore    district :     "  Please    let 

bearer pass.  OwenMahoney, 

Sergeant  R.I.O.  Date  ,"  in  default 

of  poBsesaion  of  one  of  which  the  people 
of  the  district  are  unable  to  pass  along 
the  roads  or  through  the  country  at 
their  pleasure  ;  and,  by  whose  authority 
this  Police  Sergeant  is  thus  acting  ? 

*  Mb.  madden  :  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  when  the  search 
for  Mr.  Martin's  murderers  was  progress- 
ing Sergeant  Mahoney  gave  passes  as 
described  to  a  few  persons  against  whom 
he  hoew  there  was  no  suspicion,  so  that 
the  incouTeuience  of  stopping  and 
examining  them  might  be  saved.  It  is, 
however,  not  the  case  that  without  these 
passes  persons  are  uaable  to  pass  along 
the  roads,  or  through  the  country,  at 
their  pleasure.  The  Sergeant  acted  on 
his  own  responsibility  in  giving  the 
passes. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley):  Arising 
out  of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  may  I  ask  H  he  is  aware 
that  on  the  following  day  police  con- 
stables were  placed  in  a  position  to 
overhear  what  was  going  on  between 
the  accused  persons  7 
*Mk.  madden  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  observe  that  that  is  not  a  question 
arising  oat  of  my  answer. 

Mr.  WOODALL:  I  ventured  to  ask 
the  question,  because  the  Government 
have  invited  attention  to  the  matter.  I 
hope  they  will  supply  the  information. 

Mr.  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.):  Did 
Mr.  Hamilton,  the  resident  magistrate, 
express  his  disapproyal  of  this  method 
of  Qovernment  identification  ? 
*Mb.  MADDEN :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  that  point. 

IRELAND -THE  MDBDER  OF 
INSPECTOH  MARTIN. 
Ha.  JOHN  ELLia :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  what  number 
of  bouses  have  been  forcibly  entered  by 
the  constabulary  in  the  district  of  Gwee- 
dore  since  the  arrest  of  Father  MTad- 
den  and  the  murder  of  District  Inspector 
Martin  on  the  3rd  February,  and  in  how 
many  cases  was  this  done  without  war- 
rant; what  number  of  persona  have 
been  arrested  in  connection  with  these 
ooearreucea,  how  many  of  them  have 
sinoe  been  released,  on  whose  direction 
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was  this  done,  how  long  had  they  been 
in  oontinement,  and  against  how  many 
of  them  had  there  b»en  sworn  inforr 
mation ;  and,  how  many  persons  have 
been  placed  on  their  trial  tor  complicity 
in  the  murder  of  Martin,  and  against 
bow  many  of  these  has  any  information 
bsen  sworn  f 

*Ma.  MADDEN:  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  this  question. 

Ma.  SEXTON  r  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  of  how  many  prison  sra 
have  been  arrested  ? 

*Mr.  madden  :  I  oaunot  state  the 
exact  number,  but  I  will  inquire. 

Me.  mac  NEILL :  They  filled  a 
special  train  consisting  of  five  carriages. 

COLONEL  FORBES,  H.M. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  Colonel 
Forbes,  E.M.  (Belfast)  has  received 
notice  of  his  removal  from  Belfast; 
whether  he  is  to  be  succeeded  by  a 
barrister ;  and  whether  this  is  with  the 
view  of  carrying  out  one  of  the  rooom- 
mendations  of  the  Belfast  RioU  Com- 
mission; and,  if  BO,  whether  the  other 
reoomraendationa  of  the  Commission  will 
be  adopted  ? 
*Me.  madden  :  I  believe  Col.  Forbea 
has  either  left  or  is  about  to  leave  Bel- 
fast. The  gentleman  who  succeeds  him 
is  a  barrister.  This  step  was  not  taken 
with  the  view  of  carrying  out  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Belfast  Eiota 
Commission,  though  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  of  that  recommendation. 

Mr.  BEXTON  :  Was  Colonel  Forbe* 
removed  by  his  own  desire  or  against 
his  will. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 
must  give  me  notice  of  the  queettun. 

FORTIFICATION  OF  MILITARY  PORTS. 

Viscount  OURZON  (Bucks,  Wy- 
combe) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  h«  will  give  a^eturu  show- 
ing the  amount  of  money  voted  since 
1685  for  the  defence,  including  fortifi- 
cations and  armament,  of  military 
ports,  commercial  ports,  and  coaling 
stations  at  home  and  abroad,  the  appli- 
cation of  the  money  to  the  various 
looalities,  and  the  amount  still  required 
to  be  expended  ? 

Thb  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  tor 
WAR  (Mr,  Bbodriok,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  If  mj  noble  Friend  will  look  at 
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FAIR  BE>TS. 
Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  8.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if 
applications  for  the  fixing  of  fair  rents 
in  the  union  of  Jjondanderry  have  been 
waiting  since  January,  1886;  and  when 
will  a  tiub-Conuniaaioa  eit  in  London- 
deraj  to  hear  these  cases  ? 
•The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
lEELAND  [Mr.  Maddeb,  UniTOrsLty 
of  Dublin) :  The  Land  Commisaioners 
inform  me  that  it  has  not  yet  been 
fonnd  possible,  owing  to  the  number 
of  cases  pending,  to  list  any  cases 
in  the  Union  of  Londonderry  where 
the  applications  have  been  receired 
■ince  January,  IHHS.  A  Sub-Com- 
miBsion  sat  in  that  part  of  the  Union 
which  is  situated  in  the  Count;  of 
Donegal  last  January,  and  for  that  part 
of  the  Union  situated  in  the  County  of 
Londonderry  la^t  NoTember.  The  Idnd 
Commissioners  are  not  at  present  in  a 
poaition  to  state  when  there  will  be 
another  sitting  in  the  Union. 

BOYCOTTIXCJ  A  BASK. 

Ma.T.  W.  RU3S£LL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
Baked  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  paragraph  in  the  Ituiiin 
Mail  of  the  9th  inst : — 

"  It  is  stated  th&t  the  BoUyahaimon  people 
Hre  deairoiu  of  boycutting  the  froiiacial  Bank 
in  that  town  (or  accepting,  u  treasurer,  «al>- 
bcriptioDi  to  the  Martin  Uemorial  Knnd  The 
manager  has  teen  warned  that  if  the  directors 
lapport  him  in  this  it  will  be  at  '  a  coniidcfabLe 

If  there  is  any  truth  in  the  statement ; 
and,  what  steps  the  Ooremment  intend 
to  take  to  protect  the  Bank  thus  threat- 
ened? 
*Ub.  madden  :  I  understand  that 
Nationalists  in  Ballyshannon  objected 
to  a  list  of  subscriben  to  the  Martin 
Memorial  Fund  being  exhibited  in  the 
bank,  and  that  an  article  on  the  subject 
which  appeared  in  the  local  Kadonalist 
paper  stated  that  it  was  a  political 
matter,  and  that  unless  the  placard  were 
immediately  withdrawn  st«ps  would  be  [ 
taken  to  prove  that  partizon  displays  I 
are  not  remunerative  to  banking  estab-  I 
lish meats.  I  am  informed  that  the  list 
was  subsequently  removed  at  the  request 
ol  the  gentleman  who  inaugurated  the 
movement.  The  manager  of  the  bank 
continues  to  act  as   treasure',   and   no 


appears  to  be  raioed  by  aaj 

person  to  his  so  acting. 

FATHEB  M'PADDKN. 
Ma.  JOHN  ELLIS  (Nottinghmm- 
shire,  Rushcliffe)  asked  the  Solicitar 
General  for  Ireland,  whether,  at  the 
trial  of  Father  M'Fadden  and  otheia  at 
Letterkenoy  on  Thotaday,  the  7th  in- 
stant, the  accused  were  passed  Co  thmr 
places  in  Court  before  a  number  of  coa- 
atables  who  were  placed  in  Coazt,  ooe 
of  them  haring  a  note-book  in  haad 
which  he  was  using;  whether,  on  the 
attention  of  the  magistrates  bong 
drawn  to  this  by  the  connsel  for  th« 
accused,  Mr.  Hamilton,  R.U.,  asked 
District  Inspector  Scerenson  whether 
the  constables  so  plac-ed  and  a-n'ing 
were  witnesses  proposed  to  be  examined 
by  the  Crown  foi  the  purpose  of  indenti- 
fying  any  of  the  accused,  and  that  thia 
was  admitted  to  be  so  by  District  In- 
spector Stevenson ;  whether  Mr.  Hamil- 
ton thereupon  ordered  that  the  eonsbablea 
should  be  sent  out  of  Court,  wher^apon 
about  30  of  them  left  it ;  whether,  aoms 
time  subsequently,  one  of  theae  men. 
Constable  Boyle,  was  again  in  Comt, 
and  was  again  ordered  by  the  magia- 
trate  to  leave  it,  which  he  did;  and, 
whether  he  will  give  such  inatmetuMU 
to  those  in  cha^e  of  the  ConMabalazj 
as  will  prevent  similar  proosedinga  in 
future  ? 
*Ub.  madden  :  The  Conatabulaiy 
authori  ties  report  that  owing  to  the  laigis 
number  of  prisoners  who  w^re  beiag 
brought  up  before  the  magistntM  on 
the  occasion  in  question,  fooreonatablen 
were  placed  for  the  purpooe  of  noting 
the  prisoners,  with  a  view  to  pm^at 
subsequent  confusion  as  regards  thooe 
who  might  be  discharged  by  the  Coozi 
and  those  retained  in  custody.  Ob  th» 
application  of  counsel  for  the  defsocs 
that  all  witneeees  should  be  pot  oat  ei 
Court  being  acceded  to,  these  cooatablaa 
at  once  left  with  about  20  others  mha 
were  also  witnesses.  Afterwards  Oob- 
stable  Boyle  having  been  sent  far  coba 
back  into  Court,  bnt  apon  coanaal 
objecting  to  his  presence  he  at  once  bft, 
having  been  there  for  a  few  mnmoBti 

IKELaXD-POUCB  PASSK^ 

Uk.  JOHX  ELLIS   asked  the  GUsT 

Secretary  to  the  Lord  lientonant  of  ]■•- 
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land,  whether  a  number  of  "puses" 
have  been  issued,  ia  the  following 
form,  by  a  Sergeant  of  Constabulary  in 
the    Gweedore    district  :     "  Please    let 

bearer pass.  Oven  Uahonej, 

Sergeant  K. 1.0.  Date ,"  in  default 

of  possession  of  one  of  which  the  people 
of  the  district  are  unable  to  pass  along 
the  roads  or  through  the  country  at 
their  pleasure  ;  and,  by  whose  authority 
this  Police  Sergeant  is  thus  acting? 

*  Mb.  madden  :  The  Constabulary 
Authorities  report  that  when  the  search 
for  Mr.  Martin's  murdererswas  progress- 
ing Sergeant  Mahuney  gave  passes  as 
desoribed  to  a  few  persons  against  whocn 
he  know  there  was  no  suspicion,  so  that 
the  inconvenience  oi  stopping  and 
examining  them  might  be  aared.  It  is, 
however,  not  the  case  that  without  these 
passes  persona  are  unable  to  pass  along 
the  roads,  or  through  the  country,  at 
their  pleasure.  The  Sergeant  acted  on 
hie  own  responsibility  in  giviog  the 
passes. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  Arising 
out  of  the  answer  of  the  right  bon. 
Oentleman,  may  I  ask  if  he  is  aware 
that  on  the  fallowing  day  police  con- 
stables were  placed  in  a  position  to 
overhear  what  was  going  on  between 
the  accused  peraona  ? 

•Mr.  madden  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  oheerre  that  that  is  not  a  question 
ariaing  out  of  my  answer. 

Mb.  WOODALL :  I  ventured  to  ask 
the  question,  because  the  Government 
have  invited  attention  to  the  matter.  Z 
hope  they  will  supply  the  information. 

Mh.  MAC  KEILL  (Donegal, S.):  Did 
Mr.  Hamilton,  the  resident  magistrate, 
express  his  disapproval  of  this  method 
of  Qovemment  identification  ? 

*Ma.  MADDEN :  I  have  no  informa- 
tion on  that  point. 

IRELAND -THE  MDItDER  OF 
INSPECTOR  MARTIN. 
Mb.  JOHN  ELLIS :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  what  number 
of  houses  have  been  forcibly  entered  by 
the  constabulary  in  the  district  of  Gwee- 
dore  since  the  arrest  of  Father  M'Fad- 
deu  and  the  murder  of  District  Inspector 
Martiu  on  the  3rd  February,  and  in  how 
many  eases  was  this  done  without  war- 
rant; what  number  of  persons  hare 
been  arrested  in  connection  with  these 
occurrences,  how  many  of  tbem  have 
Binoe  been  released,  on  whose  dirootion 
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was  thia  done,  how  long  had  they  been 
in  conbnemont,  and  against  how  many 
of  them  had  there  been  sworn  infor- 
mation ;  and.  how  many  persons  have 
been  placed  on  their  trial  for  complicity 
in  the  murder  of  Martin,  and  against 
how  many  of  these  has  any  information 
been  sworn  ? 

•Mb,  MADDEN:  I  must  ask  for  notice 
of  this  question. 

Ma.  SEXTON :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  of  how  many  prisoners 
have  been  arrested  ? 

*Mb.  MADDEN:  I  cannot  state  the 
exact  number,  but  I  will  inquire. 

Mb.  MAC  NEILL :  They  filled  a 
special  train  consisting  of  five  carriages. 

COLONEL  FORBES,  R.M. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  Colonel 
Forbes,  K.M.  (Belfast)  has  received 
notice  of  his  removal  from  Belfast ; 
whether  he  is  to  be  succeeded  by  a 
barrister;  and  whether  this  is  with  the 
view  of  carrying  out  one  of  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Belfast  Riots  Com- 
mission; and,  if  so,  whether  the  other 
recommendations  of  the  Commission  will 
be  adopted  ? 

•Mr.  MADDEN  :  I  believe  Col  Forbes 
has  either  left  or  is  about  to  leave  Bel- 
fast. The  gentleman  who  succeeds  him 
is  a  barrister.  This  atep  was  not  taken 
with  the  view  of  carrying  out  one  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Belfast  Biota 
Oommiesion,  though  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  spirit  of  that  recommendation. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Was  Colonel  Forbea 
removed  by  his  own  desire  or  against 
his  will. 

Mb.  MADDEN:  The  hon.  Member 
must  i^ve  me  notice  of  the  question. 

FORTIFICATION  OF  MILITARY  PORTS. 

ViscouMT  OUBZON  (Bucks.  Wy- 
combe) asked  the  Secretary  of  Stat*  for 
War  whether  he  will  give  aBeturn  show- 
ing the  amount  of  money  voted  since 
1889  for  the  defence,  including  furtifi- 
oations  and  armament,  of  military 
ports,  commercial  ports,  and  coaling 
stations  at  home  and  abroad,  the  appli- 
cation of  the  money  to  the  various 
looolities,  and  the  amount  still  required 
to  be  expended? 

Thb  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY  fob 
WAR  {Mr.  Bbodbick,  Surrey,  Guild- 
ford) :  If  my  noble  Friend  wit!  look  at 
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the  Memorandum  attacLed  to  lut  jeor's  '  ther  inform&tian  bejond  what  I  gars  to 
PJitimati^B,  of    which    a  copy  shall  be    the   Houae  on  the  8th  instant.      Tha 
Menthim,  I  tbiak  he  will  fiod  all  the  in-    "        ' 
formation  he  requires.    But,  if  oot,  per- 
haps he  will  lell  me  what  further  in- 
formatioQ  he  desires. 


THE  PRIME  MI.VrS'reR  OP  CASIIMEEE. 

Mk,  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
a«ked  the  Under  ISecretar}'  of  State  for 
India  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  letters 
of  LochmaiiduH.  late  Prime  Minister  of 
Oaahmerc.  have  been  discoTered,  show- 
ing a  i:'mrse  of  treftwin  on  the  part  of 
the  Maharaja!)  towards  the  Indian 
Government ;  whether  these  letters, 
amongst  other  thint^s,  reveal  a  design 
set  on  ftiot  by  the  Maharajah  of  Cash- 
mere to  poison  the  British  Resident; 
and  whether,  if  this  information  is 
accurate,  he  is  in  a  position  to  inform 
the  House  what  steps  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment propose  to  take  under  the 
■circumstances  f 

The  UNDKR  BECUETARY  op 
STATE  1.0H  INUIA  (Sir  J.  Goasr,  Chat- 
ham) :  Tho  Sncnitary  of  State  is  advised 
that  the  Gorernineut  of  India  attach 
very  little  importance  to  the  intercepted 
letters. 

THE  J)IHrUI{i(AN(;i--S  AT  SULYMAH. 
8ia  KOBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stata  for 
the  Colonics  whether  the  Govarnmeat 
bad  DOW  received  ofFiuial  information 
respecting  the  Coroner's  inquest  held  at 
Free  Town,  Sierra  Leone,  on  the  let 
February  last,  on  the  body  of  the  Chief 
'Gbanna  Gombo,  and  other  Papers 
showing  what  action,  if  any,  has  been 
taken  by  the  local  authorities  with  a 
view  to  investigation  of  the  charges 
-against  the  police  oIEcor,  whose  treat- 
ment of  the  Chief  is  alleged  to  have 
conduced  to  his  death  ;  and,  whether  he 
would  riirniuh  the  House  with  further 
information  as  to  the  grounds  of  the 
Chief's  arrest;  also  with  copies  of  the 
official  report  of  the  Coroner's  inquest 
«f  tho  1st  February;  of  the  Governor's 
report  on  tho  subject ;  and  of  the  order 
which  has  been  issued  to  the  Sierra ' 
Leone  police  respeotiug  the  use  of  hand- 
cuffs and  avoidance  of  undue  harshness 
in  the  conveyance  of  prisoners? 

Bahoh  U.  iiB  WOBMS :  In  answer  to 
my  boo.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
Government  have  not  received  any  fur- 
3fr.  Broiriek 


Secretary  of  State  haa,  howeTsr,  i 
for  a  full  Report  aa  to  ihii  i  in  iiiiiitBiinw 
alluded  to.  and  the  Paper*  will  be  im- 
cluded  in  the  cones pondeace  z«apectiu 
the  disturbances  at  Sulymab,  which  I 
inteod  to  lay  on  the  Table  aa  aoon  aa 

Sis  fi.  FOWLEB :  When  do  th« 
Government  expect  to  racave  ths  in- 
formation ? 

Babox  H.  i>e  W0BU8 : 1  am  onabla 
to  say  precisely. 

SHEERNESS  DOCKYARD. 

Mr.  FICKEBSOILL  (BethnalOreeii, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  tha  Ad- 
miralty what  was  the  total  eatimated 
cost  of  the  proposed  dredging  of  the 
Medway,  to  allow  of  the  largest  men-of- 
war  passing  down  the  river  at  any  hi^ 
tide ;  and  whether,  when  this  work  waa 
completed,  and  Chatham  Dockyard thoa 
made  more  readily  accessible,  it  will  be 
practicable  to  close  Sheemess  Dockyard, 
therebysavingtheeetabliahmentchat^ea 
of  the  latter  ? 

*TnB  FIRST  LORD  or  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  Q.  Haioltos,  Mid- 
dlesex, Ealing} :  The  estimated  coat  of 
dredging  the  Medway  is  £10,000.  Aa 
the  work  carried  on  at  Sheemeas  Dock- 
yard is  on  the  smaller  claases  of  ahipa, 
the  deepening  of  the  Medway  doea  not 
affect  its  present  purpose.  It  ia  not 
considered  desirable  in  Imperial  in- 
terests to  close  Sheerness  Dockyard. 

Ma.  KNATCHBULL-HUQESSBN 
(Kent,  Faversham)  asked  whether  ar- 
rangements could  not  be  made  in  con- 
nection with  Sheemeas  Dockyard  at  a 
less  cost  thaa  the  proposed  dredging  of 
the  Medway  would  involve  by  mnefy 
obviating  the  necessity  for  the  under' 
taking? 
*LoRD  G.  HAMILTON :  The  ooat  of 
dredging  the  Medway  will,  as  I  haT* 
stated,  come  to  £10,000,  but  I  am  qoite 
clear  that  no  large  dock  accommodation 
at  Sheemess  could  be  obtained  tor  that 
money. 

ZULULAND-DINUZOLU. 
Mb.  WALTER  M'LABEN  (Ohaehiw) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  Stata 
fur  the  Colonies  under  what  warrant, 
and  issued  by  whom,  is  Dinuzula  tlOW 
being  detained  in  custody  at  Etihowa  ; 
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and    whether  Diauzulu    was    removed  ^  would  be  taken  to  prevent  \ 

from  Natal  to  Etshowe  under  a  warrant,  tion  of  the  people  ? 

the  validity  of  which  is  under  appeal  ?  Mr.    MADDEN  :    The  Col 

Baron  H.    dk    WORMS:    Dinuzulu  authorities  report  that  an  extra  . ' 

was  removed  to   the  borders  of  Natal  police  was    drafted    into    YoughaTigbt- 

under  a  warrant   which    the  Supreme  1888,  and   again  in  1889,  with  a  view^^ 

Court  of  that    CoIodj  had  held  to    be  to   preventing  a   demonstration   which 

valid,  but   the  validity  of  which  is  now  there  was  reason  to  believe  it  was  con- 

\inder  appeal.     Oq  Dinuzulu  reaching  templated  holding  to  commemorate  the 

the    borders  of  Natal,   he    was  handed  anniversary  of   the  death  of  a   civilian 

over  to  the  Zululand  Police,  who  doubt-  during  the  riot  referred  to  in  the  third 

less  were  armed  with  a  proper  warrant  paragraph  of  the  question.     Theautho- 

from  the  Zululand  authorities  to  enable  rities  were  of  opinion  that  the  holding 

the   police   to   receive  him.     He   is  no  of  such  a  demonstration  might  lead  to 

doubt  detained   in  custody  under  a  pro-  serious  public  disturbance,  and  possibly 

per  warrant  from  those  authorities,  but  luss  of  life. 

the  Secretary  of  State  is  not  aware  by  Mr.  LANE :  Upon  what  grounds  did 

what  magistrates  or  other  persons  these  the  authorities  anticipate   such   a    de- 

warrauts  were  issued.  monstration   when  there  had   been   no 

placard  or  advertisement  issued  in  con- 

ZDLULAND— ZIBEBU  nection  with  it  ?  As  far  as  I  am  informed 

Mr.  WALTER  M-LA.REN  asked  the  l**!'®  °^7'J*^*"^  intention  of  holding 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo-  %Me.  MADDEN :  The  authorities  acted 

nies    whether   the   Colonial  Office   will  4U    •   r         *•      u«r^-^*u«.«      i¥\a 

'     •  i.xi_   .i.u    ry  1    /n...  rr/u  u      u  II  v  upon  the  information  before  them,     it  is 

insist  thatth«  Zulu  Chief  Zibebu  shall  be  ^^^  eustoniary,  ia  drafting  police  into  a 
put  upon  h.8  tnal   for  the   murder  of   town  where  a  disturbance  i1  apprehended, 

Umsutshwana;  and.whetherMr.R.chard  ^^  ^^^^j.   ^^^  ^^^  ^    advertisements  or 

Addi8on,    who    has    been    appointed    a  ^i-^ards 

magistrate  in  Northern  Zululand,  and  P  ^^    SEXTON :  Did  the  authorities 

who  is  at  present  assistinir  m  the  pro-  .  _                 •   •        ^i.*      o     t#  o^    «.;ii 

et,u    TT     i.    r\x.'  t     i.x?L\,^  acton  sworu  information  ?     If  so,  will 

secution  of  the  Usutu  Chiefs  at  Etshowe,    ^u^\.^^   n     4i «  i««.  ^^  i>o^^  a  nr^nv 

•           ,        .,                  rf7-Li.iv  the  non.  (ientleman  let  me  nave  a  copy 

formerly  acted  as  one  of  Zibebu  8  lieu-  *  ..  o 

tenants    or    ' '  whitemen  "    during    the  *|j^  MADDEN :  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
conflicts  between  that  chief  and  Cetsha-  ^^^  ^^^^    -^  ^^^j^^  ^j  ^^^^  question, 
wayo  a  people  r  o                               -i 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS :  It  is  proposed  THE  MERTHYR  TYDVIL  POLICE, 

to  proceed  against  Usibebu  in  respect  of  j^^^      THOMAS    (Merthyr     TydvU) 

the  transaction  in  question;  but  the  pro-  ^^^^  ^j^^  Secretary   of  State   for  the 

ceedings  have  been  delayed  by  reason  ^^^^  Department,    if  it  is  true  that 

of  Us.  hebu  having  met  with  a  serious  (,        j^   £^^^^^                     ^^  ^^   ^^^ 

accident,  and  by  the  fact  that  he  is  now  ^     4  m  •  rn^     *  ui   "t     n^ «« 

..  J.  '  •'..  X.  c  ^-u  a  •  1  present  Chief  Constable  for  Grlamorgan- 
attendme  as  a  witness  before  the  Special  s..  1.  u  •  *  j  a  ^  iJH,.^ 
i-1  ••  4i?i.u  T  *^-i  shire,  has  been  appointed  ouperinten- 
Commission  at  £tshowe.  lam  assured  ^  .  *  £  the  Pol'  t  M  th  r  Tvdvil- 
that  Mr.  Itichard  Addison  has  at  no  time  1  .i  ,1  .  .11  ..  u-a,^«4.i 
V  'i,i.  TT  -v  u  whether  the  invariable  practice  hitherto 
been  with  Usibebu.  i       u        x            -  ,,  ^i.    C3         •  *^  j^-,4. 

has  been  to  appoint  the  Superintendent 

of  Police  at  Merthyr  by  promotion  and 

IRISH  EXTRA  POLICE.  seniority;   and,    whether   he   is  aware 

Mr.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  asked  that  the  report  of  the  appointment  of 

the   Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  for  Captain    landsay,    a    man   of  twenty- 

what  purpose  a  large   body   of  extra  eight  years  of  age,  and  having  no  oon- 

polioe  were  marched  into  the  town  of  nection   with   the    police  force  of  the 

xoughal  on   Friday  the   8th    instant;  county,   over  the  heads  of  those   who 

whether  a  similar  force  of  extra  police  have  spent  their  lives  in  the  force  has 

was  sent  there  on  the  8th  March  1888  ;  given  rise  to  great  dissatisfaction  in  the 

whether,  when  a  similar  force  of  extra  district  ? 

police  was  marched  into  the  town  on  the  *Mb.  STUABT  WOBTLEY:  Captain 
btli  March  1887,  a  riot  took  place,  in  Lindsay  has  been  appointed  as  a  third 
which  a  civilian  was  killed  by  the  class  Superintendent.  The  Chief  Con- 
police  ;    and,  whether    in  future    steps  stable  states  that  hitherto  he  has  been 
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ROYAL  MILITARY  ACADEMY  AT 
WOOLWICH. 

Sir  HENEY  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  the  revised  Code  for  the 
examination  of  candidates  for  entrance 
to  the  Royal  Military  Academy  at  Wool- 
wich has  yet  been  adopted  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  he  can  ^ive  any  information  as 
to  the  cau»e  of  the  delay,  and  as  to  the 
date  at  which  such  revised  Code  will  be 
made  known  and  (!ome  into  force  ? 

*Mr.  BKODRICK:  These  Regulations 
are  now  completed,  and  will  be  issued 
immediately. 

WIRE  GUNS-TIIE  LONCtRIDCJE 
SYSTEM. 

Captain  SELWYN  (Cambridge, 
Wisbt'ch)  asked  the  Sticretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  he  is  aware  tha^ 
General  Maitland,  Director  of  Ordnance 
Factories,  stated  on  the  6th  of  October, 
1888,  at  the  annual  dinner  of  the  Royal 
Arsenal  Foremen's  Association — 

"  That  a  wiro  gun  h.id  been  made  by  them 
on  Mr.  Longridgc's  plan  which  had  beaten 
everything  heforc  it,  having  attained  the  extra- 
ordinary range  of  twelve  and  a-half  mileH.'* 

Whether  wire  guns  are  made  by  Russia, 
France,  and  Germany  on  Mr.  Long- 
ridge's  plan,  with  great  economy  of 
time  and  money ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  such  wire  guns  are  much  stronger 
and  more  durable  than  the  type  of 
hooped  gun  now  in  use  ;  whether  such 
guns  can  be  made  in  much  shorter  time 
(say  one- third),  and  at  much  less  cost 
(say  one-eighth),  than  those  in  use  at 
present ;  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Krupp,  of  Essen,  have  made  several 
wire  guns  which  have  given  brilliant 
results  ;  but  that  they  are  not  brought 
forward  so  long  as  orders  are  forthcom- 
ing for  guns  on  the  old  system,  in  order 
that  the  enormous  plant,  which  would 
he  of  no  use  for  wiro  guns,  may  continus 
to  be  utiliz»?d ;  whether  the  same  con- 
sideration influences  the  War  Of&ce ; 
and,  whether  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
further  trials  or  investigations  of  the 
Longridge  system  of  making  wire  guns 
are  in  progress  or  ('(mtemplation  ? 
*Mr.  BRODRICK:  I  am  informed 
that  the  report  of  General  Maitland's 
statement  is  not  quite  accurate.  He 
said  that  a  gun  made  in  the  Arsenal  on 
a  design  of  his  own,  but  embodying 
Mr.  Longridgo's  principle  of  using  wire 


as  an  auxiliary  to  give  strength,  had 
produced  the  results  described.  I  be- 
lieve a  gun  has  been  made  in  Russia  on 
some  modiflcatiou  of  Mr.  Longridge's 
plans  ;  and  a  few  years  ago  some  were 
made  in  France,  but  failed.  I  know  of 
no  others.  Weight  for  weight  the  wire 
guns  are  stronger;  but  they  are  not 
more  durable  than  hooped  guns,  as  th& 
bores  wear  out  equally  in  either  case. 
At  present  it  is  uncertain  whether  there 
is  any  gain  either  in  time  or  cost  from 
the  use  of  wire ;  but  it  is  hoped  that 
some  little  saving  may  result.  It  wilt 
not,  however,  as  regards  either  time  or 
money,  be  in  anything  like  the  propor- 
tion suggested  in  the  question.  I  am 
not  aware  that  Mr.  Krupp  has  made- 
any  wire  guns,  and  certainly  no  con- 
sideration for  existing  plant  would  pre- 
vent the  WarOi&oe  from  adopting  them 
if  otherwise  found  desirable.  Several 
wire  guns  are  being  made  for  trial. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  May  I  ask  whe- 
ther any  gun  on  Mr.  Longridge's  own 
plan  has  been  tried  ? 

♦Mr.    BRODRICK:    Yes.   Sir;    one 

was  tested  and  burst  on  the  first  round. 

Captain  SELWYN:    Was  not  that 

due  to  a  flaw  in  the  material,  and  not  to 

any  defect  in  the  design. 

*Mr.  BRODRICK:  The  information 
I  have  does  not  bear  out  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member, 
but  if  he  had  seen  the  gun  after  it  had 
burst,  I  do  not  think  he  would  have 
wished  any  further  experiments  made 
in  that  direction. 

RAILWAY  RATES. 

Mr.  GRAY  ( Essex)  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  he  is 
aware  that  many  railway  companies 
have  recently  very  considerably  in- 
creased their  rates  and  are  now  actually 
charging  these  increased  rates;  and, 
whether  there  are  any  means  by  which 
traders  may  be  protected  fro  en  the 
injury  thus  inflicted  upon  them? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  BEACH 
said  :  In  consequence  of  the  statements 
which  have  been  publicly  made  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  on  this 
question,  I  communicated  with  the 
Chairman  of  the  Railway  Companies 
Association,  who  informs  me  that  the 
railway  companies  made  considerable 
alterations  in  rates  at  the  end  of  last 
year   in  view  of  the  operation  of  the 
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Bail  way  and  Canal  Traffic  Act;  that 
these  alterations  were  generally  in  the 
direction  of  cancelling  obsolete  through 
rates,  and  also  rates  which  appeared 
open  to  objection  on  the  ground  of 
undue  preference ;  that  the  cancelling 
of  these  special  rates  had  the 
efiPect  of  raising  the  charges  made 
for  carriage,  as  the  ordinary  rates  would 
then  apply  instead  of  the  special  rates ; 
that  since  the  1st  of  January  the  rail- 
way companies  have  made  no  advances 
in  their  rates,  and  have  no  intention 
of  doing  so  without  complying  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act ;  and  that  if,  by 
inadvertence,  any  rates  have  been 
charged  in  any  district  above  those  in 
force  on  the  Ist  January,  the  railway 
companies  ask  that  the  person  so 
charged  will  communicate  with  the 
General  Manager  of  the  company 
making  the  increased  charge,  when  the 
matter  shall  be  put  right. 

AUSTRALIAN  POSTAL  RATES. 
8irG.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy):  I 
beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  how 
the  penny  charge  for  newspapers  to 
Australia  is  distributed — that  is,  how 
much  to  the  British  Post  Office  for  transit 
in  Britain  and  sea  passage  to  Australia; 
how  much  to  the  Continental  countries 
for  transit  to  Brindisi,  and  how  much 
to  the  Australian  Colonies  for  transit  and 
delivery  there ;  whether  the  postage 
from  this  country  to  India,  both  coun- 
tries being  in  the  Postal  Union,  is  not 
dependent  on  the  doctrine  that  Postal 
Union  rates  are  not  obligatory  on  services 
between  one  part  of  the  British 
dominions  and  another ;  if  so,  why 
Australia  is  treated  more  favourably 
than  India ;  and  whether,  now  that  he 
has  arranged  for  a  cheaper  postage  to 
Australia  wholly  by  sea,  he  will  arrange 
for  a  similar  service  to  India  ? 
♦Mr.  RAIKES:  Out  of  the  penny 
charged  on  a  newspaper  for  Australia 
the  Post  Office  pays  a  halfpenny  for 
transit  through  France  and  Italy, .  and 
about  l-Tith  of  a  penny  to  each  inter- 
mediate Colony  for  such  newspapers  as 
have  to  be  conveyed  from  Adelaide 
through  one  Colony  or  more  to  the  Colony 
of  destination.  For  mere  delivery  nothing 
is  credited  to  the  Colonies.  I  am  not 
sure  that  I  rightly  apprehend  the  hon. 
Member's  second  question ;  but  I  may 
Bay  that  no  such  doctrine  as  he  mentions 


has  been  admitted  in  fixing  the  rates 
of  postage  to  British  Colonies  belong^ng^ 
to  the  Postal  Union.  As  at  present 
advised,  and  in  view  of  the  large  sacri- 
fice of  revenue  even  at  the  present  rates, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  recommend  a 
cheaper  postage  rate  to  India  by  tha^ 
long  sea  route. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity of  drawing  attention  to  the 
unfairness  of  treating  Australia  so  much 
more  favourably  than  India. 

PARLIAMENTARY    GOVERNMENT  FOR 
'  WESTERN  AUSTRALIA. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  what  are  the  objects  of  the 
Bill  which  has  passed  a  Second  Reading 
in  Western  Australia ;  whether  it  was 
introduced  and  promoted  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  British  Government  in 
that  Crown  Colony;  and  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  proposes  to  ask  the^ 
assent  of  the  Legislative  Council  of 
Western  Australia  to  a  Bill  for  giving 
responsible  government  to  the  Colony, 
and  transferring  to  the  Colony  the  con- 
trol  of  the  lands  of  the  temperate  zone, 
before  he  consults  the  British  Parlia- 
ment in  the  matter  ? 

Baron  H.  de  WORMS  :  The  ob- 
jects of  the  Bill,  which  has  passed  a 
Second  Reading  in  Australia,  are  to  pro- 
vide the  Colony  with  Parliamentary  or 
'^responsible"  government  in  place  of 
its  present  Constitution,  which  is  not 
that  of  a  Crown  Colony,  inasmuch  as 
two-thirds  of  its  Legislative  Council  are 
elected  Members  entirely  independent 
of  the  Government.  In  accordance  with 
the  precedents  in  other  Colonies,  the 
Bill  was  introduced  by  the  Colonial 
Secretary,  and  supported  by  the  officers 
of  the  Government  in  the  Legislative 
Council.  The  ordinary  and  constitu- 
tional course  has  been  followed  by  legis* 
lation  in  the  Colony  in  the  first  instance, 
and  reserving  to  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment the  power  of  amending  or  reject- 
ing the  Colonial  legislation. 

Sir  G.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
notice  that  in  consequence  of  the  an- 
swer just  given,  I  shall  propose  in  the 
Vote  on  Account  to  strike  out  that  por- 
tion of  the  Vote  which  provides  for  the 
salary  of  the  Colonial  Secretary. 
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COUNTY  COUNCIL  ELECTION    REGIS- 
TERS. 

Mr.  HOBHOUSE  (Someraet,  E.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  President  of  the  Local 
OoTemment  Board  whether  he  is  aware 
that,  in  the  precepts  just  issued  by  the 
Local  GoTemment  Board  to  the  Clerks 
of  the  Peace,  the  20th  October  is  fixed 
as  the  date  on  which  the  registers,  both 
of  County  Electors  and  of  Parlia- 
mentary Voters,  are  to  be  ready ;  that 
this  only  allows  seven  days  from  the 
13th  day  of  October,  the  date  fixed  by 
law  for  the  completion  of  the  revision 
of  the  Lists ;  that  in  these  seven  days 
the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  will  have  to 
prepare  for  the  Press,  and  get  printed, 
corrected,  indexed,  and  bound,  sets  of 
registers  containing  in  many  counties 
100,000  names  and  upwards;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  the  great  additional 
pressure,  expense,  and  risk  of  errors 
that  will  be  caused  by  such  an  arrange- 
ment, he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  further  postponing  the  time  for  the 
publication  of  the  registers  ? 
♦Mb.  RITCHIE:  The  period  within 
which  the  revision  of  the  Lists  of  Voters 
is  to  take  place,  and  the  date  on 
which  the  Kegisters  of  County  Electors 
and  Parliamentary  Voters  are  to  be 
completed,  are  prescrihed  by  sections  6 
and  7  of  the  County  Electors  Act  of  last 
year.  As  the  Order  in  Council  to  which 
reference  is  made  merely  refers  to  the 
dates  prescribed  by  Statute,  no  alteration 
of  the  dates  (;ould  be  made  without  an 
alteration  of  the  law.  As  the  County 
Council  Elootions  will  be  held  on 
the  flame  day  as  the  Muncipal 
Elections  —  namely,  the  let  of 
November — no  longer  time  can  be  given 
except  by  altering  the  preliminary 
stages  of  registration,  and  I  am  advised 
that  to  alter  the  dates  of  those  stages 
of  registration,  which  under  the  exist- 
ing system  are  conducted  by  overseers, 
would  lead  to  great  confusion  and  inac- 
curacy. I  must,  at  the  same  time,  point 
out  that  the  revision  of  the  Lists  by  the 
Revising  Barristers  is  to  commence  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  7th  of  Septem- 
ber, and  that  the  Clerks  of  the  Peace  are 
furnished  with  the  Revised  Lists  as 
the  revision  proceeds,  and  that  conse- 
quently the  interval  between  the  last 
day  within  which  the  revision  must 
take  place  and  the  date  of  the  comple- 
tion of  the  Registers  does  not  represent 


the  period  allowed  for  the  printing  of 
the  Kegister.  I  may  add  that  I  hope  to 
be  able  to  arrange  that  the  reviskm 
shall  be  promptly  proceeded  with  by 
the  Revising  Barristers,  so  as  to  secare 
the  completion  of  the  revision  at  an 
earlier  date  than  the  latest  period  per- 
mitted by  the  Act. 

IRELAND— THE  PORTUMNA 
EVICTIONS. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast.  W.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether  any  com- 
munication has  been  made  on  the  pBoi 
of  the  Irish  Executive  to  the  Moat  Kev. 
Dr.  Healy,  Coadjutor  Bishop  of  Clon- 
fert,  or  to  Mr.  Tener,  Lord  Clanricarde's 
agent,  to  the  effect  that  the  forces  of  the 
Crown  will  not  be  supplied  for  the  pur- 
pose of  certain  evictions  in  the  Portnmna 
district,  because  the  G-ovemment  are 
not  satisfied  that  the  decrees  obtained 
by  the  landlords  are  legal ;  whether  the 
agen^  suggested  that  the  constables 
guarding  the  emergency  men  in  the 
several  huts  should  accompany  them  to 
the  proposed  evictions;  whether  this 
suggestion  was  rejected  ;  why  eyictionB 
are  facilitated  by  the  Government  in  the 
Woodford  district  of  Lord  Clanricarde's 
estates,  and  are  hindered  in  the  Port- 
umna  district  of  that  estate ;  what  are 
the  **  particular  circumstances"  which 
led  to  the  refusal  to  lend  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  for  evictions  in  the  Portumna 
district  ;  whether  the  correspondence 
between  the  Irish  Executive,  Lord 
Clanricarde,  and  Mr.  Tener  will  be 
communicated  to  the  House  ;  and  whe- 
ther, as  the  Coadjutor  Bishop  has  no 
objection  to  the  publication  of  the 
correspondence  between  himself  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  as  the 
right  Hon.  Gentleman  has  drawn  from 
the  correspondence  an  inference  affect- 
ing the  Bishop  which  the  Bishop  does 
not  accept,  a  copy  of  that  correspon- 
dence will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  With  regard 
to  the  first  and  sixth  paragraphs  of  the 
question,  there  is  no  official  oorrespon- 
dence  of  the  kind,  as  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seems  to  suppose.  The  Divi- 
sional Commissioner  reports  that  he  told 
Mr.  Tener,  in  reference  to  his  application 
for  protection  in  carrying  oat  certain 
warranto  both  in  Woodford  and  Per* 
tumna,  that,  as  there  was  a  dou\>t  aboat 
the  validity  of  the  orders  on  which  the 
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warrant  was  granted,  it  was  not  advis- 
able to  afford  protection  in  the  execution 
of  them.  The  agent  did  make  the  sug- 
gestion contained  in  the  second  para- 
graph, but  the  Divisional  Commissioner 
refused  to  accede  to  it.  There  is  no 
ground  for  supposing  that  a  distinction 
has  been  drawn  in  the  action  of  the 
Government  between  Woodford  and 
Portumna.  The  **  particular  circum- 
stances "  referred  to  in  the  fifth  para- 
graph related  partly  to  the  extreme 
difficulty  of  assembling  the  necessary 
protection  previous  to  the  expiration  of 
the  decrees,  partly  to  the  doubt  about 
the  legality  of  the  decrees.  I  do  not 
know  upon  what  grounds  the  hon. 
Gentleman  expresses  the  opinions  at- 
tributed in  the  last  paragraph  to  Dr. 
Healy  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  statements  have 
appeared  in  the  public  Press  to  the 
efifect  that  the  Bishop  has  no  objection 
to  the  publication  of  the  correspondence 
between  himself  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  and  is  the  objection  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
publication  of  the  letters  due  to  his  un- 
willingness to  disclose  his  share  in  the 
correspoodence  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  statement 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  is 
one  that  I  think  came  out  in  a  leading 
article  in  the  Freeman's  Journal,  I  do 
not  think  it  requires  any  answering. 

THE  PRISONER  TRACY. 
Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  prisoner  Tracy,  when  in 
Castlebar  Gaol,  was  denounced  as  an 
informer  in  the  local  Koman  Catholic 
church,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  but  one  Catholic 
church  in  the  town  of  Castlebar,  and 
that  the  parish  priest,  the  Rev.  Patrick 
Lyons,  who  is  also  chaplain  to  the 
prison,  has  declared  the  statement  in 
question  to  be  wholly  untrue,  and  has 
challenged  proof  of  it ;  whether,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  course  pursued  by  him 
in  regard  to  the  public  statement  of 
Father  Lyons,  the  reverend  gentleman 
has  indicated  his  intention  of  resigning 
the  chaplaincy  of  Castlebar  Prison  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  subsequent  infor- 
mation, he  is  now  prepared  to  make  any 
further  statement  on  the  subject  ? 

VOL.  OCOXXXIII.    [thibd  saBiKS."] 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOQR:  My  state- 
ment was  that  it  was  publicly  announced 
in  a  local  Roman  Catliolic  chapel  that 
the  prisoner  Tracy  had  turned  informer. 
The  chapel  alluded  to  was  Cappaduff^ 
which  is  one  of  the  localities  in  which 
there  is  evidence  of  the  man  having 
been  actively  engaged  in  the  commission 
of  crime. 

RODDY'S  HOTEL  AND  DERRY  PRISON. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment that  Father  Stephens,  a  prisoner 
in  Derry  Guol,  has  been  prevented  from 
obtaining  his  food  from  Roddy's  Hotel« 
on  the  ground  that  the  hotel  people  had 
entered  into  collusion  to  defeat  the 
prison  rules,  whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  by  Mr.  William  Roddy  in  the 
press,  that  the  hotel  messengers  never 
saw  any  prisoner,  and  never  went 
further  than  the  outer  hall  of  the 
prison  where  the  food  was  delivered  to 
a  warder  to  be  taken  by  him  to  the 
prisoner ;  and,  if  this  be  so,  what  is  the 
explanation  of  the  charge  of  collusion ; 
and  whether  the  order  of  exclusive 
dealing  against  this  hotel  will  be  further 
enforced  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Prisons 
Board  inform  me  that  they  have  no 
knowledge  of  what  Mr.  Roddy's  state- 
ment in  the  Press  is,  but  the  Visiting 
Committee,  after  careful  inquiry  into 
surreptitious  communications  between 
Father  M'Fadden  and  the  managers  of 
Roddy's  Hotel,  were  fully  satisfied  that 
collusion  existed  of  a  sufficiently  serious 
nature  to  oblige  them  to  direct  that  the 
provisions  for  prisoners  should  not  in 
future  be  received  through  that  establish- 
ment. It  is  a  matter  of  prison  discipline 
that  messengers  from  the  establishment 
which  provides  prisoners  with  food  are 
not  admitted  to  the  prisoners,  but  hand 
the  supplies  to  a  prison  officer,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  bring  them  to  the  prisoners. 
The  Prisons  Board  have  no  intention 
whatever  under  the  circumstances  of 
allowing  the  proprietors  of  Roddy's 
Hotel  to  supply  any  of  the  prisoners  in 
Londonderry  Prison  with  food,  having 
regard  to  the  order  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  if  the 
prison  authorities  have  stated  or  indi- 
cated the  grounds  upon  which  they  oam» 
to  the  conclusion  referred  to  ?    Does  th» 
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right  hon.  Gentleinan  not  think  that  the 
owner  of  this  hotel  has  been  sufficiently 
punished  already  by  being:  boycotted  by 
all  the  Unionists  in  the  district  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
the  decision  has  been  arrived  at  by  the 
Yisiting  Committee. 

Mr.  swift  MAC  NEILL  (Donegal, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  whether,  in  order  to 
avoid  all  possibility  of  collusion,  Father 
Stephens  was  in  charge  of  and  con- 
stantly attended  by  one  warder,  who 
was  responsible  for  everything  that 
occurred  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub  did  not  answer. 

Mb.  swift  mac  NEILL :  I  press 
for  an  answer. 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  is  re- 
ferring to  the  question  which  was  asked 
from  the  notice  paper. 

Mr.  swift  mac  NEILL:  Yes,  Sir, 
with  all  respect,  my  question  does  relate 
to  that  which  has  been  already  asked ; 
I  ask  it  in  order  to  show  that  there  was 
no  possibility  of  collusion. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  the  Question. 

DUMBLANE  CATHEDRAL. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College 
Division)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated  in  the  OlaBgow  Evening  Netcs, 
that  the  Board  of  Works  has  sanctioned 
a  scheme  for  the  restoration  of  Dumblane 
Cathedral,  that  ''the  Cathedral  has  been, 
or  is  to  be,  conveyed  from  the  Board  of 
Works  to  the  Board  of  Manufactures '' 
in  Edinburgh,  and  that  the  Board  has 
been  entrusted  with  the  selection  of 
plans,  and  is  to  undertake,  after  the 
restoration,  to  maintain  the  fabric  in  all 
time  coming,  in  consideration  of  a  cash 
payment  of  £3,000  ;  if  the  statement  be 
true,  under  what  Act  do  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Works  propose  to  hand  over 
the  control  of  an  important  National 
Monument  to  the  Board  of  Manufac- 
tures; whether,  considering  that  the 
interior  of  the  ruined  Cathedral  has 
been  used  as  a  burial  ground  for  more 
than  a  century,  he  has  made  any 
arrangement  for  safeguarding  the  burial 
rights  of  families  interested  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proposed  restoration ;  and 
whether  an  opportunity  will  be  given 
the  House  of  discussing  the  proposed 
transfer  of  this  nation^  monument  to 
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the  Board  of  Manufactures,  a  body 
which  many  consider  not  at  all  a  proper 
body  to  be  entrusted  with  this  work  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkbt,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  transaction  is  com- 
pleted. It  was  completed  becaoae 
the  matter  had  been  gone  into  very 
fully,  and  I  have  received  a  very 
influential  deputation,repre8enting  as  far 
as  I  could  ascertain  all  political  parties 
and  the  peoples  of  the  different  religious 
persuasions.  While  it  may  seem  a 
strange  body  to  be  entrusted  with  suck 
work,  I  believe  the  Board  of  Manu- 
factures is  really  as  good  a  body  for 
the  purpose  as  can  be  found. 

Dr.  CAMERON  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that,  as  there  is  no  other  way  of  raising 
the  question,  I  will  do  so  by  moving 
a  reduction  of  the  right  hon.  Ghentle- 
man's  salary. 

THE  PONSONBY  ESTATE. 

Mr.  LANE  (Cork  County,  E.)  :  I  be^ 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  as  the 
purchase  of  the  Ponsonby  estate  by  a 
London  syndicate  is  now  acknowledged 
by  them,  he  will  cause  the  local  auti^o- 
rities  in  Cork  to  inquire  into  the  alleged 
intention  to  evict  300  tenants  on  the 
estate,  and  to  report  to  him  upon  the 
probable  effect  such  evictions  will  have 
upon  the  peace  and  good  order  of  a  wide 
district  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  are  any  circumstances 
connected  with  the  Ponsonby  estate 
which  require  special  inquiry  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  I  am  aware 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  in 
operation  fcr  two  years  upon  the  pro- 
perty, and  it  requires  no  profound 
knowledge  of  Ireland  to  be  aware  that 
under  such  circumstances  evictions  often 
become  necessary,  and  that  the  peaoe 
and  good  order  of  the  district  may  be 
seriously  disturbed. 

Mr.  LANE:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  the  unjust  eviction 
of  300  families,  and  the  peace  of  the 
whole  of  the  South  of  Ireliuid,  ought  to 
be  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  to 
ths  Irish  Government  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  An  unjust 
eviction  must  always  be  a  matter  of 
regret  to  everybody  ;  but  I  hare  no 
ground  for  believing  that  any  unjust 
eviction  is  about  to  take  plaoe. 
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Mr.  CHANNINQ  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  Has  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seen 
a  letter  in  the  FrasmatCs  Journal^  in 
which  Mr.  Townsend,  the  agent  of  the 
63mdicate  who  have  bought  the 
Ponsonby  estate,  declares  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  syndicate  to  evict  all 
tenants  who  do  not  purchase  or  other- 
wise settle  on  the  terms  proposed  by  the 
flvndicate  ? 

"Mr.  a.   J.  BALFOUR:    I  have  not 
seen  that. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that,  while 
negotiations  were  being  carried  on  to 
arrange  a  scheme  of  purchase  under 
Lord  Ashbourne's  Act  between  Mr. 
Ponsonby  and  his  tenants,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Huntingdonshire  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry)  publicly  declared  that 
^'  Mr.  PonsoDby  would  not  settle  with 
his  tenants  "  ;  whether  Mr.  Brunker, 
acting  for  Mr.  Ponsonby,  telegraphed  to 
Oanon  Keller  two  days  subsequently 
that  '^  Mr.  Smith*  Barry's  statement  was 
utterly  unauthorized ;"  and  whether  Mr. 
Brunker  wrote  on  the  following  day  that 
he  regretted  he  could  no  longer  continue 
the  negotiations  which  he  had  hoped 
he  could  have  satisfactorily  concluded? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
epecial  knowledge  of  the  matters  re- 
ferred to  in  the  question.  But  from 
what  I  know  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Huntingdonshire  I 
feel  perfectly  certain  he  would  never  give 
the  advice  to  any  Irish  landlord  not  to 
settle  with  his  tenants  upon  reasonable 
terms. 

Mr.  lane  :  That  is  not  an  answer 
to  my  question.  The  question  I  have 
on  the  Paper  is  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Huntingdonshire,  in  the 
midst  of  a  settlement  between  this  land- 
lord and  his  tenants,  declared  publicly 
that  Mr.  Ponsonby  would  never  settle 
with  his  tenants ;  and,  whether,  in  a  few 
days  afterwards,  it  was  ascertained  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Huntingdon- 
shire and  some  friends  had  combined  and 
-oonspired  to  prevent  Mr.  Ponsonby 
aettling  with  his  tenants  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  told  the 
hon.  Member  I  had  no  special  knowledge 
of  the  circumstances ;  but  I  took  care  to 
^uard  against  the  inference  he  appears 
to  draw,  that  my  hon.  Friend  would 
ever  recommend  any  Irish  landlord  not 
to  settle  with  his  tenants. 


Mr.  lane  :  As  this  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance  to  the  whole  of  the 
Southof  Ireland,  mayl  askthe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  will  cause  some 
authority,  eay  in  Cork  or  in  Dublin,  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  syndicate  intervened  between 
landlord  and  tenants,  and  bought  the 
property  over  the  heads  of  the  tenants 
just  as  they  were  about  to  purchase 
from  the  landlord  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
stated  that,  as  far  as  I  understand  the 
transaction,  the  position  of  the  tenants 
is  in  no  wise  altered;  they  will  now 
be  in  the  same  position  relatively  as 
before. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  am  sorry  to  press  the 
matter,  but  it  is  so  vitally  important 
that  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  does  not  think  the  position 
of  the  tenants  very  much  altered  when, 
instead  of  being  on  the  point  of  settling 
with  their  landlord — 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order.  That 
is  clearly  a  matter  of  opinion,  which 
cannot  form  the  subject  of  a  question. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  ask  the  question  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  before  he  gave  such  a  character 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunting- 
donshire, he  was  aware  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee, the  principle  of  whose  operations 
was  to  prevent  settlements  between 
landlords  and  their  tenants. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no 
ground  for  thinking  that  at  all.  I 
believe  my  hon  Friend  is  connected  with 
a  Committee,  the  object  of  which  is  to 
prevent  the  Plan  of  Campaign  succeed- 
ing. I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  given  an  accurate  description 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  ia  the  City  of  Cork  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Huntingdonshire 
made  use  of  the  language  ascribed  to 
him? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  a  very 
inadequate  reader  of  the  newspapers, 
and  have  not  seen  the  report. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  COX  (Clare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  solicitor 
for  the  defence  of  the  Irish  Membert 
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before  the  Special  Commission  has  made 
an  application  to  the  Irish  Office  for  in- 
formation as  to  the  whereabouts  of  the 
informer  Cullinane,  for  the  purpose  of 
having  him  served  with  a  subpoena  to 
appear  before  the  Special  Commission ; 
and  what  reply  has  been  sent? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  given 
to  understand  that  the  letter  from 
Messrs.  Lewis  on  the  subject  referred  to 
in  the  question  was  received  at  the  Irish 
Office  in  Queen  Street,  and  has  been 
forwarded  to  Dublin,  where  it  will  no 
doubt  be  dealt  with  without  unnecessary 
delay  T 

Mr.  cox  :  I  beg  to  ask  *the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  having  regard  to  his  statement 
that  the  Government  would  allow  facili- 
ties to  both  the  parties  before  the 
Special  Commission,  whether  it  is  true 
that  the  police  at  Quin  and  Clooney, 
county  Clare,  tore  down  placards 
announcing  a  public  collection  in  aid  of 
the  fund  for  the  defence  of  the  Irish 
Members  before  the  Commission  ;  and, 
if  so,  by  what  authority  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Constabu- 
lary authorities  report  that  it  appears 
that  four  copies  of  the  placard  in  ques- 
tion were  taken  down.  The  collection 
was  announced  as  being  made  under 
the  auspices  of  a  suppressed  branch  of 
the  League. 

Mr.  COX  :  May  I  ask  whether  the 
placards  had  not  been  issued  by  the 
central  branch  in  Dublin,  which  is  not 
suppressed  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  cannot 
answer  that  question,  but  the  placard 
was  torn  down  as  being  an  attempt  to 
revive  the  League  in  that  district. 

Mr.  sexton  :  In  this  attempt  to 
prevent  the  defendants  from  raising 
funds  for  their  defence  to  be  taken  as  an 
instance  of  equal  facilities  to  both  par- 
ties. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No  attempt 
has  been  made,  or  can,  or  will  be  made 
to  prevent  the  raising  of  such  funds. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  a  copy  of  the  written  applications 
of  the  solicitors  of  the  prisoner  Tracy  for 
leave  to  visit  him  in  Belfast  Gaol  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Prison 
Board  inform  me  that  it  would  be  inex- 
pedient to  et»tablish  a  precedent  of  the 
kind  suggested  in  the  question.     They 
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add  that  the  grounds  on  which  the  aoli-^ 
citors  made  their  request  to  see  the  pri- 
soner were  chiefly  owing  to  alleged  in- 
justice of  sentence.  This  is  a  matter 
upon  which  every  prisoner  has  a  right 
to  memorialize  the  Lord  Lieutenant  at 
any  time,  and  this  course  was  pointed 
out  to  the  solicitors  as  the  proper  one. 
The  Board  saw  no  reason  to  relax  their 
rules  in  this  case,  as  they  had  strong^ 
reason  for  believing  that  the  alleged  pur- 
pose of  the  interview  was  not  bond  fide. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  consider  it  would  be 
advisable  for  every  prisoner  wishing  to 
memorialize  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  have^ 
the  assistance  of  a  solicitor  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  Balfour  did  not  reply. 

THE  ROYAL  MILITARY  ACADEMY. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley) :  I  beg  ta 
ask  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  under 
the  Regulations  of  the  Royal  Militazy 
Academy  and  Royal  Military  College 
the  contribution  payable  for  a  caoet 
whose  father  is  serving  in  the  Army  or 
Navy  varies  from  £80. for  the  son  of  a 
General  or  Admiral  to  £40  for  the  son 
of  a  junior  commissioned  officer,  but 
that  a  warrant  officer  whose  son  gains 
admission  into  Woolwich  or  Sandhurst 
is  required  to  pay  £150  a  year,  the 
sum  required  for  the  son  of  a  private 
gentleman ;  and,  if  this  be  true,  whether 
he  will  reconsider  the  decision  which 
thus  excludes  non- commissioned  officers 
from  the  privileges  allowed  to  com- 
missioned members  of  both  Services,  of 
paying  proportionately  graduated  con- 
tributions for  their  sons  who  may  be 
cadets  ? 

Mr.  BRODRICK  :  Provision  has  not 
been  made  in  the  Regulations  for  the 
admission  of  the  sons  of  warrant  and 
non-commissioned  officers  to  the  Royal 
Military  Academy  or  Royal  Militazy 
College  at  a  reduced  rate,  because  it  has 
been  considered  that  the  great  expense 
of  the  preliminary  education  would 
deter  such  candidates  from  presenting 
themselves.  Should,  however,  such  a 
case  occur  in  practice,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  be  quite  ready  to  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  amending  the 
warrant. 

DOVER  CONVIOT  PRISON. 
Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Seoretazj 
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warrant  was  granted,  it  was  not  advis- 
able to  afford  protection  in  the  execution 
of  them.  The  agent  did  make  the  sug- 
gestion contained  in  the  second  para- 
graph, but  the  Divisional  Commissioner 
refused  to  accede  to  it.  There  is  no 
ground  for  supposing  that  a  distinction 
has  been  drawn  in  the  action  of  the 
Government  between  Woodford  and 
Porturana.  The  '*  particular  circum- 
stances'' referred  to  in  the  fifth  para- 
gpraph  related  partly  to  the  extreme 
difficulty  of  assembling  the  necessary 
protection  previous  to  the  expiration  of 
the  decrees,  partly  to  the  doubt  about 
the  legality  of  the  decrees.  I  do  not 
know  upon  what  grounds  the  hon. 
Gentleman  expresses  the  opinions  at- 
tributed in  the  last  paragraph  to  Dri 
Healy  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  statements  have 
appeared  in  the  public  Press  to  the 
effect  that  the  Bishop  has  no  objection 
to  the  publication  of  the  correspondence 
between  himself  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ;  and  is  the  objection  on  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
publication  of  the  letters  due  to  his  un- 
willingness to  disclose  his  share  in  the 
correspondence  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  statement 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  is 
one  that  I  think  came  out  in  a  leading 
article  in  the  Freeman's  Journal,  I  do 
not  think  it  requires  any  answering. 

THE  PRISONER  TRACY. 
Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment that  the  prisoner  Tracy,  when  in 
Castlebar  Gaol,  was  denounced  as  an 
informer  in  the  local  Roman  Catholic 
church,  whether  he  is  aware 
that  there  is  but  one  Catholic 
church  in  the  town  of  Castlebar,  and 
that  the  parish  priest,  the  Eev.  Patrick 
Lyons,  who  is  also  chaplain  to  the 
prison,  has  declared  the  statement  in 
question  to  be  wholly  untrue,  and  has 
challenged  proof  of  it ;  whether,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  course  pursued  by  him 
in  regard  to  the  public  statement  of 
Father  Lyons,  the  reverend  gentleman 
has  indicated  his  intention  of  resigning 
the  chaplaincy  of  Castlebar  Prison  ;  and 
whether,  in  view  of  subsequent  infor- 
mation, he  is  now  prepared  to  make  any 
further  statement  on  the  subject  ? 

VOL.  OCCXXXIII.    [third  sbries.] 


Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOQR:  My  state- 
ment  was  that  it  was  publicly  announced 
in  a  local  Komaa  Catholic  chapel  that 
the  prisoner  Tracy  had  turned  informer. 
The  chapel  alluded  to  was  Cappaduff, 
which  is  one  of  the  localities  in  which 
there  is  evidence  of  the  man  having 
been  actively  engaged  in  the  commission 
of  crime. 

RODDY'S  HOTEL  AND  DERRY  PRISON. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment that  Father  Stephens,  a  prisoner 
in  Derry  Gaol,  has  been  prevented  from 
obtaining  his  food  from  Roddy's  Hotel, 
on  the  ground  that  the  hotel  people  had 
entered  into  collusion  to  defeat  the 
prison  rules,  whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  by  Mr.  William  Roddy  in  the 
press,  that  the  hotel  messengers  never 
saw  any  prisoner,  and  never  went 
further  than  the  outer  hall  of  the 
prison  where  the  food  was  delivered  to 
a  warder  to  be  taken  by  him  to  the 
prisoner ;  and,  if  this  be  so,  what  is  the 
explanation  of  the  charge  of  collusion ; 
and  whether  the  order  of  exclusive 
dealing  against  this  hotel  will  be  further 
enforced  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Prisons 
Board  inform  me  that  they  have  no 
knowledge  of  what  Mr.  Roddy's  state- 
ment in  the  Press  is,  but  the  Visiting 
Committee,  after  careful  inquiry  into 
surreptitious  communications  between 
Father  M'Fadden  and  the  managers  of 
Roddy's  Hotel,  were  fully  satisfied  that 
collusion  existed  of  a  sufficiently  serious 
nature  to  oblige  them  to  direct  that  the 
provisions  for  prisoners  should  not  in 
future  be  received  through  that  establish- 
ment. It  is  a  matter  of  prison  discipline 
that  messengers  from  the  establishment 
which  provides  prisoners  with  food  are 
not  admitted  to  the  prisoners,  but  hand 
the  supplies  to  a  prison  officer,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  bring  them  to  the  prisoners. 
The  Prisons  Board  have  no  intention 
whatever  under  the  circumstances  of 
allowing  the  proprietors  of  Roddy's 
Hotel  to  supply  any  of  the  prisoners  in 
Londonderry  Prison  with  food,  having 
regard  to  the  order  of  the  Visiting 
Committee  in  this  matter. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  May  I  ask  if  the 
prison  authorities  have  stated  or  indi- 
cated the  g^unds  upon  which  they  came 
to  the  conclusion  referred  to  ?    Does  the 
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right  hon.  Gentlenian  not  think  that  the 
owner  of  this  hotel  has  been  sufficiently 
punished  already  by  being  boycotted  by 
all  the  Unionists  in  the  district  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  understand 
the  decision  has  been  arriyed  at  by  the 
Visiting  Committee. 

Mb.  swift  mac  NEILL  (Donegal, 
S.) :  I  beg  to  ask  whether,  in  order  to 
avoid  all  poesibility  of  collusion,  Father 
Stephens  was  in  charge  of  and  con- 
stantly attended  by  one  warder,  who 
was  responsible  for  everything  that 
occurred  f 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  did  not  answer. 

Mb.  SWIFT  MAC  NEILL :  I  press 
for  an  answer. 

♦Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  I  do 
not  think  the  hon.  Member  is  re- 
ferring to  the  question  which  was  asked 
from  the  notice  paper. 

Mb.  swift  mac  NEILL:  Yes,  Sir, 
with  all  respect,  my  question  does  relate 
to  that  which  has  been  already  asked ; 
I  ask  it  in  order  to  show  that  there  was 
no  possibility  of  collusion. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  must  ask  for 
notice  of  the  Question. 

DUMBLANE  CATHEDRAL. 

Db.   CAMERON   (Glasgow,   College 
Division) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated  in  the  Glasgow  JEhening  News, 
that  the  Board  of  Works  has  sanctioned 
a  scheme  for  the  restoration  of  Dumblane 
Cathedral,  that  *^  the  Cathedral  has  been, 
or  is  to  be,  conveyed  from  the  Board  of 
Works  to  the  Board  of  Manufactures  " 
in  Edinburgh,  and  that  the  Board  has 
been   entrusted   with    the   selection  of 
plans,  and  is  to    undertake,   after  the 
restoration,  to  maintain  the  fabric  in  all 
time  coming,  in  consideration  of  a  cash 
payment  of  £3,000  ;  if  the  statement  be 
true,  under  what  Act  do  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Works  propose  to  hand  over 
the  control  of  an  important   National 
Monument  to  the  Board  of  Manufac- 
tures;   whether,   considering    that  the 
interior   of  the  ruined   Cathedral   has 
been  used  as  a  burial  ground  for  more 
than    a    century,    he    has    made    any 
arrangement  for  safeguarding  the  burial 
rights  of  families  interested  in  connec- 
tion with  the  proposed  restoration ;  and 
whether  an  opportunity  will  be   given 
the  House  of  discussing  the  proposed 
transfer  of  this  national  monument  to 

Mr,  Sexton 


the  Board  of  Manufactures,  a  bodj 
which  many  consider  not  at  all  a  proper 
body  to  be  entrusted  with  this  work  f 

Thb  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pltokbt,  Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  transaction  is  oom- 
pleted.  It  was  completed  becaofle 
the  matter  had  been  gone  into  Yeiy 
fully,  and  I  have  received  a  very 
influential deputation,representing  as  far 
as  I  could  ascertain  all  political  parties 
and  the  peoples  of  the  different  religions 
persuasions.  While  it  may  seenx  a 
strange  body  to  be  entrusted  with  such 
work,  I  believe  the  Board  of  Manu- 
factures is  really  as  good  a  body  for 
the  purpose  as  can  be  found. 

Db.  CAMERON :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that,  as  there  is  no  other  way  of  raising 
the  question,  I  will  do  so  by  moving 
a  reduction  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's salary. 

THE  PONSONBY  ESTATK 
Mb.  lane  (Cork  County,  E.)  :  I  beg 
to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  as  the 
purchase  of  the  Ponsonby  estate  by  a 
London  syndicate  is  now  acknowledged 
by  them,  he  will  cause  the  local  autho- 
rities in  Cork  to  inquire  into  the  alleged 
intention  to  evict  300  tenants  on  the 
estate,  and  to  report  to  him  upon  the 
probable  effect  such  evictions  wHl  have 
upon  the  peace  and  good  order  of  a  wide 
district  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  are  any  circumstances 
connected  with  the  Ponsonby  estate 
which  require  special  inquiry  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  1  am  aware 
that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  has  been  in 
operation  for  two  years  upon  the  pro- 
perty, and  it  requires  no  profound 
knowledge  of  Ireland  to  be  aware  that 
under  such  circumstances  evictions  often 
become  necessary,  and  that  the  peace 
and  good  order  of  the  district  may  be 
seriously  disturbed. 

Mb.  LANE:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  the  unjust  eviction 
of  300  families,  and  the  peace  of  the 
whole  of  the  South  of  Ireland,  ought  to 
be  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference  to 
ths  Irish  Government  ? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR:  An  unjust 
eviction  must  always  be  a  matter  of 
regret  to  everybody  ;  but  I  have  no 
ground  for  believing  that  any  unjust 
eviction  is  about  to  take  place. 
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Mr.  CHANNING  (Northampton, 
E.)  :  Has  the  right  hon.  QentlemaD  seen 
a  letter  in  the  IVeeman^s  Journal,  in 
which  Mr.  Townsend,  the  agent  of  the 
syndicate  who  have  hoaght  the 
Ponsonhy  estate,  declares  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  syndicate  to  evict  all 
tenants  who  do  not  purchase  or  other- 
wise settle  on  the  terms  proposed  hy  the 
syndicate  ? 

'  Mr.  a.   J.  BALFOUR :    I  have  not 
seen  that. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  heg  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land whether  he  is  aware  that,  while 
negotiations  were  heing  carried  on  to 
arrange  a  scheme  of  purchase  under 
Lord  Ashhourne's  Act  between  Mr. 
Ponsonby  and  his  tenants,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Huntingdonshire  (Mr. 
Smith-Barry)  publicly  declared  that 
^*  Mr.  Ponsonby  would  not  settle  with 
his  tenants '' ;  whether  Mr.  Brunker, 
acting  for  Mr.  Ponsonby,  telegraphed  to 
Oanon  Keller  two  days  subsequently 
that  '*  Mr.  Smith*  Barry's  statement  was 
utterly  unauthorized ;"  and  whether  Mr. 
Brunker  wrote  on  the  followicg  day  that 
he  regretted  he  could  no  longer  continue 
the  negotiations  which  he  had  hoped 
he  could  have  satisfactorily  concluded  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  no 
special  knowledge  of  the  matters  re- 
ferred to  in  the  question.  But  from 
what  I  know  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Huntingdonshire  I 
feel  perfectly  certain  he  would  never  give 
the  advice  to  any  Lrish  landlord  not  to 
settle  with  his  tenants  upon  reasonable 
terms. 

Mr.  lane  :  That  is  not  an  answer 
to  my  question.  The  question  I  have 
on  the  Paper  is  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Huntingdonshire,  in  the 
midst  of  a  settlement  between  this  land- 
lord and  his  tenants,  declared  publicly 
that  Mr.  Ponsonby  would  never  settle 
with  his  tenants ;  and,  whether,  in  a  few 
days  afterwards,  it  was  ascertained  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Huntingdon- 
shire and  some  friends  had  combined  and 
oonspired  to  prevent  Mr.  Ponsonby 
settling  with  his  tenants  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  told  the 
hon.  Member  I  had  no  special  knowledge 
of  the  circumstances ;  but  I  took  care  to 
guard  against  the  inference  he  appears 
to  draw,  that  my  hon.  Friend  would 
ever  recommend  any  Lrish  landlord  not 
to  settle  with  his  tenants. 


Mr.  lane  :  As  this  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance  to  the  whole  of  the 
Southof  Ireland,  mayl  askthe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wliether  he  will  cause  some 
authority,  eay  in  Cork  or  in  Dublin,  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  under 
which  this  syndicate  intervened  between 
landlord  and  tenants,  and  bought  the 
property  over  the  heads  of  the  tenants 
just  as  they  were  about  to  purchase 
from  the  landlord  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  already 
stated  that,  as  far  as  I  understand  the 
transaction,  the  position  of  the  tenants 
is  in  no  wise  altered;  they  will  now 
be  in  the  same  position  relatively  as 
before. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  am  sorry  to  press  the 
matter,  but  it  is  so  vitally  important 
that  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  does  not  think  the  position 
of  the  tenants  very  much  altered  when, 
instead  of  being  on  the  point  of  settling 
with  their  landlord — 
♦Mr.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order.  That 
is  clearly  a  matter  of  opinion,  which 
cannot  form  the  subject  of  a  question. 

Mr.  lane  :  I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  ask  the  question  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether,  before  he  gave  such  a  character 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Hunting- 
donshire, he  was  aware  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee, the  principle  of  whose  operations 
was  to  prevent  settlements  between 
landlords  and  their  tenants. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  have  no 
ground  for  thinking  that  at  all.  I 
believe  my  hon  Friend  is  connected  with 
a  Committee,  the  object  of  which  is  to 
prevent  the  Plan  of  Campaign  succeed- 
ing. I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  given  an  accurate  description 
of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  im  the  City  of  Cork  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Huntingdonshire 
made  use  of  the  language  ascribed  to 
him? 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  a  very 
inadequate  reader  of  the  newspapersi 
and  have  not  seen  the  report. 

THE  SPECIAL  COMJilSSION. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.):  I  beg  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ijord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  whether  the  solidtov 
for  the  defence  of  the  Irish  Memben 
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it  is  true  that  prisoners  in  Ireland  are 
**  classed  "  for  exercise,  and  that  first 
offenders  are  not  required  to  exercise 
with  those  who  have  heen  convicted 
more  than  once  ;  and  whether  this  rule 
is  put  in  force  in  regard  to  prisoners 
under  the  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure 
(Ireland)  Act. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  General 
Prisons  Board  report  that  the  instruc- 
tions to  Governors  of  Irish  Prisons  are 
as  stated  in  the  question,  and,  unless  on 
medical  grounds,  no  exception  is  recog- 
nized in  regard  to  convicted  criminal 
prisoners. 

GRANTS  IN  AID  TO  PROVINCIAL 
COLLEGES. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  if  he  is  now  prepared  to 
state  the  names  of  the  gentlemen  who 
are  to  serve  on  the  Committee  to 
consider  the  distribution  of  the  grants 
in  aid  to  provincial  Colleges  ;  and  if  he 
can  state  the  aggregate  amount  of  the 
proposed  grants  ? 

*Mr.  G08CHEN  :  The  Committee  will 
consist  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  London,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Manchester,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Prestwich  Division 
of  Lancashire,  Dr.  Percival,  headmaster 
of  Rugby,  and  the  Rev.  G.  F.  Browne 
(hon.  Fellow  of  St.  Catherine's  College, 
Cambridge).  The  Vote,  which  will 
appear  in  the  Estimates  of  this  year,  for 
**  University  Colleges  in  Great  Britain," 
amounts  to  £15,000. 

THE  JMETROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF 

WORKS. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green 
8.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Knutsford  Division  of  Cheshire, 
as  representing  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  whether  the  Board  will  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  any  further 
grants  of  pensions  to  officers  of  th,e 
Board,  and  leave  the  question  to  be  de- 
cided by  the  London  County  Council  ? 

Mr.  Tatton  Egekton  was  not  present, 
and 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  said:  As  the 
representative  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
is  not  here,  may  I  ask  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  whether 
Her   Majesty's    Government    will    not 

Ifr.  William  Corbet 


attempt,  by  means  of  leg^ation,  t^ 
prevent  this  Board  in  its  last  hoazs  o^ 
existence  granting  exorbitant  pensions 
to  a  number  of  its  officers  ? 
«Mr.  RITCHIE:  The  hon.  Member 
can  scarcely  be  serious  in  inviting  the 
Government  to  attempt  to  leg^islate  in 
regard  to  matters  which  must  occur,  if 
at  all,  between  now  and  the  31st  of  the 
month. 

THE   CONVEYANCE  OF  THE  AUSTRA- 
LIAN  MAILS. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay 
in  submitting  to  the  House  the  contract 
for  the  conveyance  of  the  Australian 
mails ;  and,  at  what  date  were  the  terms 
of  the  contract  arranged  ? 
♦Mr.  RAIKE8:  The  terms  of  the 
Australian  Mail  Contracts  were  arranged 
in  1887.  The  Governments  of  New 
South  Wales,  Victoria,  and  South  Aus- 
tralia have  formally  confirmed  them,  but 
a  question  is  still  pending  respecting 
the  time  tables  framed  under  these 
Contracts,  and  I  have  found  it  necessary 
to  take  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  before  I  can  submit  the- 
con tracts  for  the  approval  of  the  House^ 

LAKE  NYASSA. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.)  r 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
it  is  true  that  a  Portuguese  Mili- 
tary Expedition  under  Lieutenant  Car- 
doso has  reached  Lake  Nyassa,  and 
has  occupied  the  territory  near  Ma- 
ponda,  on  the  borders  of  that  lake;, 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  GK)Tem- 
ment  will  inform  the  Poituguese  (Go- 
vernment that  they  refuse  to  recog- 
nize any  assertion  of  territorial  sove- 
reignty by  Portugal  in  the  Nyassa 
region,  and  demand  the  withdrawal  of 
the  expedition  ? 

♦The  under  SECRETARY  or 
STATE  FOB  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  J.  Febousson,  Manchester,  N.E.) : 
We  have  receiyed  no  fresh  information 
regarding  the  expedition  since,  in  the  de- 
bate on  the  Address,  I  stated  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject. We  have  no  positive  information, 
that  it  has  reached  Lake  Nyassa,  but 
there  is  little  doubt  that  it  has.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  watching  witk 
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some  anxiety  the  progress  of  an  armed 
expedition  into  the  neighbonrhood  of 
British  settlements,  and  they  have 
warned  the  PortugueAe  Government  of 
the  existence  of  British  interests  on  the 
lake  which  they  cannot  suffer  to  be  dis- 
turbed or  imperilled,  but  the  object  of  the 
expedition  has  been  stated  by  the  Portu- 
guese Government  to  be  peaceful,  and  as 
it  has  not  as  yet  touched  any  territory 
under  British  sovereignty  or  protecto- 
rate we  have  no  right  to  demand  its 
withdrawal. 

RICHMOND     BARRACKS. 

CAia-AiN  SELWYN  (Cambridge, 
Wisbeach) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  whether  it  is  a  fact, 
as  stated  in  Dr.  Barr's  letter  to  the 
Dimes  of  9th  March,  that 

**  There  was  a  great  deal  of  sickness  in  the 
Richmond  1 'risen.  The  General  Prisons  Board 
of  Ireland,  to  whom  the  health  of  the  prisoners 
is  a  matter  of  the  deepest  concern,  have  recently 
closed  this  prison  ;  '* 

and  whether  a  detachment  of  the 
Queen's  Kegiment,  now  quartered  in 
the  Koyal  Barracks,  Dublin,  is  being 
moved  this  week  iuto  the  same  un- 
healthy building? 

♦Mr.  BRODIUCK  :  I  cannot  answer 
for  the  sanitary  condition  of  the  Kioh- 
mond  Prison  while  under  the  Prisons 
Board ;  but  since  it  has  been  occupied 
by  troops  the  military  authorities  in 
Ireland  report  that  they  have  been  very 
healthy.  The  detachment  now  in  Wel- 
lington Barracks  (the  building  referred 
to)  is  to  bn  moved  to-day  to  Linen  Hall 
Barracks  to  make  room  for  a  detach- 
ment of  the  West  Surrey  Regiment 
from  the  Hoyal  Barracks,  who  had  to 
be  moved  while  certain  demolitions  are 
taking  plaee  there,  which  are  regarded 
as  of  essential  importance  to  the 
general  sanitary  condition  of  the  Royal 
Barracks. 

Mr.  swift  mac  NEILL  (Donegal, 
8.) :  Was  any  alteration  made  in  the  sani- 
tary condition  of  Richmond  Barracks  at 
the  time  of  its  conversion  from  a  prison 
into  barracks  ? 

♦Mr.  BRODRICK:  No  structural 
alterations  have  been  made,  but  some 
are  in  contemplation. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL :  In  fact,  troops  are 
to  be  sent  to  a  place  which  was  discon- 
tinued as  a  prison  because  of  the  bad 
drainage  ? 


ARABI  PASHA. 

Mr.  WILLIAM  REDMOND  (Per- 
managh,  N.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  it  is  true  that  Arabi  Pasha, 
who  is  detained  at  Colombo,  has  com- 
plained that  the  climate  there  is  injuring 
his  health ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  advisability  of 
removing:  Arabi  to  a  more  suitable 
country,  or  of  letting  him  go  home  to 
Egypt  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGUS80N  :  We  have 
not  received  any  complaint  from  Arabi 
Pasha  that  the  climate  is  injuring  his 
health.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
cannot  undertake  to  press  the  Govern- 
ment of  Egypt  to  allow  him  to  return 
there,  as  they  believe  that  his  presence 
in  Egypt  would  be  inconsistent  with  the 
public  interests. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Might  I  ask 
whether  the  Government  intended  that 
this  unfortunate  gentleman  should  be 
in  exile  for  the  whole  of  his  life  ? 

♦Sir  J.  FERGU8S0N  ;  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  give  an  answer  to  that 
question. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  there  is 
not  a  feeling  widely  prevalent  in  Egypt 
that  it  would  tend  greatly  to  the  restora- 
tion of  good  order  and  good  govern- 
ment in  that  country  if  Arabi  were 
allowed  to  return  ? 

♦Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order! 

THE  FRENCH  PROTESTANT  CUURCH. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northamp- 
ton) :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney 
General  what  steps  have  been  taken 
pending  the  approval  of  a  new 
scheme  by  the  Court  of  Chancery  to 
ensure  the  safe  custody  of  the  library  of 
the  French  Protestant  Church,  and  whe- 
ther it  has  been  removed  to  Guildhall ; 
and  whether,  in  view  of  the  death  of 
the  Pasteur  Daugars,  and  the  doubts 
which  have  arisen  as  to  the  legal  con- 
stitution of  the  present  Consistorie,  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  the  elec- 
tion of  another  pasteur  until  the  legal 
powers  of  the  Consistorie  have  been 
ascertained  ? 

♦Thb  attorney  general  (Sir  E. 
E.  Wbbstbr.  Isle  of  Wight):  Pend- 
ing the  approval  of  a  new  scheme  by  th% 
Chancery  Division,  the  hooks  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  have  been  kept  in 
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the  same  room  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Tottenham  Court  Boad,  near  the  place 
in  which  the  serricea  are  temporarily 
oonduoted,  and  they  are,  I  believe,  in 
safe  custody.  Careful  ioquiries  are 
from  time  to  time  made.  Uader  my 
direction  an  application  waa  mode  some 
months  ago  to  the  Chancer;  Division  to 
determine  whether  a  legal  coQBistorj 
now  exiete.  That  case  already  standa 
for  argument.  In  conBfiquenoe  of  the 
death  of  M.  Dsugars  I  have  directed  an 
application  to  be  made  to  expedite  the 
hearing  of  the  case.  The  acting  consta 
tory  have  only  appointed  a  paator  tem- 

Sorarily.  From  coramunications  received 
beheve  that  they  nil!  not  proceed  to 
fill  the  office  pernmnently  until  the 
question  has  been  determined  whether 
ibey  are  a  legally  constituted  consistory 
or  not. 

JOINT  STOUK  COMPANIES. 
Mr.  J.  CHAMBERLAIN  (Birming- 
ham, W.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  when  the  Betums  re- 
lating to  Joint  Stock  Companies,  for 
which  an  Address  was  agreed  to  on 
18th  June  1838,  and  which  were  pro- 
mised by  him  on  the  11th  Decemoer, 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

•The  first  LORD  op  the  TEEA- 
SUET  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  regret  that  delay  has 
taken  place  in  the  issue  of  these  Returns, 
but  I  am  assured  that  they  will  he  cir- 
culated on  Wednesday  next. 

THE  AUSTRALIAN  SQUADRON. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Centeal) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  it  ia  true  that  the 
Colony  of  Queensland  has  refused  to 
contribute  its  share  towards  the  cost  of 
building  the  cruisers  for  the  Australian 
Squadron  ;  whether  this  refusal  of  one 
of  the  Australian  Colonies  to  be  a  party 
to  the  agreement  relieves  the  other 
Colonies  from  their  obligations ;  whether 
these  other  Colonies  have  agreed  to  con. 
tribute  in  spite  of  tberefusslof  Queens- 
land ;  and  vrhetber  the  share  of  the 
contribution  of  Queensland  will  fall 
upon  the  Imperial  Government  ? 

Barok  H,  1)B  worms  :  The  Colony 
of  Queeualand  has  not  yet  passed  the 
necessary  Act  for  securing  its  contribu- 
tion towards  the  cost  of  the  building  of 
Sir  R.  E.  Wabatar 
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the  cruisers  for  the  Australian  Sqaadnm, 
but  it  isoonSdently  anticipated  that  be- 
fore the  first  payment  beoomes  due  sht 
will  have  joined  the  other  Oolohiei. 
As  to  the  second  and  third  paragraphs 
of  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa's  Question. 
all  the  Colonies  with  the  exception  tA 
Queeosland  have  already  bound  theca> 
selves  to  carry  out  the  agreeineat  by 
passing  the  necessary  Aots,  and  I  may 
add  that  the  greater  number  of  them 
have  specially  urged  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment  to  proceed  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  ships,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  Queensland  has  not  yet 
signified  her  adherence.  As  regards  the 
last  paragraph  of  the  question,  as 
already  stated,  it  is  not  anticipated  that 
this  I  question  hill  arise.  It  would, 
therefore,  be  premature  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  subject  at  present. 

IRELAND-TREATMENT  OF  PRISONBBS 
UNDER  THE  CRIMINAL  LAW  PRO- 
CEDURE ACT— TREATMENT  OF  MR. 
O'BltlEN. 

Mr.  CBAIG  (Newcastle-upon-Tyne) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury whether  the  Qovernment  will 
consent  to  the  appointment  of  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  prison 
treatment  of  persons  committed  under 
"  The  Criminal  Law  Prooedurs  (Ire- 
land) Act,  lo87"  ? 
*Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  No,  Sir.  The 
Government,  while  seeing  no  grounds  for 
any  investigation  of  the  kind,  would  have 
no  objection  to  it  so  far  as  the;  are 
personally  concerned  ;  but  they  do  not 
think  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  consisting  of  political  parti- 
sans would  be  a  satisfactory  tribunal 
for  determining  a  question  with  regard 
to  which  there  has  been  and  is  muuh 
envenomed  controversy. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  wish 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Geu'Ieman  whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  allowing  us  an; 
means  of  finally  determining  questions  as 
to  matters  of  fact  with  regard  to  the  prison 
treatment  of  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  as  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  ques- 
tioned the  accuracy  of  the  statemMita 
which  I  made  in  the  House  yesterday, 
and  the  accuracy  of  which  I  am  pre- 
pared to  prove  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  should  Uke 
to  know  what  the  investigation  sug- 
gested by  the  bon.  Member  is  to  be.  I 
think  there  would  be  a  great  advantage 
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in  having  an  inTestigation  into  many 
things  in  Ireland.  For  example,  I 
should  like  to  have  an  investigation  in 
regard  to  the  intimidation  exercised  on 
Irish  prison  otficials.  I  should  like  to 
know  what  sort  of  irquiry  thehon.  Gen- 
tleman desires. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  questioned  my  veracity, 
•and  as  I  am  prepared  to  maintain  it,  I 
will  accept  either  a  Committee  of  the 
House  or  a  public  inquiry  on  oath. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No ;  I  never 
•questioned  the  veracity  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  I  did  question  the 
prudence  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  rely- 
ing upon  the  statement  in  the  Freeman* s 
Journal. 

Mr.  sexton  :  The  question  has  not 
been  answered.  I  said  that  I  would 
accept  a  Committee  of  the  House  or  any 
public  inquiry  on  oath.  Which  of  them 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  Leader 
of  the  House  has  said  that  he  does  not 
think  a  Committee  of  the  House  is  a 
proper  tribunal,  and  I  agree  with  him 
in  that  respect ;  and  the  constitution  of 
any  other  tribunal  is  not  an  easy 
matter. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  (Derby):  I 
must  put  a  question  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  who  has  said  that  a 
-Committee  of  the  House  is  not  an  ex- 
pedient tribunal.  I  understand  that 
there  is  an  issue  of  fact  on  a  very  im- 
portant matter  between  the  Chief 
^Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the  hon. 
Member.  The  hon.  Member  has  made 
a  statement,  and  the  only  answer  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  is  that 
he  has  taken  it  from  the  Dre4man*s 
Journal,  which  happens  to  be  the 
authority  on  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  drew  up  a  memor- 
andum. What  I  wish  to  ask  is  whether 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  is  entitled  to 
say [Crttf*  •/  '*  Order!  "]  I  am  en- 
tirely in  order.  I  would  ask  whether  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  is  entitled  to  give 
that  sort  of  denial  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  given  ?  [  Cries  of 
'  *  Order.  * '  ]  Perhaps  the  noble  JLord  (Vis  • 
count  Crau borne)  will  allow  the  Speaker 
to  call  me  to  order,  and  not  do  it  him- 
self. I  wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  whether  he  will  give  any 
method  whatever  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  point-blank  denials  of  the 


Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  are  or  are 
not  well  founded  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  it 
has  been  the  unhappy  lot,  not  only  of 
myself  but  of  most  of  my  predecensors, 
often  to  make  statements  in  this  House 
at  variance  with  those  made  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.  I  think 
he  will  admit  that  if  every  time  such  a 
collision  of  opinion  occured  a  public 
inquiry  had  been  granted,  the  kingdom 
would  not  have  sufficed  to  supply  the 
tribunals.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
tribunal  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  sug- 
gest before  I  give  any  answer. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  appeal  to  you,  Mr. 
Speaker.  The  contention  is  not  one  as 
to  matters  of  opinion,  but  as  to  matters 
of  fact  determinable  by  evidence.  And 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having  stated 
yesterday  that  the  declaration  I  made  to 
the  House  is  untrue,  I,  being  prepared 
to  prove  it,  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  I  am 
not  entitled  to  claim  from  him  some 
means  of  proving  the  statement  I 
made? 
♦Mr.  speaker  :  That  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  order  upon  which  I  can  be  called 
in.  The  matter  at  issue  must  be 
decided  as  the  House  thinks  proper. 

Mr.  CONDON  (Tipperary.  E.) :  Per- 
haps I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  word  or 
two  on  the  subject. 
*Mr.  SPEAKER  :  There  is  no  Ciues- 
tiou  before  the  House ;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  desires  to  make  a  personal 
statement  on  the  point  that  he  informed 
me  yesterday  he  wished  to  make  he 
may  do  so  by  the  indulgence  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  CONDON :  That  was  just  what 
I  am  asking.  I  desire  the  indulgence 
of  the  House  to  make  a  personal 
explanation.  The  Chief  Secretary,  refer- 
ring to  Mr.  Sexton's  version  of  the 
O'Brien  incident  yesterday,  said,  '*  As  he 
had  repeated  that  calumny,  he  (Mr. 
Balfour)  took  this  opportunity  of  again 
giving  the  most  emphatic  contradiction 
to  every  syllable  of  it.''  Now,  Sir,  it  is 
a  matter  of  public  notoriety  that  I,  in 
my  capacity  of  Mayor  of  Clonmel,  have 
sent  reports  similar  to  that  which 
appeared  in  the  Freeman^s  Journal  to 
hundreds  of  persons  in  this  country  and 
in  Ireland,  in  reply  to  inquiries  as  to 
Mr.  O'Brien's  condition  and  his  treat- 
ment in  Clonmel  Gaol.  I  may  also 
inform      the      Chief     Seoretarj     and 
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on  which  they  can  be  taken,  unless  the 
time  of  private  Members  is  encroached 
upon,  is  Monday  next.  I  believe  it  is 
the  desire  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  the  debate  on  the  Vote  on 
Account  should  be  taken  on  Monday. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  hope  the 
Supplementary  Estimates  will  be  agreed 
to  to-night«  in  order  that  it  will  not  be 
necessary  for  us  to  make  any  proposal 
to  the  House  for  further  facilities. 

Dr.  CAMERON :  Might  I  aek  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  did 
not  most  distinctly  say  yesterday  he 
would  not  take  them,  and  is  it  fair,  now 
that  hon.  Members  have  made  their 
arrangemeDts  accordingly,  that  we  should 
have  sprung  upon  us  a  very  important 
debate? 

Me.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  : 
Would  not  the  best  way  out  of  the 
difficulty  be  to  withdraw  the  remainder 
of  the  Vote  to  Sheriff  Ivory  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  It  is  not  in  our 
power  to  do  that.  The  Supplementary 
Estimate  is  asked  for  expenses  incurred, 
and  we  must  take  the  judgment  of  the 
House  on  it.  I  have  endeavoured  to  be 
frank  with  the  hon.  Gentleman.  I  have 
explained  the  circumstances  in  which  we 
are  placed,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
of  opinion  that,  instead  of  meeting  for 
an  hour  or  half  an  hour  after  12  o'clock, 
it  ib  better  that  the  time  of  private 
Members  should  be  taken,  that  course 
can  be  taken.  But  then  the  responsibility 
will  rest  with  him. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  beg  to  ask 
whether,  supposing  an  hon.  Member 
moved  to  report  Progress  after  12  o'clock, 
if  the  Naval  Estimates  had  been  taken 
before  12,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  assent  to  the  Motion. 

*Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  compelled 
to  take  this  course  by  the  exigencies  of 
the  public  service.  It  has  been  con- 
sidered better  that  the  House  should  sit 
for  balf-an-hour  after  1 2  than  encroach 
upon  the  time  of  private  Members. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  If  any  hon. 
Member  moves  to  report  Progress  after 
12  o'clock  in  the  event  of  the  Navy 
Estimates  having  been  taken,  will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assent  to  the 
Motion  ? 

♦Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  it 
would  be  undesirable,  if  the  majority 
desire  to  go  on  with  public  business, 
that  Progress  should  be  reported  at  the 
instance  of  some  three  orfour  Members. 

Mr,  W.  H,  Smith 


Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  Then  I  wOl 
only  ask  what  becomes  of  the  ipledge 
that  was  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man yesterday  ? 

♦Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  adhering 
to  that  pledge. 

NEW  MEMBER  SWORN. 

William  George  Spencer  Scott  Oomp- 
ton  (commonly  called  Earl  Compton), 
for  the  Southern  Part  of  the  West 
Riding  of  the  County  of  York  (Bamsley 
Division). 

MOTION. 


SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE  (EXEMPTION 
FROM  THE  STANDING  ORDER). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 

*'  That  the  Proceedings  of  the  Oommittae  d 
Supply,  if  the  (Committee  be  fdttingat  12  o'doek 
this  night,  be  not  interrupted  under  the  Stand- 
ing Order  'Sittings  of  the  House.' "—(ifr. 
WUHam  Henry  Smith.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  215; 
Noes  143. — (Division  List,  No.  18.) 

ORDERS    OF   TEE    DAY. 

0 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

The  Report  of  Committee  of  Supply 
was  brought  up  and  agreed  to. 

S  DPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'Uhat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

GUNS    AND    ORDNANCE  STORES   FOR 
THE  NAVAL  SERVICE. 

♦Mb.  duff  (Banffshire) :  At  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  attention  of  the  country 
is  more  directed  to  the  new  Naval  De- 
fence programme  than  it  is  to  the  details 
of  administration.  As  that  programme 
will  he  fully  discussed,  on  future  oc- 
casions I  shall  not  refer  to  it,  except  in- 
cidentally so  far  as  it  affects  the  Motion 
I  have  to  submit  to  the  House.  Bat, 
Sir,  the  question  involved  in  the  subject 
I  desire  to  bring  forward  is  one  of  such 
vital  importance,  that  I  make  no  apology 
.  for  raising  it,  and  I  am  glad  of  an  op- 
portunity of  doing  so  when  naval  afiBsLrs 
are  receiving  a  more  than  usual  amount 
of  public  attention.  Sir,  everyone  At 
all  conversant  with  naval  affairs  bAS 
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known  for  seyeral  years  that  the  delay 
in  procuring  guns  and  Naval  Ordnance 
Stores  has  been  the  weakest  part  of  our 
administrative  system.      Were    it   ne- 
cessary,  I    could   give  the  Committee 
endless  statistics  to  prove  that  vessels, 
otherwise    complete,    have    been   kept 
waiting  for  their  guns,  but  after  the 
admission  of  the  First  Lord,  on  Thurs- 
day, ''that  ships  have  been  kept  wait- 
ing for  months,  and  in  some  cases  for 
years,  for  their  guns,"   I  will   not   in- 
flict figures  on  the  Committee  in  support 
of  what  I  regard  as  the  complete  collapse 
of  our  present    system.     In    reference 
to  the  aelay  attending  the  delivery  of 
guns,   the  First    Lord    told     us     that 
there  had   been  a  block  in   the  road, 
and  that  he  and  the  Secretary  for  War 
had   determined    to    widen    the    road. 
What  we  want,  in  my  opinion,  is  not  to 
widen  the  old  road,  but  to  make  an  en- 
tirely new  one.      Sir,  dealing  with  the 
Motion  I  am  submitting  to  the  House, 
I  desire  to  remind  hon.  Members  what 
our  present  system  is.     The  money  for 
Naval  Ordnance,  since  last  year,  has  been 
taken  in  Naval  Votes.     But  the  contract 
for  guns,    and    most    Naval  Ordnance 
Stores,  continue  to  be  made  by  the  War 
Office.     This  creates  a  dual  control,  and 
a  divided  responsibility,   fatal   to  effi- 
ciency,  and   most   detrimental,    in   my 
opinion,  to  the  public  interest.     If  I  am 
asked   how  this  is  to  be  remedied,  I 
reply  at  once  by  saying  the  Admiralty 
ought  to  adopt  the  conclusions  arrived 
at  by  the   Conference  between  the  Ad- 
miralty  and  the    War  Office,  held    in 
June,    1886,    whereby    the    Admiralty 
undertook     to     take    the    entire     re- 
sponsibility   of    providing    themselves 
with  guns   and  Ordnance   stores.     Al- 
though they  were  only  a  short  time  in 
office,  Lord  Ripon's  Board  of  Admiralty, 
with  the  full  concurrence  of  the  Director 
of  Naval  Ordnance,  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  that  was  thi  only  way  out  of 
our  present  difficulty.   And  although  the 
change  was  not  etfected  when  the  late 
Board  went  out  of  office,  yet  the  prin- 
ciple, as  I  will  presently  show,  had  been 
adopted,  and  the  change  was  in  a  fair 
way  of  being  accomplished.     But  the 
present    Board    would    not    undertake 
the  responsibility,    at    the  same  time 
they  fully  admit  the  weakness  of   the 
existing  system.    Here  is  what  the  First 
Lord  said  in  introducing  the  Estimates 
last  year — 


**  Oar  difficulty,  and  I  will  be  quite  frank 
with  the  House,  is  not  one  of  want  of  funds,  or 
of  want  of  shipbuilding  power,  it  is  one  of  gun- 
producing  power." 

That  we  all  know,  but  what  I  complain 
of  is  that  the  noble  Lord's  energy  is  not 
equal  to  his  frankness.  He  takes  no* 
effective  steps  to  improve  our  gun -pro- 
ducing power.  Then,  on  the  same 
occasion,  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, in  reply  to  some  remarks  of 
mine,  said — 

**  The  hon.  Gentleman  suggests  that  we 
should  take  more  money  for  guns  and  less  for 
ships.  They  (the  Admiralty)  had  taken  as 
much  money  jfor  guns  as  the  manufactories 
could  turn  out,  and  in  proof  of  that  the  War 
Office  would  have  to  return  to  the  Treasury  a 
very  large  amount  of  money  which  they  had 
taken  for  naval  armaments  this  year,  and  which 
they  had  been  unable  to  spend.  It  would,, 
therefore,  be  idle  for  the  Admiralty  to  take  an. 
excessive  amount,  knowing  the  difficulty  there 
would  be  in  expending  the  money  asked  for 
last  year." 

So  here  we  have  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  coming  down  to  the  House, 
and  telling  us,  while  they  are  scandal- 
ously short  of  guns,  and  at  a  time  when 
they  have  never  turned  out  more  than 
1 5  guns  above  9  inches  in  diameter  in 
any  one  year,  that  although  they  have 
plenty  of  money,  yet  they  do  not  know 
how  to  increase  our  gun-producing 
power.  Sir,  I  must  say,  to  me  this  ia 
a  pitiable,  I  might  say  a  humiliating, 
admission.  Here  are  we,  the  greatest 
mechanical  and  manufacturing  country 
in  the  world,  turning  out  guns  for  half 
the  Foreign  Navies  in  the  world,  yet 
when  we  want  guns  for  our  own  Navy,  the- 
authorities  of  the  Admiralty  quietly  fold 
their  arms,  and  say,  **  Though  we  have 
plenty  of  money,  yet  we  can't  get  the 
guns."  This  is  what  the  administrative 
capacity  of  the  First  Lord  and  the- 
commercial  genius  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Admiralty  have  brought  us  to  !  Sir, 
there  used  to  be  a  saying  in  my  day  in 
the  Navy  that  there  was  no  such  word 
as  ''can't"  on  board  a  man-of-war.  I 
fear  the  determination  to  overcome  diffi- 
culties which  that  saying  implies,  though 
still  retained  in  the  Navy,  is  not  to  be 
found  controlling  the  policy  of  the  pre- 
sent Board  of  Admiralty.  Now,  Sir,  the 
difficulties  the  Admiralty  have  to  over- 
come are  not,  in  my  opinion,  insur- 
mountable— they  involve  some  responsi- 
bility and  require  some  administrative 
capacity,   such  as  we  have  a  right  to 
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oxpfiot  in  a  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
All  you  have  to  do  is  to  go  into  tha 
market  for  your  gun*,  make  your  own 
contract  for  them,  juBtaa  you  do  for 
your  ships  and  your  euginea.     1  do  not 
suggest  ihia  on  my  own  responsibility  ; 
it  was  the  aystsm  which,  as  I  hare  said, 
tiie  late  Board  had  agreed  to  adopt  in 
oocordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Oonference  to  which  I  have  referred, 
confirmed  in  its  main  principles  by  an 
loterdepartmenlal  Committee  on  which 
the  War  Office,  Admiralty,  and  Trea- 
aury    were     represented.      The    whole 
departmental  cor  respond  en  ee  which  led 
to  the  Naval  Ordnance  Vote  being  taken 
in  the  Navy  Eatlmatea  ia  contained  in 
the  Appendix  to  the  5th  Report  of  the 
Army  Estimates  Committee  of  1887.    '''* 
is  lull  of  valuable  information  on 
subject ;  and  I  do  not  think  any  wort 
which  the  Committee  so  ably  presided 
over  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Faddington  baa  done  will  be  more  use- 
ful in  exposing,  as  this  correspondence 
^oes,  the  hopeless  confusion  which  pre- 
vails under  the  existing  dual   system. 
Whoever  peruses  these  Papers  impar- 
tially will  understand  the  cause  of  the 
delay  in  the  delivery  of  our  guns  and 
■the  disaster  the  present  system  would 
inevitably  bring  about  in  time  of  war. 
I  most  also  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  the 
War  Office  comes  very  well  out  of  the 
«xisting  muddle,    as   the  Papers  shove 
that  the  entire  responsibility  for  nol 
adopting  the   Committee  recommenda- 
tion is  due  to  the  timidity  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty.     The  reasons  for 
adopting  the  Resolution  I  am  submitting 
to  the  House  are  to  amply  sustained  iu 
the  Papers  I  have  alluded  to  that  I  must 
briefly  refer  to  them,  and  will,  in  doing 
BO,    give    a  short    statement    of    what 
occurred.       In     December,     1884,    the 
Director  of  Artillery,  Qeneral  Aldereon, 
revives  an  old  discussion  as  to  the  dosi- 
rability   of  the    Admiralty   taking  the 
responsibility   of  providing   their  own 
guns  and  warlike  storae.     Ha  says— 

"  The  (treat  chsnges  which  hKva  taVen  place 
Binco  1868,  gmouolirg  to  almoat  a  reviJIiition  in 
OUT  ■rmaaieDta,  have  tended  to  accent 
importanue  of  making  tha  Admiralty 
responsible  (aa  indeed  they  -—  "•  "■'° 
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hllily  heretcfora  haa  been  duigeroiisly  divided, 
aodlcan  only  «peat  that  such  adiviBOn  «( 
Bponaibility  ia  certain  »  load  to  xraai  inm- 
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of  all  warli 
.  .  It  ia  hi^h 
..„„  that  l&e  Hystem  detrimental  to  both  Bi' 
vices  ahould  l>e  brought  to  an  end.eapeciHlly 
now   the  completion  of    naval  annamtnla  if 
becoming  more  and  more  urfsnt.   Theretpooai' 


General  Alderson  expltuns  further  on— 
"  That  if   the   Admiralty   Uke    their  own 
money  they   will  of  courae  make   thsir  owa 
contracts." 

After  this  date  ttiere  is  a  long  corre- 
a|Kindence  between  Admiralty  and  War 
Office,  and  partly  on  account  of  ohaogw 
of  Government  the  contemplated  altera- 
tion in  the  system  is  delayed.     In  the 
spring  of  1886  the  CoUingwooiC »  gnna 
burst,  and  that  led  to  the  revival  of  the 
subject.    The  matter  was  fully  diBOusaed 
at  Lord  Eipon's  Board  of  Admiralty,  of 
which  I  was  then  a  msmbee ;  a  dacimon 
was  arrived  at  that  a  radical  change  wai 
required  in  the  then  existing  system. 
This  led  to  a  conference   between   the 
Admiralty  and  War  Office  which  reoom- 
mended  the  change,  only  effected  Urt 
year,  of  the  transfer  of  the  Naval  Ord- 
Dance  Vote  from  Army  to  Navy  Estimates 
They  further  said   they  ^proved  the 
views  of  General  Alderson,  I  whioh  have 
just  quoted,  that  the  Admiralty  should 
make  their  own  contracts.    These  visn 
wereapproved  by  Lord  Biponand  hiaool- 
leagues.  I  should,  perhape.  mention  that 
my  right  bon.  Friend,  Mr.  Hibbert,  pre- 
sided at  the  Conference— he  is  a  gentle- 
man well  known  in  the  House,  and  hii 
tipproval  of  the  scheme  will  I  am  sure 
be  accepted  by  many  hon.  Hembera  as 
an  assurance  that  it  was  finanmally  and 
administratively  sound.     Admiral  Hop- 
kins, than  Director  of  Naval  Ordnance, 
was  prepared  to  take  the  responsibility 
of  ordering  guns  directly  from  the  trade. 
No  doubt  in  sanctioning  this  change  the 
Board  did  undertake  a  serious  responri- 
bility.      But   what  was  felt    by    I«rd 
Bipon  and  his  colleague*,  was  that  there 
would  be  a  atill  greater  responsibility  in 
continuing  a  system  which  had  so  con- 
spicuously failed.     The   Oonferenoe  I 
have  referred  to  was  followed   by  an 
Interdepartmental  Committee,  in  whioh 
tha  Treasury   was  represented.      They 
confirm  tbe  views  adopted  at  the  Con- 
ference.   I  will  read  the  paragraph  in 
their  Report  which  to  the  Resolntioii 

"Id  regard  to  the  proviiion  of  Intore  snp- 
pliea,  it  ia  agreed  that  tbe  AdminJty  ahallaii' 
nually  furnish  to  the  War  Office  notice  tA  theii 
probable  requiremenn  for  warlike  itorea  of  sfl 
kinds,  in  time  for  the  preparation  of  the  Eiti- 
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mates,  in  order  that  the  War  Office  may 
state  the  extent  to  which  the  requirements  of 
the  Navy  can  be  met  from  the  Government 
establishments  at  the  date  to  be  settled  between 
the  two  departments  for  delivery ;  but  it  will 
be  understood  that  the  private  trade  may  be 
resorted  to  by  the  Admiralty,  not  merely  for 
articles  which  the  War  Office  cannot  supply 
within  the  required  time,  but  on  due  notice 
to  the  office,  for  any  articles  which  may  be 
obtained  by  the  requisite  dates  more  cheaply 
from  the  private  trade." 

So  far  as  heavy  guns  are  concerned  the 
present  Admiralty  have  paid  no  atten- 
tion to  that  recommendation.  In  the 
correspondence  every  possible  objeetion 
is  raised  by  the  Admiralty  to  carrying 
out  the  Committee's  recommendation. 
It  is  quite  clear  to  me  that  the  present 
Board  never  realized  the  intention  of 
their  predecessors.  What  the  late 
Board  contemplated  was  this.  They 
would  go  to  the  War  Office  in  the  first 
instance  and  say,  we  want  so  many 
guns  by  the  end  of  the  nest  two  years, 
say  100  g^ns,  how  many  can  you  let 
us  have?  Woolwich  might  reply.  *' We 
can  let  you  have  20.''  These  would  be 
ordered  by  the  Admiralty  direct  from 
Woolwich ;  but  regarding  the  other  80 
guns,  the  Admiralty  would  go  into  the 
market  for  them.  Take  in  tenders  for 
so  many,  not  only  from  Armstrong  and 
Whitworth,  but  from  any  firm  in  the 
Kingdom  that  was  willing  to  oompete 
and  could  satisfy  the  Director  of  Naval 
Ordnance  that  they  were  prepared  tof  ul- 
ful  the  conditions  of  the  contract.  If  it  was 
found  by  experience  that  guns  could  be 
obtained  cheaper  and  quicker  from 
private  firms  than  from  Woolwich,  then 
the  latter,  so  far  as  naval  ordnance  is 
ooncemed,  would  be  gradually  dropped. 
I  ventured  to  say  something  to  this 
effect  last  year ;  the  idea  was  received 
with  ridicule  on  the  bench  opposite.  I 
was  told  that  if  I  understood  the  sub- 
ject I  would  know  that  no  private  firm 
would  go  to  the  expense  of  laying  down 
plant  unless  they  received  a  continuous 
order.  But  what  has  happened  since 
then?  You  have  employed  Messrs. 
Yickers,  of  Sheffield.  Are  you  satisfied 
that  there  are  no  other  firms  that  would 
undertake  orders  on  the  same  conditions 
as  Messrs.  Yickers  ?  I  believe,  from  re- 
liable information  that  has  reached  me, 
that  there  are  many  firms  in  the 
country  that  are  equally  capable  and 
willing  to  undertake  Government  work. 
In  my  opinion,  the  country  ought  to  have 


the  full  benefit  of  competition  in  the 
open  market.  Instead  of  that,  your 
policy  seems  to  be  to  create  and  per- 
petuate a  monopoly.  By  going  to  the 
market,  you  keep  a  check  on  Woolwich 
and  other  Government  establishments, 
just  as  by  building  ships  by  contract  you 
keep  a  check  on  your  Dockyards.  But 
there  is  a  far  more  important  advantage 
than  this.  You  develop  the  resources  of 
the  country,  and  you  have  an  enormous 
and  powerful  reserve  to  fall  back  on  in 
case  of  an  emergency.  In  the  corre- 
spondence between  the  Departments, 
the  War  Office  are  constantly  urging 
the  Admiralty  to  adopt  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee ;  but  the 
only  letter  which  seems  to  have  pro- 
duced any  effect  is  that  of  the  13th 
June,  1887,  when  the  War  Office  remind 
the  Admiralty  that  the  Government 
have  given  pledges  in  Parliament 
that  the  existing  system  will  be 
changed.  This  appeal  to  the  Ad- 
miralty is  of  course  irresistible,  and 
consequently  a  change  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent is  made.  The  money  required  for 
naval  ordnance  is  taken  in  the  Naval 
Estimates  in  1888,  but  the  system  of 
divided  responsibility  and  dual  control 
remains  exactly  where  it  was.  The  Ad- 
miralty will  not  make  their  own  con- 
tracts. They  decline  to  adopt  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee 
which  I  have  quoted  to  the  House.  In 
case  anything  goes  wrong,  they  prefer 
to  shelter  themselves  behind  the  War 
Office  to  taking  the  responsibility  which 
really  belongs  to  them.  I  alluded  just 
now  to  the  pledge  given  in  Parliament, 
as  the  lever  by  which  the  Admiralty  had 
to  a  certain  extent  been  moved.  It  is 
contained  in  a  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  when  he  was  War  Minister  in 
September,  1886.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  he  speaks  with  the  authority 
of  an  ex-First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  says — 

**  I  agree  with  all  that  has  been  said  about 
making  the  Navy  alone  responsible  for  its  own 
manition  of  war.  I  have  urged  that  in  and  out 
of  office  for  a  very  long  time*  E*br  the  future 
the  responsibility  will  rest  with  the  Navy  for 
the  supply  of  all  materials  of  every  kind  which 
is  required  for  its  own  branch  of  the  service. 
They  may  go  to  Woolwich  for  such  guns  as 
Woolwich  may  supply,  or  to  Whit  worth  Co ., 
they  will  have  a  perfectly  free  hand." 

From  this  statement  I  at  once  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  Admiralty  were 
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going  to  adopt  the  policy  which  Lord 
Kipon*8  Boird  had  sanctioned,  but 
wluch  they  did  not  remain  long  enough 
in  office  to  carrj  out.  I  got  up  at  once, 
and  expressed  my  satisfaction  that  there 
was  to  be  a  continuity  of  policy  in  this 
important  branch  of  naral  administra- 
tion. But  the  hope  I  entertained  was 
soon  doomed  to  disa[)pointment,  as  the 
present  IVmrd.  as  soon  as  they  got  com- 
fortably settled  in  office,  continued  the 
old  custom  of  ordering  their  guns 
through  the  War  Office,  the  results  we 
know  having  proved  the  complete  failure 
of  the  present  hjstem.  Now  I  have 
quoted  military  authorities  I  am 
advocating,  let  me  refer  to  a  naval 
authority.  Admiral  Uopkin.s,  the 
present  Controller  of  the  Navy,  was 
examined  before  Sir  James  Stephen's 
Commission.  lie  had  been  three  years 
Director  of  Naval  Ordnance.  He  is 
askffd  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mission— 

**  f2)  Do  yoii  think  it  would  be  a  better  plan 
to  have  the  supply  of  the  two  services  sepa- 
rately provided  for'r— I  think  it  is  the  only 
plan  ;  1  think  in  the  event  of  war  the  amount 
of  Wijrk  th'tt  the  C-jmini-ssary  General  at 
Woolwich  would  have  to  do  would  be  exces- 
sive." 

Then  the  Chairman  says — 

*'  lie  has  in  fact  to  do  duties  of  a  ver}'  different 
kind :  he  may  be  called  upon  at  one  and  the 
eame  moment  to  send  all  sorts  of  stores  to  an 
army  in  the  field,  and  also  to  a  naval  squadron 
in  the  Pacific  Ocean  ? 

Quite  so. 

*•  They  require  very  different  things  ?— Yes, 
T  ma}'  say  that  it  is  all  in  process  of  alteration. 
I  was  a  MemlKT  of  that  Committee  at  the  War 
Oflice  lately  which  put  before  the  Treasury  very 
strongly  that  really  the  only  way  to  injure 
what  iriay  bo  considered  a  respectacle  system 
is  for  the  Xaval  Authorities  to  take  money  in 
Naval  Votes,  and  provide  their  own  naval 
material,  and  then  it  would  be  in  their  own 
hands." 

My  noble  Friend  opposite  the  Member 
for  Marylebone  has  expressed  himself 
in  favour  of  that  system.  Admiral  Sir 
J.  Commorell,  a  very  distinguished  and 
experienced  officer,  lately  a  Member 
of  this  House,  expressed  himself  very 
decidedly  from  the  Benches  opposite 
in  favour  of  what  he  termed  *'Home 
llulo"  at  the  Admiralty;  and  he 
gave  an  instance  of  the  absurdity 
of  the  present  system,  by  telling 
us  of  a  vessel  which  had  been 
sent  to  the  West  Indies,  while  her  Ord- 
nance stores  were  all  despatched  to  the 
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^fediteranean.  Now,  Sir,  in  this  matter 
the  Admiralty  have  taken  up  an  i»)laCed 
position.  They  are  opposed  to  navil 
opinions;  they  are  opposed  to  the  rft- 
commendation  of  the  Inter  departmental 
Committee;  they  are  opposed  to  dift 
War  Office  as  represented  bj  the  Direc- 
tor] of  Artillery ;  and  they  are  opposed 
to  the  views  expressed  by  the  Fint  Lofd 
of  the  Treasury  in  the  House.  In  some 
of  their  letters  the  Admiralty  have 
put  forward  an  alternative  policj, 
and  sug(^ested  the  reviFal  of  the 
old  Ordnance  Department,  com- 
mon to  both  services.  But  this 
system  has  already  been  tried  and 
failed.  There  was  constant  friction 
between  the  Admiraltv  and  the  Ord- 
nance  Department.  The  naval  men 
and  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty 
of  the  day,  Sir  John  Barrow, 
were  all  opposed  to  it,  as  the  Papers 
I  have  referred  to  will  show. 
Now,  I  may  be  asked  why  I  bring 
forward  this  Motion.  My  reply  is,  be- 
cause I  regard  the  failure  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  supply  us  with  guns  as  one 
of  the  grossest  administrative  blunders 
of  modem  times,,  and  because  I  enter- 
tain a  sincere  conviction  that,  if  the 
policy  I  am  advocating  had  been 
adopted  in  1886,  we  should  not  be  in 
the  weak  position  we  are  in  to-day.  I 
may  be  told  that  this  is  a  mere  specu- 
lative opinion  ;  but  in  support  of  that 
opinion  I  am  able  to  appeal  to  the  ex- 
perience of  a  neighbourini?  country. 
Before  the  Franco-German  War,  France 
had  a  system  analogous  to  ours.  It 
completely  broke  down.  They  have 
now  a  system  whirh  works  admirably. 
The  naval  authorities  and  the  militaiy 
are  thoroughly  independent.  They  each 
apply  directly  to  the  market  for  tenders 
when  material  is  wanted,  get  supplied 
either  with  guns,  or  with  the  blocks  of 
steel  or  finished  material,  as  they  think 
best.  The  Navy  have  an  establish- 
ment  at  fiueil,  the  Army  at  Bourges, 
where  material  is  taken  and  guns 
are  finished.  The  Marine  Depart- 
ment have  Artillery  officers  attached, 
for  testing  the  guns  and  mate- 
rial ;  but  those  officers  are  directly 
under  the  Marine  Dt:'pHrtment.  As  open 
competition  prevails,  there  is  no  limit  to 
the  number  of  firms  that  compete.  I 
can  give  the  names  of  the  five  principal 
ones — Le  Creuzot,  St.  Chamond,  Cha- 
tillon,  Fives  Lille,  Forges  et  Ohantiers 
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de  la  Meditteran6e.  These  are  in 
addition  to  the  two  Government  estab- 
liehments.  Contract  this  with  the  three 
sources  of  supply  we  have  hitherto 
relied  on — viz.,  Woolwich,  Whit  worth, 
and  Armstrong,  and  bear  in  mind  that 
the  two  private  firms  make  largely  for 
foreigpa  countries,  and  it  is  not  surprising 
that  France  has  less  difficulty  in  getting 
guns  than  we  experience.  The  en- 
couragement given  to  the  trade,  as  op- 
posed to  our  system  of  practically  sub- 
sidizing two  firms,  has  largely  developed 
the  steel  trade  in  France.  The  Ameri- 
can Commission,  sent  to  Europe  by  U.S. 
Foundry  Board  to  report  on  the  different 
eystems,  speak  with  unqualified  approval 
of  the  French  system.  They  remind  us 
that  France  has  been  forced  into  the 
system  of  relying  mainly  on  private 
firms,  by  the  complete  collapse  of  the 
Government  establishments  during  the 
Franco- German  War.  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  is  never  tired  of  telling 
us  how  infinitely  superior  we  are  to 
Franco  regarding  the  rapidity  with 
which  we  can  build  our  ships.  He  made 
an  eloquent  speech  on  the  subject  at 
Glasgow ;  when  I  read  it  I  could  not 
help  thinking  that  our  boasted  supe- 
riority was  entirely  neutralized  by  our 
inability  to  supply  the  ships  with  guDS. 
I  believe  in  this  respect  France 
18  three  or  four  years  ahead  of 
us.  Now,  let  me  turn  to  the 
"  statement "  of  the  First  Lord.  It  is 
almost  superfluous  to  say  that  when  I 
come  to  the  Ordnance  Department,  I  find 
he  has  to  tell  us  that  there  has  been  a 
Tery  great  delay  in  the  delivery  of  guns ; 
of  course,  this  statement,  as  usual,  is 
accompanied  by  a  hope — no ;  it  was  a 
hope  last  season — but  that  perennial 
spring  is  nearly  dried  up  at  the  Admi- 
ralty ;  it  is  a  '*  belief  "  ^at  guns  will  be 
delivered  more  punctually  in  the  future. 
We  are  then  told  that  much  of  this 
delay  is  due  to  faulty  liners.  This 
may  be  the  case  to  a  certain  extent, 
but  when  we  have  guns  delayed 
for  two  years,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
ColUngwoode^  and  the  gun  only 
takes  one  year  to  make,  it  is  absurd 
to  attribute  the  delay  to  the  ''liner." 
Now,  let  me  ask  the  House  to  con- 
aider  for  a  moment  how  we  stand 
according  to  the  Estimates  with  the 
promised  fpxn  programme  and  its  fulfil- 
ment. On  the  6th  August  last  the  First 
Lord  told  me  in  the    House  that  we 
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then  required  81  guns  over  nine  inches 
diameter,  and  that  45  of  these  would  be 
delivered  by  the  end  of  the  financial 
year.  According  to  the  First  Lord's 
statement,  only  22  guns  of  the  descrip- 
tion I  am  speaking  of  were  delivered 
in  the  course  of  last  year.  What  our 
exact  deficiency  is  at  this  moment  is  it 
is  impossible  for  me  to  say,  as  I  have 
no  means  of  knowing  the  number  of 
guns  delivered  since  31st  December, 
and  I  do  not  know  how  many  of  the 
older  armour  clads  it  is  proposed  to  re- 
arm this  year ;  but  so  far  as  I  can  form  an 
opinion,  our  arrears  of  large  guns,  deal- 
ing with  the  old  programme,  must  be 
somewhere  about  70,  and  we  are  making 
that  up  at  the  rate  of  22  a  year.  Now, 
from  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  on  Monday,  I  am  willing 
to  believe  that  the  rate  of  delivery  will 
be  accelerated ;  but  as  he  did  not  dis- 
tinguish between  land  and  naval  ser- 
vice, and  I  think  included  the  8-inch 
gun  in  his  calculations,  it  is  difficult  to 
arrive  at  any  definite  conclusion  as  to 
when,  even  on  paper,  the  lee  way  will 
be  made  up.  But  the  Committee  will 
bear  in  mind  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  has  to  provide  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  guns  for  military  ports  and 
coaling  stations;  the  heavy  guns  re- 
quired  for  this  programme  cannot  be 
less  than  100,  and  these  are  drawn 
from  the  same  source  as  the  naval 
ordnance.  If  the  new  naval  pro- 
gramme is  carried  out,  we  shall  re- 
quire, with  reserves,  70  large  guns  for 
naval  service,  above  the  70  I  have 
already  referred  to;  but  even  if  it  is 
not  adopted  in  its  entirety,  we  shall 
still  require  a  considerable  number  of 
guns  to  arm  the  ships  that  would  be 
required  under  the  ordinary  programme. 
I  urge  these  considerations  on  the  Com- 
mittee, as  a  reason  for  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  present  moment,  when 
a  large  supply  of  guns  is  required 
by  both  Services,  to  improve  our 
system,  and  increase  our  gun- producing 
power.  The  mere  addition  of  Messrs. 
Yickers  to  the  firms  who  are  to  enjoy 
the  monopoly  of  Government  employ- 
ment, which  is  all  the  Secretary  for 
War  promises  us,  is  not  a  sufficient 
remedy  for  a  deficient  supply  of  guns, 
and  a  defective  system  of  administra- 
tion. I  should  like  some  information  re- 
garding the  Ordnance  Vote.  In  his 
statement  the  First  Lord  says  there  is  a 
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m^m  if  wtf  $^0(%  th«^  prfM&iiwd  (g^mu.  it 
«^mn  to  m«  W4  ikhAn  b^  T^rj  tk^met  ctf 
MftmnAiti/^n  fr/r  tlMtn.      I  bikr^  Mid  I 
WOvM   ufA  mUtuU    U>   thm    imw    prv^ 
fTMBm^i    irzemt    in  »>  ftr    m  it    » 
f^tf^irriMl  t//  in  th^t  ^^nan««  To^.    The 
ftltitod^  T  t*k^  Qp  in  thin.     Wbnterer 
tliA  fiir^ngth  ^/f    f^r  ymwj  in,   and    I 
^^ir^  Uf  tee  It  fttjT/nflr,  let  it  be  efficient 
nil  ffmnd.     We  rmght  no  to  frame  oar 
trrotframme  that  the  mfmtij  granted  bir 
Parliament  nhonld  be  expended  on  all 
the  f^y%\tfsmmiU  tft  the  Senrice.    There 
ahonld   be  aderjaate  proportion  main- 
tained between  the  ontlaj  on  men,  on 
•Mp«,  and  ^/n  gan«.     Bat  we  know  we 
are  abort  of  gunn,  and,  an  I  have  iaid, 
defieient  \n  ammunition,    Woald  it  not 
be  mmti  prai:;tieal  to  make  oar  existing 
Na?j  efficient  befr/re  embarking,  at  any 
rate  U)  the  extent  proponed,  in  the  new 
ahipbfiiMing  programme.    The  cont  of 
armaments  han  gone  up  enormously — 
far  mttT*i  rapidly  «)yen  than  the  coMt  of 
ahipa.     The  armament  and  fittings  of 
the   /hnboWf   with   her    12    guns,   cost 
£'207,000,    the    hull     and     machinery 
£017,000.     Thirty  years  ago  the  iJuks 
of  Wsliingion^t  131   guns,  inr;luding  all 
thoir  fit tingpi,  only  co«t  £  1 7,000.     l^ook- 
ing  to  the  enormonn  increase  in  the  cost 
of  armaments,  and  they  are  likely  with 
the  derelopment  of  quick-firing  guns  to 
go  on  increasing,  I  think  it  would  he  a 
wise  course   to  arm   [/roperly  the  ships 
wo  have  and  lav  in  a  stork  of  ammuni 
tion,  before  we  Iniild  more  ships  to  join 
the  large   ''  expectant ''  souaclion,  now 
waiting  for  their  guns,  which  the  pre- 
sent  Admiralty    have    so   thoughtfully 
provided  for  the  protection  of  our  shores. 
On  this  mutter   1  think  the  patience  of 
the  country  is  getting  a  little  exhausted, 
and  before  the  House  grants  the  present 
lioard  of  Admiralty  a  single  sixpence, 
wo  ought  to  have   definite  information 
on  three  points — namely,  what  our  calcu- 
lated outtiut  of  guns  is  in  the  year,  the 
aouret'S  rrom   whence  the  g^ms  are  to 
oomo,  and   tho  penalties   to  be  inflicted 
on  contractors  for  non-fuKilmont  of  their 
oontraots  ;  and,  above  all,  we  ought  to 
t  on   a  radical  change  in  our  Ord- 
•ystem.     I  believe  so  long  aa  you 
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abli»t  Qfflleenof  bock  Serrieea,  j€m  will 
be  hMm  to  the  delay*  sad  faflvna  of 
wbieh  yea  have  alrwdj  hmd  ao  larga  aa 
experienee;  and  in  addhioa  to  tbat,  4i# 
Naval  Service  will  be  deprived  ibm  ad- 
Taatage  it  oogbt  to  poitas,  ci  beiag- 
enabled  in  ita  boar  of  need  to  raly  ob 
the  endleea  maebaniral  and  mannfartar- 
mg  rooooroea  of  this  eovintry. 

Cf>io«L  NOLAN  CGalway,  N.)  :  Tn 
aeeonding  the  Ifotioa  of  the  iMm.  Mem- 
ber for  Banffshire  (Mr.  B.  W.    Dnff), 
I    woald   point   oat    that    hia    Modoo 
natorally  dividee  itaelf  into  two  aoctiona, 
and  I  am  aorprised  that  the  Government 
do  not  accept  the  first  of  these  at  onoa, 
and  declare  themaelvee  ander  an  obliga^ 
tion  to  the  hon.  Member  for  bringing' 
it  forward  in  snch  a  dear  and  aimple 
form.    The  propoaition  that  the  Furat 
Lord,  aa  repreeenting  the  Admiralty^ 
ahoald  be  reoponaible  far  all  the  naval 
guns  baa  very  often  been  pat  before  the 
Hoaae,  and  it  baa  always  been  accepted 
by  the  Government  in  theory,  but  it 
seems    that    it    is  not  acted   apon  in 
practice.    Thia  House  and  the  coantrj 
like  to  know  who  to  hang  in  caae  any- 
thing goes  wrong,  and  I  am  sure  the 
First  Lord  would  not  object  to  the  re- 
aponsibility  for  supplying   naval    ord- 
nance being  definitely  fixed  apon  the 
Admiralty.     At  present   the    responsi- 
bility is    divided    and  complicated  be- 
tween the  Admiralty,  the  War  Office, 
and  the  Ordnance  Committee,  of  whom 
the  great  majority  are  military  officers, 
and    when   anything  goes  wrong    you 
have  to  hunt  all  the  way  down,  attacking 
first   the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
who  falls  back  upon  the  Secretary  for 
War,  who  again  retires  upon  the  Ord- 
nance Committee,  who  will  endeavour 
to  cast  the  responsibility  on  the  Director 
General  of  Ordnance,  then  there  will  be 
an  intermediate  dispute  between  naval 
and  military  advisers  as  to  who  recom- 
mended the  gun,  and  by  the  time  respon- 
sibility is  fixed — if  itever  is — thecountry 
is  tired  of  the  whole  question.     There 
is  truth  in  Solomon's  maxim  that  there 
is  safety  in  a  multitude  of  counaellors, 
but  it  is  safety  for  the  oounsellora,  not 
for  those  who  receive  the  counsel,  for,, 
of  course,  the  counsellors  can  shift  about 
the  responsibility  from  one  to  the  other. 
If  he  oqnsults  the  safety  of  the  country, 
I  think  the  noble  Lord  ahould  accept  tha 
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___  part  of  this  Resolution.  The 
'NUffioulty  with  the  First  Lord  is  to  know 
■i|o  whom  to  fj^o  for  advice  as  to  pattern 
■land  class  of  guns.  You  may  say  there  are 
■■fiuy  few  people  capable  of  giving  advice 
■ion  the  subject.  Certainly  an  engineer, 
^if  he  has  studied  the  subject  for  eight  or 
1^  ten  years  and  is  an  able  man,  may  give 
01  an  opinion  and  know  more  about  the 

■  manufacture  of  a  gun  than  the  man 

■  whose  business  it  is  to  fight  the  gun. 
fi  There  are  very  few  of  these  men,  and 
t  they  are  mostly  connected  with  the  trade, 
I  and  so  are  not  available  to  give  advice 
I  to  the  First  Lord.  Then  he  must  rely 
I     on  military  or  naval  officers.     But  the 

ordinary  Naval  or  Artillery  officer  knows 
T«ry  little  indeed  about  manufacturing 
guns ;  his  business  is  to  work  the  guns ; 
and  of  the  Artillery  officer,  I  should 
■ay  that  he  knows  a  great  deal  more 
about  how  a  horse  is  groomed  than  he 
does  of  how  a  gun  is  made.  In  the  Navy 
there  is  no  great  opportunity  to  obtain 
experience,  but  there  are  some  officers 
who  have  gathered  much  experience  and 
information  from  Shoeburyness  and  on 
board  the  Excellent.  I  may  mention 
that  the  present  Director  General  of 
Ordnance,  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Banffshire,  derived  much  of  his  in- 
formation from  Shoeburyness.  There 
is  another  quarter  where  the  knowledge 
can  be  obtained,  and  that  is  at  the 
Gun  Factory,  Woolwich.  There  are 
only  a  limited  number  of  officers  em- 
ployed there,  not  more  than  two  or  three 
at  a  time,  I  think,  and  probably  there 
are  not  more  than  six  or  eight  who  have 
passed  through  the  Factory,  and  are 
capable  of  giving  advice  as  to  manu- 
facture. I  do  not  know  that  there  are 
any  Naval  officers  who  have  been  so  em- 

gloyed,  but  until  the  First  Lord  cad  avail 
imself  of  the  service  of  Naval  officers,  let 
him  attach  to  his  Department  Artillery 
officers,  who  have  the  necessary 
knowledge  acquired  by  experience  on 
the  Excellent  at  Shoeburyness  and 
at  Woolwich.  It  would  be  much  better 
so  than  that  the  responsibility  of  the 
Admiralty  should  be  weakened  by  pass- 
ing through  the  War  Office.  As  to 
carriages,  Naval  officers  ought  to  be  far 
better  advisers  than  Artillery  officers, 
because  the  naval  gun-carriages  are  of 
an  elaborate  character,  and  worked  by 
steam  machinery,  whereas  there  is 
nothing  of  the  kind  with  land  artillery. 
The  supply  of  shot  and  shell  is  a  much 


simpler    matter,    and    hardly  requires 
elaborate  manufacturing  knowl«^dge.  As 
to   the  first   part  of  the   Resolution,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  all  difficulties  could 
be  met.     It  is  well  to  notice  that,  on  any 
question     between     good     guns     and 
moderately   good  guns,  the    best  must 
always  go  to  the  Navy.     The  reasons  are 
obvious,  the  g^n-oarriages  and  arrange- 
ments on  board  ship  are  elaborate,  and 
calculated  to  make  the  best  use  of  the 
conditions  existing  on  the  ship,  and  it  is 
not  possible — as  it  is,  as  a  rule,  on  land 
fortifications — to     substitute,     say,    six 
moderately -good  guns  for  four  first-class 
guns.     The  Navy  must  have  the  prece- 
dence in  the  supply  of  guns ;  but  under 
the  present  system,  if  naval  guns  turn 
out  badly,  I  defy  you  to  say  whose  fault 
it  is.     The  Admiralty,  the  War  Office, 
the  Director  of  Artillery,  the  Ordnance 
Committee,    would     have     the    blame 
amongst  them;  but  such  an  elaborate 
correspondence   would  result  from'  an 
attempt  to  apportion  the  blame,  that  it 
would    require    legal    training   to   say 
where  actual  responsibility  should  rest. 
The  second  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Resolution,  I  am  afraid,  the  Government 
will  not  adopt,  for  I  pressed  something 
of  the  same  kind  upon  their  attention 
quite  lately.     There  are,  no  doubt,  few 
firms  now   who  are   ready  to  produce 
guns,  but  I  imagine  if  you  tell  them  you 
are  going  to  lay  out  a  million  or  two  on 
gun  contracts,  thrown  open  to  general 
competition,  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
about  raising  the  capital  to  set  up  the 
necessary  machinery,  and  anyone  accus- 
tomed to  working  steel  would,  in  a  short 
time,  produce   good   guns,   though  not 
perhaps  equal   to  those  of  Krupp.     I 
need  nardly  enlarge  upon  the  advan- 
tages of   open  competition — how   you 
would     at  once    get    rid    of  the   sus- 
picions    and    innuendos   that    it    was 
influence    brought   to  bear   on  officials 
that  secured  this  or  that  contract ;  and 
how  you  would  sometimes  get  guns  even 
below  market  price,  because  there  are 
times  when  it  would  pay  a  manufacturer^ 
in  order  to  keep  his  plant  going  and  his 
staff  together,  to  work  at  cost  price.     Of 
course  the  manufacturer  ^  ill  lo')k   for- 
ward to  recoup  himself  when  a  large  or 
sudden  demand  arises.     But  the  idea  of 
the  manufacturer  under  the  system  of 
restricted  competition  seems  to  be  that  he 
is  always  to  get  his   15  or  20   per  cent 
from  a  Government  order,  and  when  the 
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presBnre  comes  he  may  g^t  over  1 00  per 
cent.  This  is  not  the  usual  practice  of 
large  manufacturers,  who  are  content 
sometimes  to  forego  their  profits,  seeing 
their  gain  in  the  long  run  from  transac- 
tions over  a  long  period.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  even  accept  the  second 

Sart  of  the  Besolution,  perhaps  in  a  mo- 
ified  form,  hut  as  to  the  first  part  I  do 
not  see  why  they  should  not  at  once  adopt 
it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  QueBtion,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  tlie  Admiralty 
onght  to  assume  the  entire  responsihility  of 
providing  guns  and  ordnance  stores  for  the  Naval 
service,  and  that  the  delivery  of  guns  would  be 
accelerated,  and  the  gun- producing  power  of 
the  Country  developed,  if  the  private  trade, 
as  recommended  by  the  Report  of  the  Inter- 
Departmental  Committee,  dated  11th  November 
1886,  were  more  largely  resorted  to  than  at 
present  for  the  supply  of  guns  and  ordnance 
•tores,"— ( l/r.  J)uf,) 

— instead  thereof. 

♦Thb  first  LOED  op  thb  ADMI- 
BALTT  (Lord  George  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  opened  this  discussion  used 
aome  very  strong  language  ahout  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty,  while  he 
used  some  complimentary  epithets  in 
reference  to  the  Board  to  which  he  be- 
longed. Now  it  struck  me  that  although 
the  hon.  Gentleman  used  this  strong 
language  he  did  not  display  intimate 
knowledge  of  his  subject.  The  hon.  and 

Sdlant  Gentleman  who  seconded  the 
otion  does  know  his  subject ;  he  is 
a  thorough  artillerist  and  knows  what 
the  difficulties  are.  Let  me  state  those 
•difficulties  in  a  few  words.  There  have 
been  many  Committees,  Commissions, 
and  Conferences  on  this  question  of 
supplying  warlike  stores,  but  although 
there  have  been  many  different  recom- 
mendations and  much  diversity  of 
opinion  displayed  as  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Ordnance  Department,  they 
have  been  absolutely  unanimous  on  this 
point,  that  all  guns  or  stores,  whether 
ior  the  Army  or  Navy, should  be  uniform 
in  pattern  and  interchangeable.  That  is 
the  guiding  principle  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ignores.  He  asks  us  to  imitate 
France,  where  they  have  guns  differing 
in  design  and  not  interchangeable  be- 
tween Army  and  Navy,  and  separate 
stocks  of  stores  and  ammunition  for  each 
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service.  This  is  what  I  think  the  Houae 
would  never  tolerate,  that  we,  with  our 
possessions  and  interests  scattered  all 
over  the  world,  should  have  at  our 
different  stations  two  supplies  of  stores, 
one  for  our  naval  and  the  other  for  our 
land  forces.  No  one  disputes  the  fact 
that  guns  should  be  interchangeable, 
and  it  follows  that  there  can  be  only  one 
Designing  Department,  not  one  for  the 
War  Office  and  one  for  the  Admiralty. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  moving  his  Motion, 
has  censured  the  Admiralty  because  they 
have  not  adopted  the  decision  of  the 
Conference.  Now,  the  decision  of  the 
Conference  was  to  refer  the  matter  of 
stores  to  a  Committee. 

♦Mb.  E.  W.  duff  :  I  must  take  ex- 
ception to  that  statement.  The  Con- 
ference adopted  the  principle  laid  down 
by  General  Alderson  that  the  Admiralty 
should  make  their  own  contracts  for 
naval  stores 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  A  Con- 
ference was  appointed,  and  the  Con- 
ference recommended  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  and  the  Committee 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  Ad- 
miralty should  not  make  separate  con- 
tracts so  far  as  guns,  gunpowder,  pro- 
i'ectiles,  and  other  stores  were  concerned, 
n  paragraph  10,  pag^  4,  the 
Committee  distinctly  recommends 
the  very  system  now  in  foroe. 
The  hon.  Member  laughs.  Has  he 
the  smallest  estimation  of  the  quantity 
of  stores  which  are  not  interchangeable. 
It  is  infinitesimal.  What  I  have  quoted 
is  the  result  of  the  Conference  appointed 
by  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  belonged,  and  it  is 
that  at  which  the  hon.  Member  laughs. 
I  contend  that  the  present  Board  has 
done  identically  what,  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  in  office,  he  would 
have  been  compelled  to  do.  The  hon. 
Member  went  further  and  said  there 
were  certain  members  on  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  notably  Admiral  Hopkins, 
who  agreed  in  his  view.  The  hon. 
Member  is  utterly  in  error.  '  Admiral 
Hopkins  is  Controller  of  the  Navy, 
and  he  entirely  dissents  from  the  hon. 
Member. 

«Mr.  DUFF:  I  read  hia  evidenoe 
in  support  of  my  views  before  Sir  James 
Stephen's  Commission. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  hon. 
Member  may  have  referred  to  hia 
evidence,    but  as  against  that  I   had 
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myself  the  advantage  of  a  conversation 
with  the  Controller  of  the  Navy  this 
morning,  and  he  said  he  entirely 
dissented  from  the  view  advanced  hy 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  for  the  reason 
I  have  stated,  that  the  Admiralty  would 
not  undertake  to  order  guns  unless 
they  had  a  special  department  for 
designs.  The  fact  is,  there  are  very 
few  persons  in  this  country  who  can 
design  heavy  guns.  The  hon.  Member 
has  so  little  idea  of  the  difficulties  atten- 
ding the  manufacture  of  guns  that  he 
proposes  to  put  them  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  the  hulls  of  ships  and  machinery 
but  there  is  all  the  difference  in  the 
world  between  the  cases.  If  your 
engines  do  not  come  up  to  test,  you  can 
make  a  reduction  in  the  amount  of 
money  paid  to  the  contractor,  and  you 
still  have  ships  which  will  be  able  to 
drive  at  a  certain  speed.  If  a  hull  is 
not  satisfactory,  the  result  probably  will 
be  that  the  vessel  will  go  a  knot  or  two 
less.  But  if  a  gun  does  not  work  it  will 
in  all  probability  burst,  and  th«n  what 
is  to  be  done  ? 

Mr.  DUrF  :  Reject  it. 

Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Yes,  but  the 
rejection  of  the  gun  affects  all  the  guns 
made  on  this   principle,    and   the  hon. 
Member  does  not  appear  to  understand 
that.     There  is  an  insuperable  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  establishing  two  designing 
Departments,  one  for  tlie  Army  and  one 
for  the  Navy,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
there   is    uo    alternative    between    the 
present  system  and  the  establishment  of 
a   separate   Ordnance  Department.     It 
seems  to    be    a    great    reflection    upon 
this    country   that   there    should   be    a 
considerable  number  of  ships   waiting 
for  their  guns,  and  I  can  quite  under- 
stand   the    hon.    Gentleman's   wish    to 
make     some     practical    suggestion    by 
which  the  difficulties  can  be  obviated, 
but   it  is   quite  clear  his  recommenda- 
tion  would  aggravate  the  evil.     There 
is    not    much    difficulty    in    obtaining 
small  guns,  but  we  cannot  entrust  firms, 
who  have  had   no  experience,  with  the 
making  of  the  heaviest  ordnance.   They 
must  learn  their  business  gradually.  To 
go  into  the  market  for  great  guns  might 
be  to  put  into  the  hands  of  inexperienced 
firms  the  manufacture  of  guns  which  it 
is  almost  impossible  to  assume  they  could 
produce.     As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
proposition,  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  that  we  ought  to 


do  everything  in  our  power  to  increase 
the    sources    of  supply;  but  that  is  a 
work  which  must   he  done  gradually. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  been  very  successful 
in  getting  existing  firms  to  extend  their 
works,  and  also  in  getting  fresh  firms 
to  undertake  the  business,  and  by  dis- 
tributing the    work   amongst  different 
firms  he  has  been  able  to  get  a  consider- 
ably larger  amount  of  work  done  during 
the    past    year    than     previously.      It 
may  interest  the  House  to  know  what 
has   been    the    delivery  of    guns  dur- 
ing the  past  three  years.     There  have 
been   delivered   to    the   Naval    Service 
during    the    three    years     ending    1st 
April,    1889,    594    guns    above    4- inch 
calibre ;    of   the  guns   required   to  be 
delivered    in    the  year    1889-90    there 
are    235     over     4-inch,    all    of    which 
have  been  ordered.    In  addition  to  that, 
there  are  269  guns  which  will  be  re- 
quired   before    1st   April,  1891,   if  the 
shipbuilding  proposals  of  the   Govern- 
ment are  assented  to.     It  is  estimated 
that   all  will   be  practically   completed 
«vithin  two  years,  leaving  only  48  in- 
complete at  the  end  of  that  time.     Past 
experience,   however,   should  not  make 
us  over-sanguine  that  they  will  be  de- 
livered to  tho  exact  date  named.     I  can 
assure  the  Committee  that  the   Board 
of   Admiralty   are  not  in  the   slightest 
degree  inclined  to   shirk  the  responsi- 
bility  which    legitimately   attaches    to 
them    of     supplying     the     Navy    with 
guns ;  but   they  could    not    undertake 
the    responsibility   of   designing  them. 
If  we  had  gone  into  the  open  market, 
there  would  have  been  two  of  us — our- 
selves and  the  War  Department — com- 
peting  against  each  other,  and,  in  all 
probability,  driving   up  prices.      Many 
of  the  difficulties  which   have  hitherto 
attended  the  manufacture  and  deliveiy 
of  these  guns  are  being  solved,  and  1 
believe  that,   if  we  continued    on    the 
lines  we  are  pursuing,  we  shall  gradu- 
ally surmount  these  difficulties,  and,  at 
the  same  time,   improve   our   guns.     I 
hope  the  House  will,  by  a  large  majority, 
reject  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member, 
which  would  only  aggravate  the  trouble 
we  wish  to  cure 

♦Lord  C.  BERESFOKD  (Marylebone, 
E.) :  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  as  to 
the  immense  difficulty  of  the  question, 
but  I  do  not  see  why  the  difficulty  should 
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not  be  faced.     I  think  the  remarks  of 
mj  noble  Friend  ha^e  wandered  awaj 
from  the  question.     This  state  of  things 
undoubtedly  does  exist — that  we  have 
many  ships  without  guns — and  the  noble 
Lord  is  not  over-sanguine  that  the  de- 
mand which  will  be  made  for  guns  in 
time  to  come  will  be  readilj  met.     We 
want  to  know  whether  that  demand  will 
be  met,  and  that  is  a  point  the  country 
also  wants  to  know.   We  ought  to  have, 
first  of  all,  a  sufficient  number  of  guns 
for  immediate  use ;  then  we  want  enough 
to  re-arm  the  Fleet ;    and  we  want  to 
know  how  many  guns  there  are  in  the 
Beserve.     The  life  of  a  heavy  gun,  now- 
a-days,  is  very  short,  owing,  probably, 
to  the  enormous  explosive  power  of  the 
new  powder,  and  we  have  frequently  to 
relieve  the  guns,  which  renders  it  neces- 
sary that  we  shall  have  an  efficient  He- 
serve.     From    a    Betum  of  the  ships 
waiting  for  their  guns,  as  at  May  of  last 
year,  I  find  that  there  are  eight  ships 
which,  in  the  aggregate,   are  short  of 
78  guns.     I  wish  to  know  how  many  of 
those  ships  are  still  waiting  for  their 
guns?      On    another    point     I     will 
ask       the        First       Lord       if       he 
has  now  any  orders  out  to  supply  the 
place  of  the  obsolete  guns— the  wrought- 
iron  guns  with  steel  linings.     The  new 
gun  manufactured  in  this  country  since 
1885  is  a  good  gun — as  good  a  gun  as 
is  to  be  found  in  Europe;    but  before 
1885   the  guns   were  neither  good  in 
material    nor    manufacture.       In   the 
matter  of  reserve  of  guns,  the  present 
system  is  wrong.     For  instance,  when 
the  Amiral    Duperri    burst  a  gun,  its 
place  was  supplied  in  a  few  weeks;  but 
when  the    Coloaus  burst  a  gun  many 
months  elapsed  before  she  got  another, 
•imply  because  there  is  no  reserve  guns. 
Why  is  this  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
does  as  his  Predecessors  did — the  best 
he  can  do  under  the  present  system; 
which  is  nothing.     On  the  question  of 
liners  there  is  a  generally  wrong  im- 

?res8ion.  The  French,  German,  and 
talian  Governments  do  not  use  them — 
why  I  do  not  know,  as  the  result  will  be 
that  they  will  have  to  get  rid  of  their 
guns  before  they  are  very  old,  whioh 
will  cost  an  enormous  amount  of  money; 
but  the  British  Government  do  use 
liners,  and,  by  putting  them  into  guns 
to  some  extent  disabled  by  erosion,  we 
make  the  guns  as  good  as  new.  This  is 
a  good  system ;  and  I  do  not  understand 

Lord  C,  Biraford 


the  statement  of  the  First  Lord  in  re- 
gard to  it — namely, 

**  The  delay  (in  the  prodaction  of  gans)  is 
due  to  the  faulty  principle  adopted  with  regard 
to  a  number  of  the  guns  in  replacing  liners.*' 

That  rather  implies   that  he  does  not 
approve  of  liners ;  but  we  must  have 
liners  in  the  guns  when  they  are  eroded. 
I  have  seen  recently  at  Woolwich  a  gun 
which  is  to  have  a  new  liner  shipped 
with  it ;  so  that  at  sea  the  old  liner  can 
be  blown  out  and  a  new  one  put  in  its 
place.     This  is  a  new  system,  and  only 
shows   what  a^  great  deal   has  to   be 
learnt  by  our  sailors  nowadays.      At 
one  time  our  seamen  were  supposed  to 
be  useful  to  us  on  account  of  the  smart- 
ness with  which  they  could  reef  topsails, 
but  in  the  present  day  they  are  to  be 
distinguished  for  their  ability  in  taking 
out  old  liners  and  putting  in  new  ones. 
The  present  system  of  gun  manufacture 
is    very  unfair   to  the    manufacturer, 
largely  on  account  of  the  financial  year 
system.     Guns,  as  well  as  ships,  ought 
to  be  carried  straight  through  to  com- 
pletion and  paid  for  at  once,  thus  assist- 
ing the  manufacturer,  and  enabling  the 
country  to   get    what    it    wants.     The 
manufacturer  at  present  has  to  wait  for 
orders,  and  then  has  to  complete  them 
within  a  certain  date;    and   when  the 
workmanship  is  hurried  the  result  is 
apt  not  to  be  good.     They  cannot  get 
continuity  of  orders,  and  acoordin^y, 
with  such  plant  as  they  have,  they  can- 
not afford  to  take  all  the  orders  that  the 
Government  can  give  them.     They  are 
compelled  either  to  discharge  men  or  to 
work  for  foreign   Govemmeots.     This 
brings  about  the  condition  of  things  in 
whioh  British  manufacturers  are  work- 
ing very  largely  for  foreign  Govern- 
ments, while  the  British  Government  is 
itself  waiting  for  guns.     This  matter 
requires  to  be  looked  into ;  and  I  also 
think  the  matter  of  delivery  should  be 
worked    out    better.      Krupp     always 
guarantees  to  turn  out  his  heavy  g^ns, 
running  up  to  14  in.,  at  the  rate  of  one 
month  for  every  inch  of  calibre.     That 
is  not  what  we  do  in  this  country  or 
anything  near    it.     Probably  remarks 
will  be  made  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  about  the  great  expenditure  on 
guns.     But  in  reply  I  will  ask,  first, 
whether  the  country  is  to  be  dejfended 
or  not?    And  next,  I   will  point  out 
that  the  steel  gun  manufactured  since 
1885  is  a  cheaper  gun  than  any  other 
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lioavj  gun  in  Europe.  The  French 
guns  of  over  9-in.  calibre  cost  £320  per 
ion ;  the  Krupp  guns  cost  £240  per 
ton ;  and  the  English  guns  since 
1885  cost  only  £200  per  ton.  If  the 
-services  are  to  have  guns  at  all,  the 
•country  cannot  afford  to  supply  such  as 
will  be  inferior  to  those  brought  against 
them.  As  to  the  Committees  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  referred,  there  have  been 
no  actual  practical  results  from  them, 
although,  no  doubt,  a  g^eat  many  things 
liave  been  inquired  into.  My  noble 
Friend,  I  see,  dissents  from  this  state- 
ment, but  if  we  have  not  sufficient  guns 
for  our  ships,  surely  I  am  justified  in 
saying  that  there  have  been  no  practical 
results.  What  I  ask  is,  will  the  supply 
in  future  equal  the  demand  ?  The  noble 
Lord  said  he  was  not  sanguine  that  he 
would  be  able  to  get  guns  up  to  date. 
That  is  all  nonsense.  We  must  get  the 
:|^ns  up  to  date.  If  it  takes  longer  to 
make  them  put  the  date  further  back ; 
but  have  the  guns  up  to  that  date. 
Every  Committee  wnich  has  sat 
to  consider  this  question  has  come 
to  the  sound  common-sense  con- 
clusion that  we  must  have  one  pat- 
-tem  for  the  Army  and  Navy.  That  is 
necessary  in  order  that  we  can  transfer 
guns  from  ships  to  fortresses  and  vice 
werid  where  necessary.  The  Committee 
of  1887  forming  the  subject  of  Paper 
259  reported  that 

^  '*The  fundi  allotted  by  Parliament  from 
'time  to  time  for  the  production  of  ordnance 
for  the  Navy  have  been  diverted  to  other 
purposes;" 

that, 

"No  organization  has  existed  or  yet  exists 
"by  which  the  gun-producing  resources  of  the 
country  can  be  developed  so  as  to  meet  the  re- 
-quirements ; " 

that  the  Admiralty 

**  Have  no  information  as  to  the  number  of 
■rounds  of  ammunition  in  store  for  the  various 
guns  or  as  to  the  available  stock  of  tubes,  kc,  or 
how  much  the  stock  of  warlike  material  has  been 
increased  or  diminished  from  year  to  year;  '* 

and  that 

'*  The  Admiralty  receives  no  account  of  the 
jnoney  spend  on  guns  for  the  Navy." 

♦The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopi,  Lincolnshire, 
Homoastle) :  That  has  been  idtered. 

Lord  0.  BERESFORD :  I  am  glad 
^  hear  that.  It  came  out  most  dis- 
tinctly the  other  day  in  debate  that  the 
Admiralty  ordered  a  large  number  of 


quick  firing  guns  and  refused  to  allow 
ammunition  for  them.  This  is  the  sort 
of  thing  that  must  be  continually 
brought  before  the  public  if  any  altera- 
tion in  the  system  is  to  be  effected. 
Will  the  noble  Ix>rd  kindly  make  a  note 
of  the  point,  as  I  should  like  to  have  an 
answer?  Another  remark  made  was 
that  the  late  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
War  Office  pointed  out  that  either  the 
Admiralty  asked  a  great  deal  too  much, 
or  the  War  Department  gave  too  little. 
Fancy  such  a  thing  as  that  taking  place 
with  regard  to  the  supply  of  guns. 
The  Committee  in  their  Report  also 
say  that : 

**The  Administration  as  it  now  exists  has 
been  pronounced  by  most  competent  authorities 
to  be  one  of  '  dangerous  divided  responsibility/ 
which  will  probably  lead  to  disaster  in  &e 
event  of  war," 

and 

"  in  the  interest  of  the  public  service  a  radical 
change  is  imperatively  demanded." 

I  think  the  French  system  is  the  best 
that  can  be  adopted,  but  I  would  be  the 
last  to  recommend  it  to  the  House,  be- 
cause it  would  involve  a  very  large 
expenditure,  and  I  think  it  better  to 
utilize  what  we  have  got ;  but  on  the 
other  hand  the  system  does  not  work 
well.  There  is  a  great  deal  of  irritation 
between  the  two  services,  and  I  believe 
the  thing  will  never  work  well  until  we 
get  for  the  supply  of  guns  a  Depart- 
ment independent  both  of  the  War 
Office  and  the  Admiralty.  I  would  have 
the  Department  formed  of  soldiers, 
sailors,  engineers,  and  others,  but  pre« 
sided  over  by  a  civilian.  Such  a  Depart- 
ment would  see  in  a  moment  where  the 
guns  ought  to  be  supplied,  whether  to  the 
Army  or  the  Navy,  and  somebody 
would  always  be  responsible,  whereas 
under  the  present  system  it  is  impossible 
to  bring  responsibility  home  to  any- 
body. As  far  as  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Resolution  goes  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
first  part  of  it,  but  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  second  part,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  has  rendered  a  most  valuable 
service  in  bringing  the  matter,  before 
the  House. 

♦Sir  W.  PLOWDEN  (Wolverhamp- 
ton) :  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the 
Resolution  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr* 
DuS)  has  been  productive  of  an  ex* 
tremely  useful  discussion.  My  hon. 
Friend  expressed  a  desire  that  the  Ad- 
miralty should  assume  the  entire  respon- 
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pressnre  comes  he  may  get  over  1 00  per 
cent.  Tliis  is  not  the  usual  practice  of 
large  manufacturers,  who  are  content 
sometimes  to  forego  their  profits,  seeing 
their  gain  in  the  long  run  from  transac- 
tions over  a  long  period.  I  hope  the 
Government  will  eyen  accept  the  second 
part  of  the  Besolution,  perhaps  in  a  mo- 
dified form,  but  as  to  the  first  part  I  do 
not  see  why  they  should  not  at  once  adopt 
it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words, 
« in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Admiralty 
ought  to  assume  the  entire  responsihility  of 
providing  g^ns  and  ordnance  stores  for  the  Naval 
cervice,  and  that  the  delivery  of  g^ns  would  he 
accelerated,  and  the  gun -producing  power  of 
the  Country  developed,  if  the  private  trade, 
as  recommended  hy  the  Report  of  the  Inter- 
Departmental  Committee,  dated  llthNovemher 
1886,  were  more  largely  resorted  to  than  at 
present  for  the  supply  of  guns  and  ordnance 
stores,**— (/Vr.  Buff,) 

— instead  thereof. 

♦The  FIEST  LOED  of  the  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Lord  Geobob  Hamilton, 
Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  opened  this  discussion  used 
some  very  strong  language  about  the 
present  Board  of  Admiralty,  while  he 
used  some  complimentary  epithets  in 
reference  to  the  Board  to  which  he  be- 
longed. Now  it  struck  me  that  although 
the  hon.  Gentleman  used  this  strong 
language  he  did  not  display  intimate 
knowledge  of  his  subject.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  seconded  the 
Motion  does  know  his  subject ;  he  is 
a  thorough  artillerist  and  knows  what 
the  difficulties  are.  Let  me  state  those 
difficulties  in  a  few  words.  There  have 
been  many  Committees,  Commissions, 
and  Conferences  on  this  question  of 
supplying  warlike  stores,  but  although 
there  haye  been  many  different  recom- 
mendations and  much  diversity  of 
opinion  displayed  as  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Ordnance  Department,  they 
have  been  absolutely  unanimous  on  this 
point,  that  all  guns  or  stores,  whether 
for  the  Army  or  Navy, should  be  uniform 
in  pattern  and  interchangeable.  That  is 
the  guiding  principle  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ignores.  He  asks  us  to  imitate 
France,  where  they  have  guns  differing 
in  design  and  not  interchangeable  be- 
tween Army  and  Navy,  and  separate 
atocks  of  stores  and  ammunition  for  each 

Colonel  Nolan 


service.  This  is  what  I  think  the  House 
would  never  tolerate,  that  we,  with  our 
possessions  and  interests  scattered  all 
over  the  world,  should  have  at  our 
different  stations  two  supplies  of  stores, 
one  for  our  naval  and  the  other  for  our 
land  forces.  No  one  disputes  the  fact 
that  guns  should  be  interchangeable, 
and  it  follows  that  there  can  be  only  one 
Designing  Department,  not  one  for  the 
War  Office  and  one  for  the  Admiralty. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  moving  his  Motion, 
has  censured  the  Admiralty  because  they 
have  not  adopted  the  decision  of  the 
Conference.  Now,  the  decision  of  the 
Conference  was  to  refer  the  matter  of 
stores  to  a  Committee. 

*Mb.  E.  W.  duff  :  I  must  take  ex- 
ception  to  that  statement.  The  Con- 
ference adopted  the  principle  laid  down 
by  General  Alderson  that  the  Admiralty 
should  make  their  own  contracts  for 
naval  stores 

♦Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON:  A  Con- 
ference  was  appointed,  and  the  Con- 
ference recommended  that  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  and  the  Committee 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  Ad* 
miralty  should  not  make  separate  con- 
tracts so  far  as  guns,  gunpowder,  pro- 
1'ectiles,  and  other  stores  were  concerned, 
n  paragraph  10,  page  4,  the 
Committee  distinctly  recommends 
the  very  system  now  in  force. 
The  hon.  Member  laughs.  Has  he 
the  smallest  estimation  of  the  quantity 
of  stores  which  are  not  interchangeable. 
It  is  infinitesimal.  What  I  have  quoted 
is  the  result  of  the  Conference  appointed 
by  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  to  which, 
the  hon.  Member  belonged,  and  it  is 
that  at  which  the  hon.  Member  laughs. 
I  contend  that  the  present  Board  has 
done  identically  what,  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  in  office,  he  would 
have  been  compelled  to  do.  The  hon. 
Member  went  further  and  said  there 
were  certain  members  on  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  notably  Admiral  Hopkins, 
who  agreed  in  his  view.  The  hon. 
Member  is  utterly  in  error.  Admiral 
Hopkins  is  Controller  of  the  Navy, 
and  he  entirely  dissents  from  the  hon. 
Member. 

*Mb.  DUFF:  I  read  his  evidence 
in  support  of  my  views  before  Sir  James 
Stephen's  Commission. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  hon. 
Member  may  have  referred  to  his 
evidence,    but  as  against  that  I    had 


1669 


Ouns  and 


{Mabch  14,  1889} 


Ordnance  Stora,      1690 


myself  the  advantage  of  a  conversation 
with  the  Controller  of  the  Navy  this 
morning,  and  he  said  he  entirely 
dissented  from  the  view  advanced  by 
the  hoD.  Gentleman,  and  for  the  reason 
I  have  stated,  that  the  Admiralty  would 
not  undertake  to  order  guns  unless 
they  had  a  special  department  for 
designs.  The  fact  is,  there  are  very 
few  persons  in  this  country  who  can 
design  heavy  guns.  The  hon.  Member 
has  so  little  idea  of  the  difficulties  atten- 
ding the  manufaoture  of  guns  that  he 
proposes  to  put  thorn  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  the  hulls  of  ships  and  machinery 
but  there  is  all  the  difference  in  the 
world  between  the  cases.  If  your 
engines  do  not  come  up  to  test,  you  can 
make  a  reduction  in  the  amount  of 
money  paid  to  the  contractor,  and  you 
still  have  ships  which  will  be  able  to 
drive  at  a  (;ertaiu  speed.  If  a  hull  is 
not  satisfactory,  the  result  probably  will 
be  that  the  vessel  will  go  a  knot  or  two 
less.  But  if  a  gun  does  not  work  it  will 
in  all  probability  burst,  and  th«n  what 
is  to  be  done  ? 

Mr.  DUrF  :  Reject  it. 
Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  Yes,  but  the 
rejection  of  the  ^un  affects  all  the  guns 
made  on  this   principle,    and  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  appear  to  understand 
that.     There  is  an  insuperable  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  establishing  two  designing 
Departments,  one  for  tUe  Army  and  one 
for  the  Navy,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
there   is    no    alternative    between    the 
present  system  and  the  establishment  of 
a   separate   Ordnance  Department.     It 
seems  to    be    a    great    reflection    upon 
this   country   that  there   should   be    a 
considerable  number  of  ships   waiting 
for  their  guns,  and  I  can  quite  under- 
stand   the    hon.    Gentleman's   wish    to 
make     some     practical    suggestion    by 
which  the  difficulties  can  be  obviated, 
but  it  is   quite  clear  his  recommenda- 
tion  would  aggravate  the  evil.     There 
is    not    much    difficulty     in    obtaining 
small  guns,  but  we  cannot  entrust  firms, 
who  have  had  no  experience,  with  the 
making  of  the  heaviest  ordnance.    They 
must  learn  their  business  gradually.  To 
go  into  the  market  for  great  g^ns  might 
be  to  put  into  the  hands  of  inexperienced 
firms  the  manufacture  of  guns  which  it 
is  almost  impossible  to  assume  they  could 
produce.     As  to  the  Becond  part  of  the 
proposition,  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  that  we  ought  to 


do  everything  in  our  power  to  increase 
the   sources    of  supply;  but  that  is  a 
work  which  must   be  done  gradually. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  been  very  successful 
in  getting  existing  firms  to  extend  their 
works,  and  also  in  getting  fresh  firms 
to  undertake  the  business,  and  by  dis- 
tributing the    work   amongst  different 
firms  he  has  been  able  to  get  a  consider- 
ably larger  amount  of  work  done  during 
the    past    year    than     previously.       It 
may  interest  the  House  to  know  what 
has    been    the    delivery   of    guns  dur- 
ing the  past  three  years.     There  have 
been   delivered   to    the   Naval    Service 
during    the    three    years     ending    ist 
April,    1889,    694    guns    above    4- inch 
calibre  ;    of    the   guns   required    to   be 
delivered    in    the   year    1889-90    there 
are    235     over     4-inch,    all    of    which 
have  been  ordered.    In  addition  to  that, 
there  are  269  guns  which  will  be  re- 
quired   before    1st   April,  1891,   if  the 
shipbuilding  proposals  of  the   Govern- 
ment are  assented  to.     It  is  estimated 
that   all  will   be   practically   completed 
.%'ithin  two  years,  leaving   only  48  in- 
complete at  the  end  of  that  time.     Past 
experience,   however,   should  not  make 
us  over-sanguine  that  they  will  be  de- 
livered to  thn  exact  date  named.     I  can 
assure  the  Committee  that   the   Board 
of   Admiralty   are  not  in  the    slightest 
degree   inclined  to   shirk  the  responsi- 
bility   which    legitimately   attaches    to 
them   of     supplying     the     Navy    with 
guns ;  but   they  could    not    undertake 
the    responsibility   of   designing  them. 
If  we  had  gone  into  the  open  market, 
there  would  have  been  two  of  us — our- 
selves and  the  War  Department — com- 
peting  against  each  other,  and,  in  all 
probability,  driving   up  prices.      Many 
of  the  difficulties  which   have  hitherto 
attended  the  manufacture  and  delivery 
of  these  guns  are  being  solved,  and  1 
believe  that,    if  we  continued    on    the 
lines  we  are  pursuing,  we  shall  gradu- 
ally surmount  these  difficulties,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  improve  our  guns.     I 
hope  the  House  will,  by  a  large  majority, 
reject  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member, 
which  would  only  aggravate  the  trouble 
we  wish  to  cure. 

♦Lord  C.  BERESFOKD  (Marylebone, 
E.) :  I  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  as  to 
the  immense  difficulty  of  the  question, 
but  I  do  not  see  why  the  difficulty  should 
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"that  thej  will  be  completed  in  due  time. 
Passing  from  these  special  points,  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  of  foreign  and  of 
English  guns,  and  asked  one  or  two 
questions  concerning  Messrs.  Krupp's 
method  and  the  time  required  in  turning 
out  a  completed  gun.  Well,  I  have 
hope  that  we  shall  be  able  to  better  it 
•here.  We  have  every  reason  to  believe 
that  in  our  gun  factories  we  can  produce 
some  guns,  ^r  instance  the  9*2  inch,  at  a 
-quicker  rate  than  that  mentioned  by  my 
noble  Friend.  My  noble  Friend  asks 
-several  special  questions  about  gun  con- 
struction. He  spoke  of  the  erosion 
that  occurs  in  our  guns,  and  from  which 
foreign  guns  are  free. 
♦Lord  0.  BERESFORD :  I  beg  par- 
don ;  I  never  said  anything  of  the  kind. 
There  must  always  be  erosion,  no  matter 
where  manufactured.  What  I  said  was, 
we  relieve  our  guns,  which  Foreign  Go- 
Tern  ments  did  not  do. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Then  I  need 
not  refer  to  erosion,  as  to  which  I 
have  several  facts  that  ehow  that  it 
occurs  often  more  largely  in  foreign- 
made  guns  than  in  our  own.  I  have 
.^ven  much  attention  to  a  comparison 
between  the  guns  in  our  service  and 
•those  of  France  and  Germany,  and  I 
have  had  caused  a  most  careful  com- 
parison to  be  made  between  the  guns  of 
similar  calibres  in  different  services, 
their  power  of  penetration  by  projectiles, 
and  the  general  power  of  the  guns ;  and 
the  conclusion  to  which  I  venture  to 
oome  after  very  close  examination  is 
that  our  guns  are  distinctly  better  than 
those  of  the  French  Service,  and  equal 
at  least  to  the  guns  of  the  German  Ser- 
Tice.  The  noble  Lord  has  asked  me  a 
-question  with  respect  to  the  ships  which 
have  unfortunately  been  without  their 
guns  in  the  past,  and  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  give  my  noble  Friend  the  in- 
formation I  possess  with  respect  to  the 
ships  which  were  waiting  for  their  guns 
as  presented  to  Parliament  last  year. 
The  first  ship  was  the  Collingwood^  which 
now  has  four  12-inch  guns  on  board. 
I  am  glad  to  say  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Mowe^  her  four  13'5-inch  guns  will  be 
in  course  of  proof  next  month,  and, 
therefore,  ought  to  be  on  board  at  the 
end  of  April  or  the  beginning  of  May. 
The  guns  of  the  Camperdown  will  be  all 
delivered  this  month.  The  Anson  has 
all  her  guns  on  board.  The  Undaunted 
has  her  two   9*2-inch    guns  complete. 

Jlr.  E,  Stanhops 


The  Australia  has  ten  6-inoh  gans  on 
board,  and  two  9* 2- inch  guns  have  been 
received  and  are  now  probably  on  board. 
The  Narcissus  has  ten  6 -inch  guns  on 
board,  and  two  9 -2- inch  guns  will  bo 
completed  this  month.  In  the  case  of 
the  Oalatea,  I  am  sorry  to  say  there  hai 
been  a  block.  The  9*2-inch  g^ns  dno 
from  the  Messrs.  Whitworth  and  Cain 
have  not  been  delivered,  and  I  am  afraid 
that  they  cannot  be  relied  on  till  the  Slot 
of  August  next;  button  6-inch  g^nsareon 
board.  The  Immortaliti  has  all  her 
guns  on  board.  Therefore,  all  the  ships 
which  I  have  enumerated,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Oalatsa,  either  have  all 
their  guns  on  board  or  will  have  them 
in  a  very  short  period.  In  addition  to 
that,  the  Admiralty  have  brought  forward 
two  ships  that  were  not  on  the  above 
list — namely,  the  Victoria  and  the  Sans- 
pareu.  In  both  of  those  oases  we  have 
had  expedited  the  guns  of  the  hirgesi 
description — namely,  the  16 '25-inch.  The 
Victoria's  guns  are  ready  and  at  proof; 
while  those  of  the  Sanspareil  are  mostly 
ready,  and  the  biggest  will  be  ready  in 
April.  I  think  I  have  now  answered 
my  noble  Friend  fully  and  satisfactorilj 
as  to  all  the  ships  which  he  has  men- 
tioned. If  any  additional  questions  are 
put  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  them 
also;  but  there  is  some  difficulty  in 
doing  so  until  we  get  into  Oonmiittee. 

Question  put,  '^That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  109 ; 
Noes  51. — (Division  list,  No.  19.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Sib  G.  CAMPBELL  (Kirkcaldy,  Ac.): 
I  have  not  much  to  say  in  reference 
to  my  Motion,  which  I  am  pre- 
cluded from  moving  because  I  put 
forward  my  views  at  some  length 
the  other  day  on  the  Military 
Vote.  The  principle  I  then  laid  down 
and  desire  to  press  upon  the  House  is, 
that  we  should  have  wholly  in  view  the 
entire  proposals  of  the  Government  and 
the  expenditure  the  country  will  be 
called  upon  to  incur  for  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  defence  proposed.  I  did  not,  on 
the  last  occasion,  obtain  that  satisfactory 
answer  I  hoped  for  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  it  seems  to  me  all  the 
more  clear,  since  the  debate  the  other 
night,  that  the  Government  are  pro- 
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•needing,  by  way  of  inoreasiDg  the 
'Services,  bit  by  bit,  without  showing^ 
all  their  hand.  Take,  for  inBtance,  the 
question  of  barrack  accommodation.  It 
seems  it  is  absolutely  necessary  there 
should  be  a  complete  review  of  barrack 
•accommodation,  and  a  re-organization 
at  great  expense  will  have  to  be  under- 
taken. But  this  has  not  been  included 
in  the  Estimates  laid  before  us.  There 
also  ought  to  be  a  better  organization  of 
the  Auxiliary  Land  and  Marine  Forces, 
and  these  might  reasonably  claim  the 
funds  that  are  necessarv  to  make  them 
thoroughly  efficient.  We  are  called 
upon  by  a  few  Votes  to  increase  the 
Begular  Forces  of  the  Army  and  Navy ; 
but  the  Government  have  not  taken  the 
nation  into  full  confidence.  As  regards 
the  Naval  Estimates,  the  immediate 
subject  of  our  consideration,  we  know 
that  in  the  ordinary  Votes  there  is  a 
large  increase,  and  we  also  know  that  a 
special  Vote  will  be  submitted  for  con- 
tracts for  a  large  addition  to  the  Navy, 
but  we  have  not  yet  learned  from  the 
statement  of  the  First  IjOrd  how  that 
Navy  is  to  be  employed.  I  know  that 
it  is  a  large  subject,  the  protection 
of  our  Colonies  and  commerce  all 
over  the  world,  and  this  will 
involve  a  large  dispersion  of  our  Naval 
Force.  Then  we  have  not  heard  what 
is  to  be  the  expenditure  incurred  on 
coast  defence  to  meet  danger  at  home. 
Some  suggestions,  it  is  true,  have  been 
dropped ;  for  instance,  that  we  are  to 
rely  a  good  deal  upon  sub- marine 
batteries.  This  is  all  very  well  as  one 
of  the  incidents  of  coast  defence,  but  I 
do  not  believe  that  this  will  afford 
security.  When  the  Government  come 
to  tackle  this  questicm  of  coast  defence, 
rely  upon  it,  we  shall  find  ourselves 
involved  in  grave  additional  expendi- 
ture. I  want  to  know,  if  we  ag^ee  to 
this  great  addition  to  the  Navy,  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  rely  on  the  Navy  alone 
as  a  means  of  defence  for  the  British 
coasts,  or  whether  it  is  to  be  only  the 
first  line  of  defence,  and  that  further 
expenditure  will  be  necessary  on  coast 
defences?  The  other  day,  when  I 
referred  to  this  subject,  the  exposure  of 
our  shores  to  naval  attack,  the  Under 
Secretary  taunted  me  with  having  the 
desire  to  make  Kirkcaldy  a  first-class 
military  port.  Now,  I  suggested  nothing 
of  the  kind.     But  this  I  do  believe — 


that  if  our  coasts  are  to  be  made  secure> 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should 
incur  considerable  additional  expense 
in  each  locality,  and  for  ports  all 
round  the  coast,  by  placing  guns 
in  position  to  protect  those  ports 
against  occasipnal  marauding  attacks 
of  hostile  vessels.  Guns,  men, 
and  maUriel  are  required  to  meet  such 
an  unfortunate  contingency ;  and  I  am 
forced  to  the  conclusion  that  this  naval 
expenditure  is  but  the  first  line  of 
defence,  and  I  am  unwilling  to  vote 
this  large  increase  until  we  know  what 
is  the  whole  of  the  Government  plan  of 
defence.  An  important  question  is  to 
be  raised  by  the  right  hon.  Member  fi)r 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  which 
very  much  dovetails  with  the  remarks  I 
would  make.  The  Motion  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  notice, 
and  upon  which  he  is  not  here  just  now 
to  speak,  has  relation  to  what  took  place 
in  the  course  of  the  Naval  Manceuvres 
last  year.  What  I  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to  know  is,  do 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  by  the  series 
of  sham  attacks  on  defenceless  towns, 
mean  to  recognize  that  it  is  part  of  the 
system  of  legitimate  warfare  that  towns 
should  be  attacked,  bombarded,  burned, 
and  sacked,  or  laid  under  contribution  ? 
It  seems  very  like  it.  We  remember 
how  the  town  of  Greenock  was  subjected 
to  a  sham  attack  during  the  hours  of 
Divine  Service  on  a  Sunday  morning. 
I  think,  in  relation  to  the  subject  of 
coast  defence,  we  should  know  what 
are  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  this  matter,  and  I  think  it  is 
a  little  unfortunate  that  the  Naval 
Authorities  should  by  their  action  have 
suggested  that  this  is  the  kind  of 
thing  to  be  done.  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  satisfied  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  civilized  Europe,  these  attacks 
on  unprotected  towns  are  within  the 
rights  of  a  belligerent,  I  do  not  see  how 
large  additional  expenditure  on  coast 
defence  is  to  be  avoided,  and  I  olaim 
from  the  Government  a  complete  expoai 
of  the  defensive  scheme  they  would 
propose. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Supply^<}onsidered  in  the  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
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NAVY    SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATES. 
(1.)  £46,000,  Miscellaneous  Services. 

NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

(2.)  65,400  Men  and  Boyp,  including 
14,000  Marines,  for  Sea  and  Coast 
Guard  Services. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,201,700,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  expense 
of  Wages,  &c  to  Officers,  Seamen,  and  Boys, 
Coast  Guard,  and  Royal  Marines,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8tday  of  March  1890.** 

*LoBD  C.  BERESFORD  (Marylebone, 
E.):   I  desire  to  bring  to  the  notice  of 
the  Committee  a  case  in  whieh  I  myself 
take  great  interest,  and  in  which  the 
whole   Service    takes   great   interest  — 
that  is  to  say,  the  case  of  the  engineers 
of  the  Royal  Navy.     In  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice it   is   very   hard   for   any  class  of 
officers  and  men  to  get  their  grievances 
brought  before  the  country  and  the  Ad- 
miralty, as  an  instance  of  which  I  need 
only  refer  to  the  question  as  to  the  pay 
of  lieutenants  which  occurred  whilst  I 
was  at  the  Admiralty.      The  lieutenants 
in  the  Service  knew  that  there  was  no 
way  of  getting  their  grievances  brought 
before  the  Admiralty  except  by  getting 
it  mentioned  in  Parliament.     No  doubt 
these  officers  for  a  large  number  of  years 
were   suffering    under    a    considerable 
grievance,  and  they  had  a  right  to  ex- 
pect that  those  whose  duty  it  was  to 
watch  their  interests  at  the  Admiralty 
should  take  their  case  in  hand.      But 
years  went  on  and  nothing  at  all  was 
done.     I  draw  attention  to  this  matter, 
because  it  is  very  likely  that  the  same 
thing  will  happen  with  regard  to  the 
engineers,   who  merely   ask  that  they 
shall  receive  the  same  pay  as  others  of 
the  same  rank  in  the  Service — as  pay- 
masters   and  doctors.      No   doubt   the 
doctors  are  a  very  able  body  of  officers, 
and  no  doubt  also  the  paymasters  per- 
form a  very  useful  function,  but  there 
is  no  parallel  between  these  classes  and 
the  engineers.     Every  officer  who  takes 
his  ship  into  action  wants  to  win,  and  if 
there  is  one  man  more  than  another  who 
can  help  liim  in  his  desire,  it  is    the 
man   in   charge    of    the    engine-room. 
In  the  old  days  it  was  the  seaman  that 
did  the   most  for   you,    but  now  it  is 
the   engineer   who   has   charge  of   the 


engines  and  in  some   caees    who  hat 
charge  of  the  heavy   machinery  whidi 
enables  you  to  fire  and  load  your  gam 
I   certainly  think  the    time  has  oonM 
when  the  case  of  these  officers  should  b* 
carefully  thought  out  at  the  Admiralty. 
I   am   satisfied  that  those  who  belong 
to  the  medical  and  Paymaster's  brandMS 
will  be    the  first  to  acknowledge  that 
their  branches  are  not  such  as  to  enabk 
a  commander  to  win  an  action,  and  are 
not    of    the   same  importance    as   the 
duties     of    the     engineer.      Now   the 
engineers    in    this  matter    have    dons 
nothing  contrary  to  the  refz^ulations  of 
the  Service.  They  have  awakened  to  the 
fact  that  their  position   is  not   what  it 
should  be,  and  I  trust  that  their  cais 
will  receive  attention  to-night,  as  it  it 
one  of  great  merit.     I   trust  the  time 
will  soon  arrive  when  ships*  oompaniee 
will  be  constituted  in  such  a  manner  u 
to  be  adapted  to  modem  requirements, 
and  one  of  the  first  things  to  be  done 
it  seems  to  me  is  to  put  the  engineers 
in  their  proper  place — to  pay  them  and 
give     them    rank    according    to    their 
duties.     If  I  do  not  receive  a  satisfactory 
answer  from    my  noble  Friend  at  the 
head    of    the    Admiralty,    I    shall  be 
obliged  to  take  other  measures  to  seouxe 
one. 
*Mr.    KNATCHBULL-HUQESSEN 
(Kent,    Faversham):    I  beg  very  cor- 
dially to  support  what  has  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  engineers,  and 
I  must  say  I  am  very  much  surprised 
at  no    answer  having  been  given  the 
other  day  by  the  noble  Lord  at    the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  to  a    question 
asked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth,  who  asked  if  he  would  g^nt  a 
Committee  to  consider  the  case  of  the 
engineer   officers.      The  noble  Lord  it 
reported  to  have  said — 

'*I  am  not  aware  that  great  dissatisfaetioa 
exists  among  the  officers  of  the  enffinesr't> 
branch  of  the  Koyal  >iavy  as  regards  their 
rank  and  emolument,  neither  has  any  rspresen- 
tation  to  that  effect  been  made  to  ma  through 
the  proper  channels  of  communication." 

I  am  surprised  at  that  answer,  as  I 
myself  put  a  question  of  the  same 
nature  last  Session.  In  regard  to  the 
statement  that  no  representation  has- 
been  made  to  the  Admiralty  through 
the  proper  channels  of  communication 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what  more 
proper  channel  of  communication  there 
could  be  for  the  grievances  of    these 


1705 


Supply — 


{March  14,  1889} 


Navy  Estimates.        1706 


gentlemen  than  that  of  bringing  them 
to  the  attention  of  the  Q-ovemment 
through  their  representatives  in  this 
House.  It  cannot  be  to  the  interest 
of  the  Service  that  a  large  body  of 
officers  of  this  kind  should  have  any 
grievance  unredressed  and  uninquired 
*into.  The  duties  and  responsibilities  of 
these  men  have  enormously  increased 
during  the  last  20  years,  and  there  is 
now  scarcely  anything  connected  with 
the  management  of  a  man-of-war  in 
which  their  services  are  not  absolutely 
indispensable.  No  doubt  the  duties  of 
-doctors  and  paymasters  are  important, 
but  when  you  compare  these  gen- 
tlemen with  the  engineers  it 
must  be  admitted  that  the  latter  have 
every  right  to  equality  as  to  rank  and 
pay.  I  am  informed  that  the  maximum 
pay  of  an  engineer  officer  of  the  Royal 
Navy  afloat  is  22s.  a- day  as  against  3as. 
in  the  case  of  a  medical  officer  of  the 
aame  rank.  If  that  is  so,  I  think  it  is 
an  inequality  which  should  be  redressed. 
As  to  rank  there  were  certainly  some 
•concessions  made  in  1886,  but  I  believe 
that  the  engineers  feel  it  rather  a  worth- 
less and  invidious  distinction,  being 
allowed  to  rank  with,  but  after,  officers 
of  the  Medical  Service. 

^Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest) :  I  think,  looking  at 
the  numberless  engines  we  now  put 
into  our  ships,  everyone  must  admit  the 
immense  importance  of  the  functions  of 
the  engineers.  Their  case,  and  that 
4dso  of  the  engine  room  artificers,  should 
be  considered  by  the  Government,  and 
I  hope  now  that  Her  Majesty's  Fleet  is 
about  to  be  so  largely  increased,  that 
attention  will  be  paid  to  these  classes. 
Then  with  regard  to  another  most  valu- 
able part  of  the  Service — I  mean  the 
signal  men — I  am  glad  to  see  that  some 
notice  has  been  taken  of  them.  The 
eignal  men  of  the  present  day  may 
be  said  to  be  second  only  in  im- 
portance to  the  engineers  in  so 
far  as  taking  the  ship  into  action  is  con- 
cerned. The  Admiral  and  the  Oaptain 
of  each  ship  must  depend  upon  the 
signalman,  and  nowadays  the  signal- 
man has,  for  his  class,  to  be  a  highly- 
^ucated  man.  I  trust  that  when  the 
school  for  the  training  of  signalmen  is 
established  it  will  be  started  on  a  liberal 
scale,  and  that  not  only  8ignallin|^,  but 
telegraphy,  will  be  taught,  as  it  is  ex- 
tremely important   that  some  of  these 


men  should  be  able  to  read  off  messages 
and  transmit  messages  on  shore — say  in 
an  enemy's  country. 

CoMMAWDER  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holdemess) :  No  doubt  the  noble  Lord 
knows  enough  about  the  Naval  Service 
to  appreciate  the  importance  of  this  sub- 
ject of  signalling.  The  method  of  sig- 
nalling in  the  Navy  at  the  present  time 
is  precisely  that  which  was  in  use  a  cen- 
tury and  a-half  ago.  It  was  an  admirable 
method,  no  doubt,  in  former  times.when 
fleets  moved  comparatively  slowly,  but 
I  believe  it  is  altogether  inadequate  to 
earry  out  the  wishes  and  views  of  Naval 
Commanders  at  the  present  time  when 
ships  are  in  action.  It  may  be  said  that 
it  is  little  use  pointing  out  a  difficulty 
unless  at  the  same  time  a  method  is  sug- 
gested for  getting  over  it.  Well,  my 
view  is  that  semaphores  placed  at  the 
mast-head  might  be  very  advan- 
tageously employed.  Some  attention 
was  given  to  this  matter  in 
1887,  and  I  think  the  matter 
is  worthy  of  closer  investigation,  and 
probably  the  noble  Lord  will  be  good 
enough  to  broach  the  subject  to  his  naval 
advisers.  Another  point  of  some  im- 
portance is  that  of  the  steaming  lights 
carried  to  mark  the  ship's  position  at 
night.  I  am  informed  that  in  the 
merchant  service  the  electric  light  is 
used  with  very  good  results,  and  I  would 
suggest  to  the  noble  Lord  that  experi- 
ments should  be  tried  in  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  to  see  whether  electricity  could  not 
with  advantage  replace  the  miserable 
oil  lamps  at  present  in  use.  Another 
matter  I  should  like  to  mention  is  that 
collisions  are  often  caused  by  the  reluct- 
ance of  young  officers  to  alter  the  course  of 
the  vessel  in  good  time,  because  altering 
the  course  is  looked  upon  with  great 
dislike  by  the  captain,  and  is  extremely 
inconvenient  for  the  purpose  of  naviga- 
tion. Therefore  a  young  officer  is  very 
apt  to  maintain  his  course  to  the  last 
possible  moment.  When  I  first  took 
charge  of  a  ship  as  first  officer  of  the 
watch  I  did  not  know  the  simplest  rule 
of  the  road,  but  as  I  happened  by 
accident  to  answer  correctly  the  sim- 
plest question  in  the  whole  code,  which 
was  the  one  put  to  me  by  the 
captain,  I  was  allowed  to  take  charge  of 
the  ship.  That  which  occurred  in  my  own 
case,  I^ow,  from  my  experience  in  ex- 
aminingyoung  officers,  happens  now,  and 
young  officer!  are  often  extraordinarily 
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ignorant  of  the  rules  of  the  road.  I 
would  strongly  recommend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  insist  upon  a 
stricter  inquiry  heing  made  into  their 
fitness  to  undertake  responsible  and 
important  duties.  It  would  be  worth 
while,  I  think,  to  inquire  also  whether 
corrosion  has  taken  place  in  the  con- 
densers of  other  ships  beside  the 
Thunderer,  With  regard  to  the  per- 
Bonnel  of  the  Navy,  I  would  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  a  yery  large  number 
of  boys,  who  bear  an  excellent  character 
up  to  the  time  of  their  reaching  the  age 
of  1 8,  lapsed  during  the  next  four  or 
five  years,  into  the  most  indifferent 
character,  and  create  in  that  time 
a  very  considerable  percentage  of 
the  *'  crime/'  or  rather  offences  in 
the  Navy.  They  could  be  kept  in 
better  discipline  if  they  were  for  a  time 
rated  as  **  second-class  ordinary  sea- 
men." Boys  in  the  Navy  are  kept 
under  strict  discipline,  but  men  in  the 
Navy  are  not,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
of  g^eat  advantage  both  to  men  and 
boys  if  stricter  discipline  were  main- 
tained amongst  the  second-class  ordin- 
ary seamen.  That  is  one  of  the 
greatest  blots  on  our  system,  as  it  is  at 
the  ages  of  from  18  to  22  or  23  that  our 
young  seamen  stand  most  in  need  of 
strict  discipline,  and  when  a  large  per- 
centage of  the  offences  committed  by 
our  sailors  are  perpetrated.  I  have 
begun  with  the  lowest  class  of  our  blue- 
jackets— the  boys — and  will  now  turn 
to  the  highest.  The  difficulty  we  have 
experienced  for  many  years  is  the 
difficulty  of  getting  suitable  men  to  rate 
as  petty  officers.  JDuring.recent  years  I 
have  not  unfrequently  seen  men  made 
petty  officers  who  were  not  at  all  suited 
to  the  position,  simply  because  there 
was  no  one  else  to  take.  In  my  opinion 
the  real  character  of  the  petty  officer 
comes  out  better  when  you  see  him  dis- 
charging the  disagreeable,  slow,  and 
monotonous  duties  he  has  to  perform  on 
board  a  man-of-war.  It  is  that  that  tries 
the  character  of  the  man,  and  shows 
whether  he  is  worth  much  or  little ;  and 
not  when  he  is  under  the  excep- 
tional excitement  and  advantages  of 
active  service.  I  must  say  that  I  think 
it  greatly  to  be  regretted  that  we  cannot 
get,  upon  t)ie  whole,  better  men  than 
we  now  have  for  such  positions.  In  my 
opinion  the  advantages  now  held  out 
are   not    sufficient,  I   will  not  say,  to 
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secure  the  best  men,  but  to  persuade  the- 
men  to  keep  up  to  the  standard  required 
in  those  who  are  made  petty  officers.  I 
would  suggest  to  my  noble  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  it 
would,  at  any  rate,  be  worth  his  while- 
to  take  into  consideration  whether  he^ 
cannot  decrease  the  number  of  g^rade^ 
amongst  the  petty  officers  and  at  the 
same  time  increase  the  advantages  held 
out  to  them.  One  of  the  attractions 
offered  is  a  rating  which  is  now  totally 
useless.  It  was  originally  given  to  men 
who  were  specially  superior  in  matters 
of  seamanship ;  but  there  is  no  advan- 
tage in  maintaining  it  now.  They  were 
not  originally  intended  to  be  made  petty 
officers,  but  owing  to  a  certain  supe- 
riority they  exhibited  they  were  called 
on  to  do  duty  as  petty  officers.  My  idea 
is  that  it  would  better  if  the  gradet- 
were  reduced  to  two,  and  the  advan- 
tages were  made  more  substantial  than 
they  now  are  Under  existing  oircnm- 
stanoes,  if  we  rate  a  man  as  a  petty 
officer  and  he  is  found  to  b6  -unsuitable, 
we  cannot  disrate  him  and  put  him  back 
into  his  original  rank  without  blasting 
his  career ;  and  this  I  regard  as  very 
unsatisfactory.  It  is  always  difficult  to- 
tell  how  a  man  will  turn  out,  and  cap- 
tains are  yery  slow  to  ruin  a  man's  pro- 
spects by  taking  away  a  rating  to  which 
he  has  been  promoted.  There  ought  to- 
be  some  method  of  trying  a  man  before 
he  is  put  into  a  higher  grade,  and  I 
shall  be  very  glad  if  my  noble  Friend 
can  see  his  way,  at  any  rate,  to  make 
inquiry  into  the  matter.  I  aoaroely 
know  whether  I  should  be  in  order  in 
passing  from  this  general  surrey  to  the 
question  of  rations.  I  think  I  notice 
that  you.  Sir,  hesitate  to  permit  this, 
and,  therefore,  I  will  reserve  what  I 
have  to  say  on  that  subject  for  a  future 
occasion.  I  will  merely  add  that  the  four 
subjects  I  have  brought  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  which  I  am 
afraid  must  be  regarded  as  of  a  aome- 
what  technical  character,  are  matters 
which  I  trust  will  receive  the  oonsidera* 
tion  of  my  noble  Friend. 
*Mr.  E.  W.  duff  (Banffshire):  I 
have  only  one  or  two  questions  to  ask 
upon  this  Vote.  I  am  glad  to  see  from 
the  statement  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  proposes  to  increase  the 
number  of  stokers.  The  personnel  of 
the  Navy  is  apparently  weak  in  stokers, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  well  there  should  be 
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an  inorease  in  that  class.  I  see  it  is 
also  proposed  to  add  another  1,100 
Marines,  but  I  notice  in  the  Estimate 
that  only  £  18,000  represents  the  increase 
in  the  Marine  Vote,  and  I  wish  to  know 
if  that  amount  will  coyer  the  cost  of 
the  proposed  increase  in  the  force  ?  I 
also  should  like  to  know  whether  any 
of  these  Marines  are  to  be  added  to  the 
artillery  branch  ? 

♦Lord  QEOEQE  HAMILTON :  No. 

♦Mr.  DUFF:  Then  we  are  told  in 
the  noble  Lord's  statement  that  the  num- 
ber of  seamen  has  been  increased,  but 
I  see  that  there  is  to  be  a  decrease  of 
555  in  the  number  of  boys.  I  dare 
say  that  that  is  quite  capable  of 
explanation,  but  on  the  face  of 
it,  it  hardly  seems  natural,  for  one 
would  expect  to  find,  with  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  men,  a  proportionate 
increase  in  the  number  of  boys.  I  do 
not  want  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
this  Vote,  but  I  should  be  glad  to 
have  some  information  on  these  point. 

♦Mr.  de  lisle  (Leicestershire, 
Mid.) :  I  would  like  to  say  a  few  words 
in  support  of  the  request  put  forward 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Marylebone,  and  supported  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pembroke, 
that  the  Admiralty  should  give  serious 
consideration  to  the  claims  of  engi- 
neer officers.  It  seems  difficult,  I 
admit,  for  men  having  no  practical 
experience  or  knowledge  of  the 
Navy  to  speak  on  this  matter,  but  I 
take  it  that  owing  to  the  develop- 
ment of  scientific  warfare,  the  respon- 
sibilities of  this  branch  of  the  service 
have  greatly  increased,  and  it  is  curious 
to  note  that  the  number  of  engineers 
has  been  diminished,  while  their  pay  is 
apparently  not  at  all  commensurate  with 
the  importance  of  their  duties.  I 
would  like  to  ask  how  it  is  that  there 
are  178  engineers  down  in  the  Effec- 
tive Vote,  and  220  on  retired  pay?  I 
cannot  understand  that  at  all.  1  do  not 
think  it  is  a  wise  move  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  engineers,  and  I  have  a  shrewd 
suspicion  that  if  the  whole  truth  con- 
cerning the  Navy  could  be  placed  be- 
fore us — if  we  could  have  the  evidence 
of  responsible  officers  such  as  is  placed 
before  the  Board  of  Admiralty,  we 
should  see  that  there  is  a  yeirj  differ- 
ent state  of  tilings  in  the  Navy,  es- 
pecially BO  far  as  its  pirtonn$l  is  con- 


cerned, from  that  which  is  now  laid 
before  us,  and  we  should  see  also  that 
the  condition  of  things  is  far  from  satis- 
factory. I  have'  heard  from  a  good 
many  officers  that  the  number  of  offi- 
cers for  Service  in  the  Navy  is  far  from 
adequate,  and  scarcely  sufficient  for  it» 
proper  working ;  that,  if  some  of  our 
ships  should  be  engaged  in  action,  and 
there  should  be  a  considerable  loss  of 
officers,  many  of  our  vessels  would, 
as  a  consequence,  be  hopelessly  under- 
manned. In  regard  to  the  engineers,  I 
think  that  the  number  should  not  only 
be  ample,  but  that  the  pay  should  be 
sufficiently  remunerative,  and  I  hope 
that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
will  give  us  an  assurance  that  something 
will  be  done,  not  only  to  increase  the 
pay,  but  to  place  the  status  of  these 
officers  on  a  satisfactory  basis.  At 
present,  so  far  as  I  can  understand,  the 
seniority  which  they  are  supposed  ta 
possess  is  more  fictitious  than  real,  and,, 
seeing  that  these  officers  practically 
have  the  working  of  the  ships  in  their 
hands,  it  is  time  that  this  matter  was 
attended  to.  In  the  mercantile  marine 
these  officers  are  especially  well  paid. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  when  the  Eussian  scare  of  1878 
occurred,  and  it  was  found  necessary  to 
increase  the  number  of  our  engineer 
officers,  we  were  obliged  to  pay  them 
higher  rates  than  were  received  by  the 
engineers  already  in  the  service  of  the 
Navy  ?  If  so,  I  think  that  is  a  most 
unsatisfactory  state  of  things.  I  hope 
the  time  will  shortly  arrive  when  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  be  able 
to  state  to  the  country  the  actual  opinions 
of  his  advisers,  not  only  with  regard  to 
the  Navy,  but  with  regard  to  the  number 
of  ships  and  the  necessary  ordnance  to 
make  them  effective.  Comparing  tho 
statements  which  we  have  had  from  the 
Front  Bench  during  the  last  three  years 
with  that  which  we  had  presented 
to  us  the  other  night,  it  seems  to  me 
impossible  to  believe  that  we  have  had 
before  us  an  adequate  representation  of 
the  knowledge  as  to  the  Navy  which  is  in 
the  possession  of  the  representatives  of 
the  Admiralty.  The  statements  of  those 
three  years  are  glaringly  inconsistent 
with  the  one  made  this  year.  I  depire, 
of  course,  to  acknowledge  to  the  fullest 
degree  the  admirable  advances  which 
have  been  made  under  the  present 
administration  of  the  Admiralty;  but^ 
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bearing  in  mind  the  assurances  we  re- 
ceived a  year  ago,  that  the  country  was 
safely  defended  by  the  existing  Navy, 
and  comparing  that  statement  with  this 
year's,  I  think  there  is  cause  for  the 
g^ave-t  suspicion  that,  if  we  knew  the 
truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but 
the  truth,  instead  of  our  being  asked  to 
Tote  an  extra  eleven  millions,  which  it 
really  comes  to  and  which  we  shall 
willingly  do,  we  should  probably  find  it 
necessary  to  vote  an  even  larger  sum, 
perhaps  20  millions  besides  the  ordinary 
average  yearly  expenditure,  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  complete  and,  humanly 
speaking,  adequate  national  defence. 
♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  I  can 
assure  my  hon.  Friend  that  I  and  my 
colleagues  do  give  the  House  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the 
truth,  and  if  my  hon.  Friend  had  re- 
served his  charge  as  to  this  until  we 
have  the  full  discussion  of  the  naval  pro- 
gramme,! think  be  would  have  arrived  at 
the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  discre- 
pancy between  what  I  propose  now 
and  the  statement  I  made  last  year. 
An  observation,  which  all  who  have 
ever  been  entrusted  with  naval  adminis- 
tration will  endorse,  is,  **  do  not  attach 
too  much  importance  to  the  outlay  of 
individual  years,  but  look  rather  to  the 
results."  It  is  not  the  expenditure  on 
ships  which  are  incomplete,  or  upon 
men  not  trained,  which  has  an  effect. 
When  war  breaks  out,  it  is  the  number 
of  ships  that  are  complete,  and  the 
number  of  men  ready  for  service,  and  if 
my  hon.  Friend  will  \  ear  that  little 
maxim  in  mind,  I  think  he  will  find 
hereafter  that  there  is  no  discrepancy 
between  the  statements  I  have  made  in 
the  past,  and  those  I  hope  the  House 
will  accept  in  the  future.  Now,  there 
have  been  a  number  of  questions  put  to 
me  with  reference  to  matter  of  aetail. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Holderness  made  a  very  able  speech  on 
a  highly  technical  point,  and  I  have 
derived  considerable  information  from 
the  suggestions  he  has  made.  They 
shall  have  my  very  careful  consideration. 
Almost  every  naval  officer  who  has 
studied  the  subject  of  tactics  attaches 
supreme  importance  to  having  an  ade- 
quate and  thoroughly  efficient  signalling 
staff,  for  in  these  days  of  rapid  motion  the 
great  difficulty  will  be  to  obtain  accurate 
information  concerning  the  enemy,  and 
to  keep  in  touch  with  his  movements. 
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Therefore,  anything  that  can  impnm 
our  system  of  siff nailing  and  telegraph- 
ing is  worthy  of  our  oloaest  attentioL 
As  to  several  other  questions  on  smalbr 
points,  I  am  not  prepared  with  thi 
necessary  information  to  enable  me  ts 
answer  them  now.  I  may  say,  then  ii 
no  doubt  that  a  considerable  propoitioa 
of  what  is  called  naval  crime  ooom 
among  men  between  the  ages  of  18 
and  23,  and  if  we  are  able  to  tob- 
stitute  barracks  for  floating  ships,  I 
believe  there  will  be  a  great  improve- 
ment in  discipline  among  these  mss. 
The  main  question,  which  has  bssB 
raised  to-night,  has  related  to  the  stahu 
and  pay  of  engineer  officers.  Iquitesgres 
with  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  fti 
Marylebone  in  his  estimate  of  the  Talni 
of  the  services  of  these  offleers,  and  is 
his  opinion  as  to  the  necessity  of  having 
a  thoroughly  efficient  body  of  them,  but 
my  hon.  Friends  must  reooUeet  that  I 
have  to  look  at  this  question  from  two 
points  of  view.  I  am  bound  to  see  that 
the  men  are  adequately  remunerated; 
and  I  am  equally  bound  to  see  if  the 
Navy  can  be  well  supplied  at  ezistuig 
rates,  that  an  undue  charge  is  not  pat  on 
the  taxpayer  by  more  highly  remunerat- 
ing any  one  particular  class  of  men. 
There  is  no  question  but  that  we  can 
obtain  any  number  of  young  engineer 
officers,  and  a  remarkable  feature  about 
the  supply  is  that  a  large,  if  not  by  far 
the  larger,  proportion  of  those  who  wish 
to  enter  the  Service  are  sons  of  engineer 
officers,  and  that  is  suffioienti  in  my 
opinion,  to  justify  our  refusal  to  incrsass 
the  pay.  I  have  looked  carefully  into 
the  matter  of  their  emolument,  and  I 
must  say  it  compares  favourably  with 
the  case  of  those  who  occupy  similar 
positions  of  responsibility  in  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  ;  and  while  purely  com* 
bative  officers  in  the  Boy al  Navy  are  not 
paid  better  than  those  in  the  Navies  of 
France  and  Germany,  the  rate  of  pay  of 
engineer  officers  is  higher  than  that  re- 
ceived by  the  engineer  branches  in 
these  foreign  Navies.  With  these  facts 
before  me,  I  feel  justi6ed  in  not  assent- 
ing  to  this  proposal  for  an  increased  rate 
of  pay,  and,  in  saying  this,  I  am  express- 
ing the  views  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
My  hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last  seemed 
to  think  that  there  were  serious  deficien- 
cies in  the  pirsonml  of  the  Navy.  Msj 
I  remind  him  of  one  fact,  that  at  fhs 
time  of  the  manceuvres  every  availaUs 
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Bhip  was  engaged,  and  all  the  vessels 
in  the  Navy  which  were  commissioned 
at  the  time  had  their  full  complement, 
or  ought  to  have  had  their  full  comple- 
ment of  men  as  in  time  of  war.  There- 
fore, whatever  deficiencies  there  were 
during  the  manoeuvres,  thej  represented 
deficiencies  which  would  exist  in  time  of 
war,  and  so  far  as  our  ships  were  con- 
cerned, those  deficiencies  were  not  at  all 
serious  except  as  regards  the  stokers. 
We  were  somewhat  short  of  them,  and  not 
only  that,  hut  many  of  them  were  badly 
trained.  This  is  a  matter  we  are  looking 
into.  A  large  number  of  men  were 
brought  in  of  somewhat  indifferent  phy- 
sique and  with  but  little  knowledge  of 
the  duties  they  were  called  upon  to  per- 
form. They  were  put  on  board  new 
ships  with  complicated  machinery,  and 
under  very  trying  circumstances  had  to 

rrform  their  duties  for  the  first  time, 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
to  this  fact  may  be  attributed  the 
circumstances  that  during  the  first 
few  days  of  the  manoeuvres  many 
of  our  ships  failed  to  reach  the  estimated 
speed  which  was  expected  from  them. 
1  propose  to  take  on  a  considerable 
adaitional  number  of  ^stokers  this  year, 
and  if  every  year  we  have  manoeuvres 
on  a  large  scale,  it  is  clear  that  each 
year  a  large  proportion  of  these  stokers 
will  have  the  best  of  training,  because 
training  in  sea- going  vessels  is  incom- 
parably superior  to  training  on  board 
vessels  in  harbour.     I  hope  in  this  way 

fradually  to  surmount  the  difficulty,  and 
hope  also  to  be  able,  in  the  course  of 
the  next  year  or  two,  to  largely  augment 
the  number  of  stokers  belonging  to  the 
Naval  Reserve.  They  are  a  class  dif- 
ferent from  the  stokers  of  Mercantile 
Marine,  but  they  have  the  best  of  train- 
ing, and  if  we  can  by  the  payment  of  a 
small  maintenance  fee  get  several 
hundreds,  or  perhaps  two  or  three  thou- 
sand upon  our  lists,  we  shall  then  have 
a  valuable  reserve  of  men,  a  large  pro- 
portion of  whom  we  should  always  be 
able  to  lay  our  hands  upon  in  the  case 
of  emergency.  The  hon.  Qentleman 
the  Member  for  Banffshire  asked  me 
two  or  three  questions.  The  first  was 
with  regard  to  the  proposed  increase  of 
1 ,  100  in  the  marine  force,  and  as  to  what 
he  thinks  is  an  insufficient  provision  in 
the  Estimates  for  them,  but  I  may  ex- 
plain that  all  these  men  are  not  to  be 
added  at  once,  and  this  fact  will  account 
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for  the  small  amount  of  money  a^ked 
for  for  their  pay.  I  think  I  have  now 
answered  all  the  questions  which  have 
been  put  to  me. 

Mr.  db  lisle  :  There  is  the  pay  of 
the  engineer  officers. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON  :  I  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  admit  that  there 
are  conclusive  reasons  against  increasing 
the  pav. 

♦Lord  0.  BERESFORD  (Marylebone, 
E.) :  I  am  sorry  to  obtrude  myself  upon 
the  Committee  again,  but  there  are  a 
g^eat  number  of  important  questions 
connected  with  the  officers  and  men  of 
the  Fleet,  and  this  is  the  only  oppor- 
tunity I  shall  have  of  discussing  them. 
If  the  claims  of  the  officers  and  men  are 
not  discussed  now  they  will  be  put  off 
for  another  year.  Therefore  I  hope  I 
shall  not  be  considered  obstructive  if  I 
call  attention  to  some  important  points 
somewhat  in  detail.  I  tlunk  it  is  very 
hard  for  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  been 
sent  here  as  supporters  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government — and  for  my  own  part  I  do 
support  Her  Majesty's  Government — to 
be  told  at  the  last  moment  **  There  is  no 
time  to  consider  these  matters ;  we  want 
the  money."  I  say  that  that  sort  of 
thing  cannot  go  on.  I  do  not  care  which 
Government  is  in  power  [^MintsUrial 
Cries  of  Oh !  "]  WeU,  I  do  care  which 
Government  is  in  power,  but  for  the 
sake  of  my  argument  it  is  a  matter  of 
indifference.  Unfortunately  it  is  the 
usual  practice  to  slur  these  questions 
over,  and  to  keep  out  of  sight 
everything  connected  with  the 
Navy.  The  mind  of  the  public  has 
been  tremendously  exercised  upon  the 
question  of  g^ns,  but  the  strength  and 
safety  of  the  Fleet  and  the  training  of 
the  men  composing  it  are  now  intangible 
matters,  and  are,  therefore,  likely  to  be 
overlooked,  although  far  more  impor- 
tant questions.  In  the  same  way,  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  brings 
forward  the  question  of  barracks.  We 
can  see  them,  and  know  that  they  are 
unhealthy,  but  we  cannot  see  tho 
strength  of  the  Army.  It  is  necessary 
that  they  should  say  something  about 
these  matters,  and  I  always  like  to  say^ 
in  this  House,  what  I  think — not  that  I 
mean  to  maintain  that  I  am  always 
right.  In  the  first  place,  there  is  the 
case  of  the  signalmen.  What  we  want 
are  the  very  best  signalmen,  and  tho 
best  arrangement  for  signalling  ^^e  can 
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posfliblj  ^ei.  All  nations,  I  am  glad  to 
say,  are  badly  off  in  this  respect,  hut 
other  nations  pay  more  attention  to 
signalling  than  we  do,  devote  a  good 
deal  more  time  to  experiments  and 
practice  in  signalling  than  this  country. 
Signalmen  form  the  line  of  communica- 
tion, and  upon  the  way  in  which  they 
discharge  their  work  the  fate  of  a  naval 
engagement  may  often  depend.  When 
I  was  at  the  Admiralty,  the  Board 
objected  to  everything.  One  member 
of  the  old  Board  is  there  yet,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  he  still  continues  to 
object.  The  question  of  signalling  is 
one  which  ought  to  be  put  to  the  fleet 
at  sea.  ro  that  you  should  get  their 
ideas.  A  signalman  ought  to  be  attached 
to  every  coastguard  station,  and  he 
ought  to  be  taught  telegrapfiy,  and 
placed,  by  means  of  the  telegraph,  in 
oontaot  with  the  head  of  the  Intelligence 
Department  in  Whitehall.  More  atten 
tion  should  be  paid  to  the  training  of 
those  signalmen,  and  they  ought  to  be 
better  paid  and  granted  better  rank. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  That  has 
been  done. 

♦Lord  C.  BERESFOKD  :  My  noble 
Friend  says  that  has  been  done.  What 
I  want  is,  that  men  at  sea  should  be  in- 
structed to  send  home  their  ideas. 
Prevention  is  better  than  cure,  and  you 
ought  to  have  signalmen  who  will  know 
exactly  what  to  do  whatever  may  occur. 
Then,  again,  there  is  the  case  of  the 
fitokers.  I  am  sorry  that  I  am  compelled 
to  bring  these  questions  forward,  and  I 
can  ansure  the  Committee  it  is  not  with 
any  desire  of  being  obstructive.  The 
whole  of  the  engine-room  department, 
in  my  opinion,  wants  reforming  alto- 
gether. My  noble  Friend  says,  **You 
can  get  plenty  of  men  ;  why,  then,  should 
you  give  more  wages?"  No  doubt 
that  is  a  fair  argument;  but  what  did 
the  doctors  do  ?  They  closed  the  whole 
of  their  schools  against  the  Navy,  and 
the  result  was  that  the  Medical  Service 
of  tlie  Navy  was  smashed  up  by  the  ring 
thus  created.  My  noble  Friend  now 
proposes  to  do  with  the  engineers  what 
he  did  with  the  lieutenants.  He  says 
there  is  no  necessity  for  paying  these 
men  according  to  the  value  of  their 
work,  because  you  can  get  plenty  of 
them.  I  do  not  think  that  is  a  good 
argument.  What  is  wanted  is  fair 
play,  and  the  engineers  should  be  put 
m  position  whether  the  supply  is  plenti- 

Li>rd  C,  Bereaford 


ful  or  not.  I  am  sorry  to  think  that  the 
Government  should  unnecessarily  invite 
the  formation  of  a  ring  or  a  combina- 
tion of  discontented  men  in  the  Serrice. 
The  stokers  in  the  Navy  have  not  been 
adequately  trained.  That  was  made 
manifest  in  the  recent  manoouvree,  and 
my  noble  Friend  has  confessed  that  last 
year  the  Fleet  could  not  do  what  it  was 
expected  to  do,  because  stokers  were  not 
ready.  It  is  necessary  in  this  country 
that  we  should  be  ready  for  any 
emergency  at  a  moment's  notice.  We 
may  lose  our  Empire  unless  every  little 
detail  is  attended  so.  Instead  of  the 
stokers  being  trained  in  other  and  less 
important  matters,  they  ought  in  time 
of  peace  to  be  thoroughly  taught  to  do 
what  would  be  their  work  in  time  of 
war.  The  whole  system  of  training 
both  bluejackets  and  stokers  requires 
to  be  entirely  altered.  While  at  the 
Admiralty  I  was  continually  pointing 
out  the  extravagance  and  inutility  of 
training  men  in  a  time  of  peace  to  do 
what  they  would  not  be  required  to  do 
in  a  time  of  war.  The  men  you  get  are 
no  fools.  You  have  only  to  teach  them 
what  they  have  to  do,  and  they  will  do 
their  level  best  to  do  it.  I  do  not  know 
how  my  noble  Friend  will  get  over  that 
argument.  Then  there  is  the  question  of 
the  Marines.  My  noble  Friend  says  that 
he  is  going  to  increase  the  strength 
of  the  Marines.  I  am  glad  to  hear  it 
Our  coaling  Rtations  ought  to  be  under 
the  Admiralty  and  garrisoned  by 
Marines.  This  would  be  done  more 
efRciently  than  by  ordinary  soldiers, 
and  Marines  being  long-service  men, 
it  would  also  be  more  economical, 
saving  the  expense  of  chartering  ships 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  home 
detachments  of  ordinary  Line  regiments. 
I  should  like  to  see  a  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  into  this  subject 
of  the  garrisons.  I  am  afraid  you 
would  soon  find  out  that  things  are 
not  as  you  think  they  are.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  the  Holder- 
ness  Division  (Commander  Bethell)  has 
spoken  of  the  trouble  into  whioh  the 
seamen  get  who  were  between  boy- 
hood and  manhood.  I  think  he  was  a 
little  too  hard  upon  them. 

Commander   BETHELL:    I  did  not 

blame  them. 

♦Lord  C.  BERESFORD  :   There  was 

a  time  in  my  life  when  I  was  fond  of 

a  row.     I   would  not  give  a  fig  for  a 
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man  who  has  not  the  pluck  to  get  into 
a  row.  The  boys  who  had  the  pluck 
to  be  always  in  a  pickle  were  the  best 
in  the  school.  I  pincerely  hope  that  the 
House  will  not  regard  the  bluejacket 
as  a  bad  character.  If  I  was  asked  to 
pick  out  a  gentleman  I  should  select 
a  bluejacket.  He  is  one  of  the  best 
men  I  can  imagine.  He  may  not  wear 
fine  clothes,  but  he  has  all  the  qualities 
that  make  a  gentleman,  and  I  am  sure 
the  First  Lord  will  support  me  in  say- 
ing that  the  personnel  of  the  British 
Navy  is  better  now  than  it  has  ever 
been  in  its  history.  No  doubt  there 
are  bad  characters  on  board  ship  as 
well  as  good,  and  the  greatest  trouble 
we  have  on  the  lower  deck  is  in 
dealing  with  these  bad  characters. 
When  we  can  get  the  services  of 
bluejackets  at  an  early  age,  and  in- 
sure them  a  pension  of  £30  or  more 
when  they  retire  at  the  age  of  48, 
we  are  able  to  secure  the  very  best  men 
in  the  country;  and  I  do  not  see  why 
we  should  burden  such  men  in  their 
messes  with  bad  characters.  Send  all 
the  bad  characters  out  of  the  Service ;  or 
do  as  the  German  Army  does.  The 
Germans  have  a  really  splendid  Army ; 
but  in  Germany  a  man  who  has  been  in 
prison  is  not  aJlowed  to  join  the  Army, 
out  in  case  of  war  he  is  compelled  to 
cart  food  about,  and  to  do  the  dirty 
work  of  the  Army.  When  I  was  in 
<x)mmand  of  the  Thunderer  there  were 
18  habitual  *' break  -  leaves,"  who 
were  nothing  but  a  burden  to  their 
messmates,  and  were  perpetually 
grumbling.  I  called  them  up  and  ad- 
dressed them.  They  were  treated 
kindly  but  firmly ;  and  in  the  course  of 
eight  months  there  were  only  seven  left 
out  of  the  18.  That  shows  that  the  men 
will  always  support  you  if  you  show 
that  you  have  their  interest  at  heart. 
As  to  the  seven  men,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  they  were  a  curse  to  the  ship ;  and 
no  kindness  or  civility  would  do  them 
any  good.  The  best  thing  is  to  turn 
such  men  out  of  the  Navy  altogether. 
If  my  noble  Friend  will  get  rid  of  the 
bad  men  in  the  Navy,  he  will  do  a  g^at 
deal  to  aid  the  officers  in  their  work, 
and  at  the  same  time  confer  an  enormous 
benefit  on  the  men.  I  hope  my  noble 
Friend  will  be  able  to  show  that  he  is 
prepared  to  add  to  the  Fleet  the 
necessary  number  of  officers,  for,  at  the 
present  time,  there  is  a  deficiency  of 


something  like  300  lieutenants.  The 
present  system  of  educating  officers  is 
very  faulty.  Both  the  German  and  the 
French  systems  are  better  than  our  own. 
In  these  days  of  steam  and  exact 
accuracy  of  the  gun  the  first  aim  is  to 
knock  off  the  head  of  the  captain  you 
are  fighting.  [_A  Zauyh.l  That  may 
sound  somewhat  laughable;  but  what 
will  win  an  action  is  first,  speed,  then 
the  helm,  and  third  the  head  of 
the  enemy's  captain.  The  head  of  the 
enemy's  captain  is  the  most  important; 
and  in  all  foreign  Navies  that  is  recog- 
nized. It  certainly  ought  to  be  the 
object.  Consequently  it  is  important 
that  young  officers  should  be  thoroughly 
trained  so  that,  if  such  a  thing  happens, 
they  may  be  prepared  at  a  moment's 
notice  to  take  command  of  the  ship. 
That  ought  to  be  one  of  the  principal 
points  in  the  education  of  a  naval  officer. 
I  hope  the  noble  Lord  will  think  of  the 
matters  I  have  mentioned.  I  am  cer- 
tain they  will  have  to  be  done  eventually, 
and  why  should  they  not  be  done  now, 
when  the  noble  Lord  is  proposing  this 
most  necessary  addition  to  the  Fleet,  of 
which  I  hope  the  House  of  Commons 
will  approve  ? 

♦Admiral  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  only  propose  to  trespass 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
for  a  very  few  moments,  and  I  regret 
that  I  was  unable  to  offer  a  few  obser- 
vations before  the  First  Lord  replied  to 
the  first  speakers.  I  should  like,  in 
the  first  place,  to  refer  to  the  question 
of  the  pay  of  the  engineers  which  has 
been  alluded  to.  I  think  there  is  g^eat 
inconvenience  in  bringing  forward  ques- 
tions affecting  the  pay  of  individual 
classes  in  the  Service.  I  do  not  regard 
it  as  part  of  my  duty  in  this  House  to 
advocate  increase  of  pay  for  any  class. 
That  responsibility  belongs  to  the  Ad- 
miralty. All  that  I  can  hope  to  do  is  to 
draw  attention  to  the  subject,  and  ask 
the  Admiralty  to  consider  it,  and  take 
the  advice  of  some  Departmental  or  out- 
side Committee  upon  it.  I  regret  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Faversham  (Mr. 
Knatohbull-Hugessen)  drew  a  com- 
parison between  the  case  of  the  doctors 
and  that  of  the  engineers.  My  own 
object  in  rising  is  to  draw  attention  to 
another  class — the  lieutenants.  I  feel 
strongly  that  their  case  is  a  yery  hard 
one.  Their  claim  has  been  met  with  one 
hand,  but  taken  away  with  the  other* 
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The  pay  of  the  lieutenants  has  been  in- 
creased, for  lieutenants  of  eight  and  12 
years'  standing  on  condition,  that  the 
first  named  should  have  had  three  years' 
serrioe  in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea,  and  the 
latter  six  years.  The  Admiralty  do  not 
appear  to  have  taken  into  account  that 
it  IS  hardly  fair  to  double  the  sea  service 
tor  four  years'  seniority  only.  Tf  three 
years  are  sufficient  for  lieutenants  of 
eight  years'  service,  six  years  must  be 
wrong  for  12  years'  service.  Four  or 
four  and  a- half  years  ought  to  be  quite 
sufficient.  I  hope  that  the  Admiralty 
will  take  the  matter  into  consideration, 
and  any  relaxation  of  the  conditions 
would  be  regarded  by  the  older  officers 
as  a  great  boon.  I  really  think  it  is 
worth  while  to  make  some  attempt  to 
satisfy  this  most  deserving  class  of 
officers  who  are  serving  now  as 
lieutenants,  and  in  sll  proba- 
bility will  obtain  no  higher  rank. 
There  is  another  question  which 
earnestly  demands  attention.  Lieute- 
nants are  deeply  distressed  at  the  way 
in  which  they  are  treated  in  respect  of 
leave.    Many  of  them  complain  of  the 

Soss  breach  of  faith  committed  towards 
em  by  those  in  authority.  When  a 
lieutenant  comes  home  he  is  entitled,  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  things,  to  six 
weeks'  leave;  but  frequently,  owing 
to  the  dearth  of  lieutenants,  he  is 
ordered  off  a^ain  in  a  fortnight. 
Leave  is  looked  upon  by  lieutenants 
as  of  the  greatest  importance,  even 
of  as  much  importance  as  pay  and 
rank.  Certainly,  if  men  are  deprived 
of  leave,  as  lieutenants  are,  they 
ought  to  be  given  consideration  in 
the  form  of  pay.  My  hon,  and  eallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  Holderness 
Division  (Commander  Bethel!)  has 
spoken  of  the  rating  of  leading  seamen. 
I  look  upon  leading  seamen,  especially 
for  small  vessels,  as  most  valuable  men, 
and  I  do  not  agree  with  his  proposal 
to  abolish  the  rating.  As  to  the 
question  of  signalling,  I  heartily  con- 
cur in  the  remarks  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone. 
I  believe  that  the  question  of  connecting 
all  the  coastguard  stations  of  the  country 
with  the  Admiralty  is  now  ripe  for 
settlement.  I  trust  that  some  effort 
will  be  made  to  bring  about  the  connec- 
tion. My  attention  has  been  called 
elsewhere  to  the  importance  of  raising 
the    status    of    engine-room    artificers 
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when  in    charge  of    torpedo   or    ^an 
boats.     I    thi^    there    is    sometlungp 
in    their    contention   that    when    they 
are    in    charge  of   vessels,  and  abso- 
lutely  doing    the    duty    of   engineers^ 
warrant  rank    should    be  conceded  Uy 
them.     As  to  stokers,  I  think  that  it  iiT* 
extremely  desirable  that  their  training- 
should  be  improved.    You  have  already 
a  school  at  hand.     Why  not  doable  the- 
number    of    stokers     on    the    Lidian 
troopers?    That  would  be  about    the* 
very   best   training  ground   you  oouldf 
possibly  have.    Then,  again,  I  share  my 
noble  Friend's  view  as  to  the  garrisoning* 
of  certain  coaling  stations  with  Marines^ 
I  advocated  this  in  the  House  last  year,. 
and  1  still  think  that  there  would  be  a 
great  advantage  in  having  Marines  there* 
under  the    orders  of  the  Admiral    in^ 
charge  of  the  station.   My  noble  Friend- 
referred    to    the    education    of    naval 
officers,  and  advocated  a  change  in  that- 
education.    I  am  fully  in  accord  with* 
my  noble  Friend  when  he  says  that  the 
education  of  naval  officers  is  a  most  im- 
portant matter,  but  I  cannot  agree  with, 
him  as  to  the  advisability  of  changing  it^ 

♦LoBD    CHARLES    BERESFORD  : 
The  Committee  recommended  it. 

^Admibal  field  :  If  my  noble  Friend 
is  in  accord  with  the  recommendation  or 
the  Committee,  then  I  withdraw  my 
remarks.  I  will  not  trespass  further 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Committee,, 
but  will  only,  in  conclusion,  again  draw 
the  attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  the  grievances,  especially,, 
of  the  lieutenants  of  the  Navy. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport) :  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  desire  to  make  a  few  obser-^ 
vations  as  to  the  steam  branch  of  the 
Navy,  and  am  glad  that  the  subject, 
has  been  raised  already  by  a  civilian,, 
inasmuch  as  we  who  are  connected  with 
Dockyard  constituencies  are  often  ac- 
cused of  partiality  when  we  deal  with 
these  topics.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Admiral  Field)  has  taken  the 
highly  Constitutional  view  that  the 
grievances  of  naval  men  ought  to  be 
examined  by  Departmental  Committees. 
That  is  perfectly  true,  and  that  is 
exactly  what  has  been  done;  but,  un- 
fortunately, the  recommendations  of 
Committees  are  not  acted  upon  by  the 
Admiralty.  An  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
who  sits  opposite  asked  a  question  the 
other  day,  and  the  answer  he  got  was 
that  various  Committees  had  been  ap- 
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'pointed  to  report  as  to  the  steam  branch 
of  the  Navy,  and  that  effect  has  been 
.given    to    their    recommendations.      I 
'traverse  that  statement  entirely.    I  com- 
plain that  the  recommendations  of  these 
'Committees  have  not  been  g^ven  effect 
to  in  many  ways  which  I  might  men- 
tion.    Now,  I  have  known  the  engineer 
branch  of  the  Service  since    1855.     I 
have  seen  its  growth  and  development, 
^and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
its  duties  and  responsibilities  have  in- 
•creased  enormously.  Undoubtedly  there 
have  been  improvements  made  in  the 
position  of  the  men ;  but  neither  the 
•pay  nor  the  position  is  by  any  means 
proportionate  to  the  increase  and  de- 
velopment of  the  duties  and  responsi- 
bilities of   this   branch   of   the   Navy. 
The   engineers   are   greatly  aggrieved 
■  that     the     recommendations    of     the 
various    Committees    have    not    been 
carried     out     in     respect     to     their 
rank.      Then  there  is  the  question  of 
imessing.      The  late  Mr.  Ward   Hunt, 
when  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  took 
the  matter  into  consideration,  and  pro- 
mised  great  improvement.  -    Certainly 
great  improvement  has  been   effected, 
l)ut  as  yet  the  engineers  are  not  al- 
.lowed   the  right  of  messing  with  the 
other  officers  of  a  ship  at  the  Naval 
College  at  Greenwich.     This  is  felt  to 
•be  a  great  hardship.     Allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  rating  of  the  engine-room 
-artificers.      The   word  **  rating"   con- 
Teys  very  little  idea  to  the  House   of 
what  is  meant  by  it.      Artificers  arcf 
•really  not  so    much   assistants  to   the 
engineer  officers,  but  to  a  great  extent 
substitutes  for  them.     Some  years  ago 
we  very  largely  reduced  the  number  of 
•  engineer    officers    and  introduced    the 
Tating  of  engine-room  artificers,    who 
do  actually  the  very  duties  performed 
by  engineer  officers.      For  that  reason 
artificers  are    in    a  position   of    great 
responsibility.       My   hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Admiral  Field)  thinks  that  in 
some  cases  they  might  be  rated  as  war- 
rant officers.     I  go  farther  than  he  has 
gone,  and  think  that  after  a  certain 
term    of    service    the  rating   of    war- 
rant officers  ought  to  be  granted  ^o  all 
these  men.  Now,  with  regard  to  stokers. 
.It  has  been  said  that  we  are  very  short 
indeed  of    stokers,   a  most    important 
branch  of  the  Service.    I  think  there  is 
-one  way  in  which  the  number  of  stokers 
anight  bo  increased,  and  increased  at 


very  little  expense  to  the  Service. 
It  has  been  remarked  that  there 
is  a  great  difficulty  found  in 
forming  a  reserve  of  stokers ;  but 
I  do  not  know  the  reason  for  it  at 
all.  Some  years  ago  I  had  the  temerity 
to  suggest  in  the  House  a  way  of 
strengthening  the  Navy  generally.  I 
think,  if  it  could  be  done,  an  interchange- 
ability  so  to  speak,  between  the  Navy 
and  the  merchant  service  ought  to  be 
encouraged.  The  way  in  which  we  do 
that  at  present  is  to  form  a  reserve  con- 
sisting of  men  in  the  merchant  service, 
who,  when  called  for,  are  obliged  to 
come  for  service  in  the  Navy.  The  sug- 
gestion I  made  some  time  ago  was  that 
a  certain  number  of  bluejackets  in  the 
Navy  should  be  allowed  to  go  on  leave 
into  the  merchant  service,  receiving,  of 
course,  their  pay  from  that  service.  I 
do  not  wish  to  go  into  that  matter  now, 
because  there  are  certain  objections 
raised  to  it,  but  I  do  not  think  the  same 
objections  could  be  raised  in  the  case  of 
stokers.  The  stokers  would  be  paid  by  the 
merchant  service,  and  the  only  expense 
borne  by  the  Naval  Vote  would  be  the 
prospective  portion  of  pension,  because 
it  is  necessary  that  the  time  the  men 
spent  in  the  merchant  service  should 
count  in  the  fixing  of  the  men's  pensions. 
The  result  would  be  that  we  would  have 
at  least  500  men  in  the  merchant  service 
always  available  to  be  called  upon  in 
time  of  need.  There  is  another  matter 
connected  with  the  discipline  of  the  ser- 
vice which  I  desire  to  mention. 
It  is  a  small  matter,  but  never- 
theless a  sore  one — namely,  the 
question  of  saluting  warrant  officers. 
There  are  certain  men  in  the  Service  who 
cannot  attain  to  the  rank  of  warrant  offi- 
cers— men  in  the  position  of  ships' 
stewards  and  others — and  it  is  considered 
rather  hard  that  these  men  should  be 
obliged  to  salute  warrant  officers  when 
they  meet  them  on  shore.  Practically 
warrant  officers  spring  from  the  same 
rank  in  society  as  ships'  stewards,  and  it 
is  not  the  latter's  fault  that  they  cannot 
attain  to  the  rank  of  warrant  officers. 
*8iB  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets.  Bow,  &o.) :  I  should  like  to  say  I 
hope  the  Admiralty  will  press  the  Trea- 
sury to  give  them  what  is  really  neces- 
sary to  establish  a  proper  system  of  bar- 
rack accommodation  for  the  Royal  Navy. 
The  veiy  defect  pointed  out  by  my  hon. 
and  gallant   Friend   the  Member  for 
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The  pay  of  the  lieutenants  has  been  in- 
creased, for  lieutenants  of  eight  and  12 
years'  standing  on  condition,  that  the 
first  named  should  have  had  three  years' 
service  in  a  ship  of  war  at  sea,  and  the 
latter  six  years.  The  Admiralty  do  not 
appear  to  have  taken  into  account  that 
it  IS  hardly  fair  to  double  the  sea  service 
for  four  years'  seniority  only.  If  three 
years  are  sufficient  for  lieutenants  of 
eight  years'  service,  six  years  must  be 
wrong  for  12  years'  service.  Four  or 
four  and  a- half  years  ought  to  be  quite 
sufficient.  I  hope  that  the  Admiralty 
will  take  the  matter  into  consideration, 
and  any  relaxation  of  the  conditions 
would  be  regarded  by  the  older  officers 
as  a  great  boon.  I  really  think  it  is 
worth  while  to  make  some  attempt  to 
satisfy  this  most  deserving  class  of 
officers  who  are  serving  now  as 
lieutenants,  and  in  all  proba- 
bility will  obtain  no  higher  rank. 
There  is  another  question  which 
earnestly  demands  attention.  Lieute- 
nants  aro  deeply  distressed  at  the  way 
in  which  thoy  are  treated  in  respect  of 
loavo.  Many  of  them  complain  of  the 
gro8»  brotti^h  of  faith  committed  towards 
thoiu  by  thvise  in  authority.  When  a 
lioutonaut  oomos  home  ho  is  entitled,  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  things,  to  six 
wook»'  leave:  but  frequently,  owing 
to  the  dearth  of  lion  tenants,  he  is 
order  ed  otT  again  in  a  fortnight. 
LoAVft  iii  looked  upon  by  lieutenants 
AS  of  the  greatest  importance,  even 
of  as  muoli  importauoe  as  pay  and 
rank.  Oortainly,  if  men  are  deprived 
of  leave,  as  lieutenants  are,  they 
ought  to  be  given  consideration  in 
the  form  of  pay.  Afy  hon.  and  eallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  llolderness 
Division  y^rommauder  Bethell)  has 
spoken  of  tlie  rating  of  leading  seamen. 
I  look  upon  lending  seamen,  especially 
for  small  vessels,  as  most  valuable  men, 
and  1  do  not  agree  with  his  proposal 
to  abolish  the  rating.  As  to  the 
question  of  signalling,  1  heartily  con- 
cur in  tlie  remarks  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  tlie  Member  for  Marylebone. 
I  believe  that  the  question  of  connecting 
all  the  coastguard  stations  of  the  country 
with  the  Admiralty  is  now  ripe  for 
settlement.  I  trust  tliut  some  effort 
will  be  made  to  bring  about  the  connec- 
tion. My  attention  has  been  called 
elsewhere  to  the  importance  of  raising 
the    status    of    engine-room    artificers 
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when  in    cbawe   of    torpedo  or  ^ 
boats.     I    thiu    there    is    aometbuf 
in    their    contention    that    when  thflj 
are    in    charge   of    veaaelB,  and  abw- 
lutely   doing    the    duty    of    engineer 
warrant  rank    should     be   conoeded  to- 
them.    As  to  stokers,  X  think  that  it  ii- 
extremely  desirable  that  their  trainiBf 
should  be  improved^     7ou  hare  already 
a  school  at  hand.     Why  not  donble  dit 
number    of    stokers     on     the    Indisa 
troopers?    That  would   be   about  the* 
very  best   training  ground    you  oouUf 
possibly  have.    Then,  again,  X  share  mj 
noble  Friend's  view  as  to  the  garrisoning' 
of  certain  coaling  stations  with  Maiinsi* 
I  advocated  this  in  the  House  last  year,, 
and  I  still  think  that  there  would  be  a 
great  advantage  in  having  Marines  thers- 
under   the    orders   of   the  Admiral  iit 
charge  of  the  station.    My  noble  Friend 
referred    to    the     education    of    naval 
officers,  and  advocated  a  change  in  that 
education.    I  am  fully  in  a<5oord  witb 
my  noble  Friend  when  he  says  that  the 
education  of  naval  officers  is  a  most  im- 
portant matter,  but  I  cannot  agree  with 
him  as  to  the  advisability  of  changing  it. 

♦LoBD    CHARLES    BERESFOBD  : 
The  Committee  recommended  it. 

*Ad>ciral  field  :  If  my  noble  Friend 
is  in  accord  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee,  then  I  withdraw  my 
remarks.  I  will  not  trespass  further 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Oommittes^. 
but  will  only,  in  conclusion,  again  draw 
the  attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  the  grievances,  espeoially,- 
of  the  lieutenants  of  the  Navy. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport) :  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  desire  to  make  a  few  obser-^ 
vations  as  to  the  steam  branch  of  the 
Navy,  and  am  glad  that  the  snbjeot 
has  been  raised  already  by  a  civilian, 
inasmuch  as  we  who  are  connected  with 
Dockyard  constituencies  are  often  ac- 
cused of  partiality  when  we  deal  with 
these  topics.  My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Admiral  Field)  has  taken  the 
highly  Constitutional  view  that  the 
grievances  of  naval  men  ought  to  be 
examined  by  Departmental  Committees. 
That  is  perfectly  true,  and  that  is 
exactly  what  has  been  done;  but,  un- 
fortunately, the  recommendations  of 
Committees  are  not  acted  upon  by  the 
Admiralty.  An  hon.  and  gafiant  Friend 
who  sits  opposite  asked  a  question  the 
other  day,  and  the  answer  he  got  was 
that  various  Committees  had  been  ap- 


a72i 


Supply — 


(Maboh  14,  1889} 


Navy  JSsUmatss.       1722 


'pointed  to  report  as  to  the  steam  branch 
•of  the  Navy,  and  that  effect  has  been 
.given    to    their    recommendations.      I 
'traverse  that  statement  entirely.    I  com- 
plain that  the  recommendations  of  these 
' Committees  hare  not  been  g^Ten  effect 
to  in  many  ways  which  I  might  men- 
tion.    Now,  I  have  known  the  engineer 
branch  of  the  Service   since    1855.     I 
have  seen  its  growth  and  development, 
•and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
its  duties  and  responsibilities  have  in- 
•oreased  enormously.  Undoubtedly  there 
have  been  improvements  made  in  the 
position  of  the  men ;  but  neither  the 
>pay  nor  the  position  is  by  any  means 
proportionate  to  the  increase  and  de- 
velopment of  the  duties  and  responsi- 
bilities of    this   branch   of   the   Navy. 
The   engineers    are   greatly  aggrieved 
^that     the     recommendations    of     the 
various    Committees    have    not    been 
carried     out     in      respect     to     their 
rank.      Then  there  is  the  question  of 
messing.      The  late  Mr.  Ward   Hunt, 
when  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  took 
the  matter  into  consideration,  and  pro- 
mised  great   improvement.  *    Certainly 
great  improvement  has  been   effected, 
but  as  yet  the  engineers  are  not  al- 
. lowed   the  right  of  messing  with  the 
other  officers  of  a  ship   at  the  Naval 
College  at  Greenwich.     This  is  felt  to 
be  a  great  hardship.     Allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  rating  of  the  eng^e-room 
artificers.       The   word  **  rating"   con- 
Teys  very  little  idea  to  the  House   of 
what  is  meant   by  it.      Artificers  are 
■really  not  so    much   assistants  to   the 
engineer  officers,  but  to  a  great  extent 
substitutes  for  them.     Some  years  ago 
we  very  largely  reduced  the  number  of 
euKineer    officers    and  introduced    the 
rating  of  engine-room  artificers,    who 
do  actually  the  very  duties  performed 
by  engineer  officers.     For  that  reason 
artificers  are    in    a  position  of    g^eat 
responsibility.       My  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Admiral  Field)  thinks  that  in 
some  cases  they  might  be  rated  as  war- 
rant officers.     I  go  farther  than  he  has 
^ne,  and  think  that  after  a  certain 
term    of    service   the  rating   of    war- 
rant officers  ought  to  be  granted  ^o  all 
these  men.  Now,  with  regard  to  stokers. 
It  has  been  said  that  we  are  very  short 
•indeed  of    stokers,   a  most   important 
branch  of  the  Service.     I  think  there  is 
one  way  in  which  the  number  of  stokers 
anight  bu  inoreaaed,  and  inoreaaed  at 


very  little  expense  to  the  Service. 
It  has  been  remarked  that  there 
is  a  great  difficulty  found  in 
forming  a  reserve  of  stokers ;  but 
I  do  not  know  the  reason  for  it  at 
all.  Some  years  ago  I  had  the  temerity 
to  sugfi^est  in  the  House  a  way  of 
strengthening  the  Navy  generally.  I 
think,  if  it  could  be  done,  an  interchange- 
ability  so  to  speak,  between  the  Navy 
and  the  merchant  service  ought  to  be 
encouraged.  The  way  in  which  we  do 
that  at  present  is  to  form  a  reserve  con- 
sisting of  men  in  the  merchant  service, 
who,  when  called  for,  are  obliged  to 
come  for  service  in  the  Navy.  The  sug- 
gestion I  made  some  time  ago  was  that 
a  certain  number  of  bluejackets  in  the 
Navy  should  be  allowed  to  go  on  leave 
into  the  merchant  service,  receiving,  of 
course,  their  pay  from  that  service.  I 
do  not  wish  to  go  into  that  matter  now, 
because  there  are  certain  objections 
raised  to  it,  but  I  do  not  think  the  same 
objections  could  be  raised  in  the  case  of 
stokers.  The  stokers  would  be  paid  by  the 
merchant  service,  and  the  only  expense 
borne  by  the  Naval  Vote  would  be  the 
prospective  portion  of  pension,  because 
it  is  necessary  that  the  time  the  men 
spent  in  the  merchant  service  should 
count  in  the  fixing  of  the  men's  pensions. 
The  result  would  be  that  we  would  have 
at  least  500  men  in  the  merchant  service 
always  available  to  be  called  upon  in 
time  of  need.  There  is  another  matter 
connected  with  the  discipline  of  the  ser- 
vice which  I  desire  to  mention. 
It  is  a  small  matter,  but  never- 
theless a  sore  one — namely,  the 
question  of  saluting  warrant  officers. 
There  are  certain  men  in  the  Service  who 
cannot  attain  to  the  rank  of  warrant  offi- 
cers— men  in  the  position  of  ships' 
stewards  and  others — and  it  is  considered 
rather  hard  that  these  men  should  be 
obliged  to  salute  warrant  officers  when 
they  meet  them  on  shore.  Practically 
warrant  officers  spring  from  the  same 
rank  in  society  as  ships'  stewards,  and  it 
is  not  the  latter's  fault  that  they  cannot 
attain  to  the  rank  of  warrant  officers. 
*8iB  JOHN  COLOMB  (Tower  Ham- 
lets,  Bow,  ftc.) :  I  should  like  to  say  I 
hope  the  Admiralty  will  press  the  Trea- 
sury to  give  them  what  is  really  necea* 
sarr  to  establish  a  proper  system  of  bar- 
rack accommodation  for  the  Boyal  Navy. 
The  veiT  defect  pointed  out  by  my  hon. 
and  gallant   Friend   the  Member  for 
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and  others  in  the  Service  should  receive, 
we  must  have  some  regard  to  the  rates 
at  which  men  in  similar  positions  are 
paid  in  other  employ — say,  in  the  Mer- 
cantile Service.  The  highest  pay  in 
mercantile  vessels  f«)r  engineers  and  in 
ships  that  are  continually  crossing  the 
Atlantic  is  £300  a-year,  while  engineers 
in  the  Royal  Navy  can  rise  in  pay — 
including  emoluments — to  £600 ;  so  I 
think  it  must  be  said  that  the  engineers 
in  the  Navy  are  reasonably  and  fairly 
dealt  with.  As  regards  rank  there  is  a 
difficulty.  At  present  engineers  rank 
with,  but  after,  lieuteoants.  If  they 
were  accorded  equal  rank  absolutely  with 
lieutenants  a  difficulty  dnight  arise  which 
naval  men  will  appreciate.  It  might 
so  happen  that  a  lieutenant  might  be 
called  upon,  through  the  death  of  a 
superior  officer,  to  take  command  of  a 
ship,  yet  if  the  suggestion  of  putting 
engineers  upon  an  equality  with  lieute- 
nants were  followed  out,  we  might 
find  that  the  engineer,  was  the  senior 
officer  of  the  ship.  That  might  be 
the  ridiculous  position  in  which  the 
ship  would  be  placed  if  the  question  of 
relative  rank  were  pushed  to  its  extreme 
limit  as  suggested.  We  are  perfectly 
alive  to  the  necessity  of  increasing  the 
number  of  officers,  and  if  my  noble 
Friend  will  refer  to  the  Estimates  he 
will  find  that  subordinate  officers  have 
been  increased  in  number  by  14 1 ,  namely, 
65  midshipmen.  18  clerks,  and  58  Naval 
cadets.  This  increase  will  go  in  the 
subordinate  ranks  until  they  are  suffi- 
cient. Then  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Admiral  Field)  has  referred  to 
the  question  of  lieutenants.  It  will  be 
observed  that  for  the  past  12  months 
the  position  and  pay  of  lieutenants  have 
been  improved  at  the  cost  of  something 
like  £18,300  a  year  to  the  nation,  and 
that  I  think  is  fair  testimony  to  the 
consideration  shown  by  the  Board  to 
lieutenants  in  the  Service.  I  do  not 
know  that  there  are  any  other  matters 
to  deal  with.  I  may  just  mention 
that  communication  between  coast- 
guard stations  has  been  carried  out  to  a 
considerable  extent,  and  that  consider- 
able sums  of  money  have  been  taken  for 
putting  up  the  necessary  semaphures. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow.  College) : 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Charles 
Beresford),  to  whom  we  all  listen  with 
BO  much  interest  on  naval  afiCairs,  re- 
signed   his  position  in  the  Admiralty 


I  because  in  his  opinion  sufficient  atten- 
tion was  not   paid  to  the   Intelligence 
Department  of  the  Navy,  and  I  wihh  to 
call  attention  to  a  point  which  illustrates 
the  position  he  took.     In  other  count  ries, 
I   understand,    and   especially  in   Ger- 
many,  there  is  to  be  found  at  the  Ad* 
miralty,  as  at  the  War  Office,  an  elaborate 
Intelligence  Department,   and   in    this 
Intelligence  Department  there  are  plans 
of  campaign  adapted  to  every  variety  of 
circumstances,  and  the  consequence  is, 
that  if    war   breaks  out,    say   between 
Germany    and  another    Power,    every 
captain  of  a  German  war  ship  sails  with 
sealed    orders    giving     him    directions 
what  to  do  under  these  or  those  circum- 
stances, and  it  is  possible  for  those  at 
the  head  of  affairs  by  simply  telegraph- 
ing a  single  cipher  word   to  all  their 
stations  to  direct  what  steps  should  be 
taken,  where  vessels  should  rendezvous, 
and  what  they  are  to  do.     Nothing  of 
the  kind  exists  at  our  Admiralty.     We 
are  absolutely    ^vithout    any    plans  of 
campaign,  and  if  war  were  to  suddenly 
break  out,   we  should  find    our    Fleet 
scattered  over  the  face  of  the  globe,  and 
probably  be  unable  to  utilize  it  before 
the  war  would  be  over.     This  is  what 
the    noble    Lord    complained    of.       A 
question    which    I   put  the   other  day 
will    illustrate    the    great    importance 
of    this    to    the    honour    and    interest 
of    the    country,  and  it  arises  out    of 
occurrences  in  Samoa.     I  called  atten- 
tion the  other  day  by  question  to  an 
account  given  by    Mr.  Stevenson,  the 
well-known   writer    of    events  in    that 
Island.     I  asked,  among  other  things, 
if  it  was  true  that  a  British  subject— an 
artist — had    been    forcibly    seized    on 
board    a    British    vessel     by    German 
authorities,      and      taken     on      board 
a    German     war     steamer,    and     had 
only  been  released  after  the  commander 
of  a  British  man-of-war  in   the  neigh- 
bourhood had  emphasized  his  demand 
by  clearing  his  decks  for  action.     1  was 
told  by  the  Under  Secretary  for  Foreign 
AA'airs  that   it   was  quite  true   that  a 
British  subject  had  been  so  seized,    but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman   said  he  did 
not  know  whether  if  was  a  fact  that  the 
British  commander  had  cleared  his  decks  • 
for    action.      Since    I     received     that 
answer,  I  have  been  supplied  with  some 
further   information,    from     which    it 
appears   that    H.M.S.    Litard    was    at 
Samoa,  and  the  captain  in  consequence 
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Admiralty  Bhould  instruct  their  com- 
manders to  make  a  definite  and  imme- 
diate Beport  upon  circumstances  which 
come  under  their  notice,  and  seem  to 
tend  against  British  interests.  It  could 
hardly  do  much  to  embarrass  the  Govern 
ment,  and  it  mi^ht  be  of  enormous  im- 
portance to  all  our  commerce  there,  not 
only  with  Australia,  but  the  whole  Pacific, 
and  British  subjects  should  be  able  to 
feel  themselves  in  the  position  of 
being  sure  of  the  protection  of  those 
from  whom  they  might  naturally  claim 
it.  I  am  quite  sure  that  the  noble 
Lord  himself  is  most  desirous  that  British 
interests  should  bo  protected. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  After  your  ruling,  Sir,  to  the 
effect  that  it  is  competent  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  bring  on  any  question  affect- 
ing the  conduct  of  any  officer  whose 
pay  comes  out  of  this  Vote,  I  would  ask 
whether  I  am  entitled  to  bring  on  a 
subject,  of  which  I  have  given  notice 
in  a  Motion,  but  which  I  was  not  able 
to  move  ?  It  affects  the  conduct  of 
several  officers  employed  in  the  Naval 
Manoeuvres  last  year,  and  whose  pay 
comes  within  the  Vote  now  be- 
fore the  House.  What  I  desire  to 
bring  under  notice  is  the  conduct  of 
officers  who  went  about  executing  pre- 
tended raids  upon  unprotected  towns, 
and  levying  pretended  requisitions 
upon  the  inhabitants  of  those  towns. 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think 
that  question  is  relevant  to  the  Vote ;  it 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  question  of 
policy,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  should  be  directed  to  the 
Admiralty  Vote. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Then  I  wiU 
take  the  opportunity  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion forward  upon  the  Admiralty  Vote, 
No.  13. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  will  only  detain  the  House  a 
few  minutes  with  the  Motion  of  which 
I  have  given  notice.  A  Conservative 
paper,  a  few  days  ago,  challenged  any 
Kadical  Member  of  Parliament  to  point 
out  how  a  single  sixpence  might  be 
saved  in  the  Estimates  for  the  Services. 
I  am  not  unwilling  to  take  up  that 
challenge.  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Naval 
List  for  the  current  month.  There  I 
find  the  Royal  yacht  Osborne,  1,850  tons, 
has  the  following  complement  of  superior 
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officers — namely,  a  commander,  2  Heat- 
tenants,  a  staff  commander,  a  ataff' 
surgeon,  a  staff  engineer^  and 
an  assistant  paymaster  ia  charge. 
I  find  also  that  the  Victoria  tmi 
Albert,  another  Royal  yacht,  2,470  tonSr 
has  the  following  complement  of  saperior 
officers — viz.,  a  eaptain,  a  commander, 
two  lieutenants,  a  staff  commander,  a 
fleet  surgeon,  a  fleet  paymaster,  a  fleet 
engineer,  an  assistant  paymaster,  and 
an  assistant  engineer.  This  yacht  has- 
also  two  tenders,  the  Alberta  and  the 
JSifin.  The  Alberta  has,  I  find,  for 
superior  officers,  a  staff  captain  and  a 
fleet  engineer,  and  the  other  tender,  the- 
I  Eijln,  has  a  staff  commander  and  an 
engineer.  In  other  words,  these  yauhte 
have  as  large  a  complement  of  officers  as 
a  battle- ship  of  the  first  line.  What  the 
actual  cost  may  be  at  the  present  time^ 
of  course,  it  is  very  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  precisely  to  ascertain ;  but  I 
have  referred  to  the  last  Return  we- 
have  ou  the  subject,  presented  in  1883, 
and  I  find  there  that  the  total  annual 
cost  of  pay,  allowance,  and  victualling  for 
officers  and  crew  of  this  fleet  of  Royai 
yachts  was  £34,480.  Now,  I  think  I 
should  be  perfectly  justified  if  I  moved 
to  reduce  the  total  cost  by  one- half ;  but 
I  am  anxious  not  to  leave  to  hon. 
Members  opposite  any  reasonable 
excuse  for  declining  to  vote  with  me.  L 
have,  therefore,  selected  two  items,  two- 
especial  and  specific  items,  relating  to 
these  yachts,  amounting  together  to- 
£80 — the  allowances  to  the  navigating 
lieutenant  of  the  Oebome^  and  the  stan 
commander  of  the  Victoria  and  Albtrt 
for  a  charge  for  state  furniture.  Now^ 
I  submit  this  is  absolutely  indefensible 
in  the  first  place,  for  it  is  ridiculous  that 
a  charge  for  state  furniture  should  be 
put  down  especially  for  the  Naval 
Service ;  and  if  it  were  necessary  to 
establish  an  expenditure  of  this  kind,  it 
is  clear  that  the  navigating  lieutenant 
and  commander  are  not  the  proper 
persons  to  be  trusted  with  it.  When  a 
proposition  of  this  kind  is  brought  for* 
ward,  vested  interests  are  general^  urged 
against  it.  In  this  case,  however,  no 
vested  interest  can  possibly  arise ;  you 
cannot  have  a  vested  interest  in  a  mere 
allowance.  Of  course,  when  the  ser- 
vice is  discontinued,  the  allowance 
ceases,  and  with  it  all  claims  for  com- 
pensation.    For  these  reasons  I  beg  to 
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moTe  the  Motion  which  standa  in  my 
name  on  the  paper. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,201,620, 
be  granted  for  the  said  service."— (ifr. 
PiekengilL) 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  All  the 
officers  serving  in  Her  Majesty's  ships 
who  are  in  charge  of  valuable  stores  re- 
ceive additional  remuneration  and  are 
liable  for  any  deficiencies.  The  emolu- 
ments attached  to  those  particular  duties 
are — in  the  Victoria  and  Albert  £25, 
and  in  the  Ofborne  £30.  These  pay- 
ments are  made  in  accordance  with  the 
general  practice  in  the  service. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  :  Does  the  noble 
Lord  consider  "  state  furniture  "  naval 
stores  ? 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  Yes,  cer- 
tainly ;  and  far  more  valuable  than  most 
stores. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  Will  the  noble 
Lord  reply  to  the  points  I  raised  a  few 
moments  ago? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Be- 
fore  this  subject  is  disposed  of,  there  is 
another  matter  I  should  like  to  mention 
as  requiring  consideration.  It  is  in 
connection  with  the  appointment  of  a 
certain  foreign  nobleman  to  a  certain 
post  in  the  Navy.  Of  course,  having  been 
recently  imprisoned— [**  Hear,  hear !  "] 
— yes ;  it  is  a  circumstance  of  which  I 
am  proud — I  do  not  know  whether  this 
foreign  nobleman  still  holds  his  appoint- 
ment in  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  but  I 
presume  he  does.  I  should  like  to  know 
now  it  comes  to  pass  that,  with  such  a 
patriotic  Government  in  existence,  we 
nave  these  foreign  noblemen  placed  in 
these  positions 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  evidently  does  not 
appreciate  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
specific  Amendment  before  the  Com- 
mittee  which  must  be  dealt  with. 

Dr.  TANNER:  I  understood  that 
the  Amendment  had  reference  to  the 
Royal  yachts  generally,  and  not  merely 
to  the  furniture  in  them.  If,  however, 
the  Amendment  deals  only  with  furni- 
ture, I  would  point  out  that  the  furni- 
ture of  Prince  Leiningen — who  ia  neither 
ornamental  or  useful 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Order,  order ! 


Dr.  tanner  :  If  I  am  not  in  order 
in  going  into  this  now,  Sir,  I  will  raise- 
the  point  at  a  future  stage. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  66* 
Noes  160.— (Div.  list,  No.  20.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  would  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if  he  can- 
now  say  whether  any  progress  has  been* 
made  with  the  construction  of  an 
effective  Intelligence  Department  in  con* 
nection  with  the  Admiralty  ?  The  noble- 
Lord  the  Member  for  Marylebone  has 
rendered  immense  service  to  the  countrjr 
by  pressing  upon  the  Government  the 
formation  of  such  a  Department,  and  I 
had  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord's  resigna- 
tion would  have  secured  the  serious  at-- 
tention  of  the  Government  to  the  matter.. 
I  would  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  reply  on 
that  point,  and  also  to  tell  us  whether 
any  information  has  been  received  from 
the  Commander  in  Samoa  as  to  the* 
action  he  took  against  the  German* 
war-ships  in  connection  with  the  forcible- 
abduction  of  a  British  subject  from  a. 
British  vessel  ? 

♦Lord  G.    HAMILTON:  The  Naval 
Intelligence  Department  is  in  a    most- 
efficient  working  condition.  Everysingle 
officer  in  the  Service  has  definite  instruc- 
tions what  to  do  in  these  cases.     Th» 
reason  why  the  Government   has    not 
received    such    late    intelligence    frook 
Samoa  as  has  been  received  by  private, 
agencies  is  because  the  captain   of  the 
man-of-war  there    observed   the  well- 
known     and    universal    rule    of   com- 
municating all  particulars  to  his  Com- 
mander-in-Chief. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
We  really  must  take  these  two  Votes 
together — the  Army  as  well  as  the- 
Navy.  We  find  that  there  is  to  be  aifc 
increase  in  the  number  of  men  for  the 
Army,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi« 
ralty  told  us  the  other  day  that  when 
the  new  ships  are  built  we  shall  have  an 
increase  of  3,000  men  in  the  Navy., 
Now,  I  do  object  to  all  these  extensions 
of  our  armaments.  Everybody  who  raises- 
such  objections,  I  know  perfectly  well, 
is  told  that  he  is  unpatriotic ;  but  I  do- 
not  favour  the  patriotism  which  is  con- 
sidered to  be  proved  by  the  reckless- 
voting  of  any  proposal  for  increased  ex* 
penditure.  I  am  determined,  always 
and  invariably,   to  divide   the  Hous^ 
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whenever  I  see  these  30  millions  ster- 
lings per  annum,  which  we  expend 
on  the  two  Services,  exceeded.  Although 
I  desire  to  see  the  country  in  possession 
of  a  strong  and  efficient  Navy,  I  think 
30  millions  a-year  is  quite  enough  to 
spend  on  this  species  of  insurance.  If, 
at  any  time,  you  want  more,  take  it  from 
the  amount  spent  on  the  Army,  which, 
I  think,  will  easily  bear  reduction. 
■I  think  the  country  is  determined  that 
there  shall  be  reasonable  economy  in 
our  defences,  and  that  these  perpetual 
increases  shall  not  continue.  In  1848 
the  amount  spent  on  the  Army  and 
Navy  was  only  18  millions.  Have  we 
been  invaded  since  then — have  we  been 
conquered  since  that  time  ?  Not  at  all. 
We  have  been  attacking  other  people, 
but  liave  remained  secure  ourselves.  I 
always  distrust  those  gentlemen  who 
'*  ask  for  more ''  in  connection  with  the 
Army  and  Navy.  When  I  heard  the 
big  Jingo  drum  being  beat  before 
Parliament  met  I  knew  what  the  game 
was.  I  knew  we  should  have  demands 
for  more  money,  more  men,  more 
marines,  more  ntokers.  Things  are  not 
going  well  with  the  Government  at 
home,  and  they  want  to  draw  a  red 
herring  across  the  tiail.  I  am  opposed 
to  the  whole  thing,  and  I  move  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  £89,500,  being  the 
cost  of  wages,  &c.,  for  the  extra  3,000 
men. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,1 12,000, 
'be  granted  for  the  said  Service."— (Vr. 
Lahouchers.) 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  rise  cor- 
dially to  support  the  Amendment,  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  and 
do  so  on  the  ground  that  no  reason  what- 
ever has  been  given  for  any  increase  of 
expenditure  such  as  should  justify  a  man 
of  cummon  sense  increasing  his  house- 
hoM  expenses.  There  ought  to  be  some 
reason  given.  We  have  increased  the 
expenses  of  the  Navy  enormously,  and 
that  in  a  year  which  we  have  been 
assured  by  Her  Majesty  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne  is  one  of  profound 
peace.  Unless  some  cause  is  shown — 
some  threatened  danger  to  the  country — 
I  do  contend  that  we  ought  not  to  allow 
•a  single  shilling  of  increased  expenditure 
to  be  paid  for  increased  armaments. 
Hon.  Members  do  not,  I  think,  appre- 
ciate the  enormous  waste  which  goes  on 
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in  matters  of  this  kind.  Were  it  not  fbv 
the  terrible  drain  on  our 
necessitated  by  the  immense 
upon  our  Army  and  Navy,  I  am  por- 
suaded  that  the  workers  in  the  oountrj 
would  be  far  better  off  than  thej  axe. 
Our  imports  and  exports  are  continually 
increasing ;  capitalists  are  making 
money  stUl — perhaps  not  so  fast  as  thej 
desire,  for  they  never  do  that — but  BtiU 
they  are  maHng  money,  whilst  oom« 
plaints  are  heard  on  every  hand  on  the 
part  of  the  industrial  r  population. 
No  one  would  grudge  spending  monej 
on  the  Army  and  Navy  if  there  were  t 
common-sense  probability  of  danger  to 
the  country ;  but  what  the  workinff 
classes  complain  of  is  that  money  should 
be  extracted  from  them  on  dreamy 
grounds  of  remote  and  improbable,  and 
almost  impossible,  contingencies,  which 
no  man  in  his  senses  expects  to  happen. 
On  these  grounds  I  cordially  support 
the  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote. 

Db.  CLAHK  (Caithness):  I  have 
much  pleasure  in  supporting  the  reduc- 
tion, because  I  do  not  want  to  see  auT 
of  that  insane  rivalry  in  fleets  of  whidi 
we  see  so  much  in  regard  to  armies  on 
the  Continent.  The  expenditure  on  the 
Army  and  Navy  in  all  countries  is  be- 
coming heavier  and  heavier,  because 
every  one  is  trying  to  have  more  power- 
ful forces  than  his  neighbour.  If  we 
now  increase  our  Navy,  there  will  be 
some  Jingo  or  other  in  France  who  wQl 
want  to  increase  the  French  Navy ;  and 
when  an  increase  is  effected  in  the 
French  Navy,  there  will  be  a  demand 
made  by  the  Jingoes  in  this  eountiy 
for  a  further  increase  of  our  Navy, 
and  so  on.  As  H.M.S.  RuUim 
has  gone  to  the  bottom  the  GK>- 
vernment  will  have  the  Navy  strength- 
ened by  her  full  complement  of 
men,  so  that  the  number  of  men  and 
marines  now  asked  for  will  not  be  re- 
quired. 

Mb.  COSSHAM  (Bristol,  E.) :  We 
have  heard  a  great  many  conflicting 
opinions  on  this  subject,  but  one  thing 
is  clear — namely,  that  all  gentlemen 
connected  with  the  naval  services  want 
to  get  hold  of  more  money.  Thouffh 
they  cannot  ag^ee  as  to  how  it  is  to  be 
expended,  they  all  agree  in  this,  that 
they  must  have  more  from  the  National 
purse.  We  are  wasting  to  a  large 
extent  the  National  resources.    Depend 
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upon  it  that  sooner  or  later  these  extra- 
ragant  expenditure  will  come  home  to 
us.  The  poverty  of  this  country — not- 
withstanding its  wealth  on  the  one 
hand — is  increasing.  [  Laughter.']  Tes ; 
I  say  that  ihe  wealth  is  increas- 
ing amongst  eertain  men,  but  poverty 
is  increasing  in  larger  numbers.  [^Ee- 
nswid  laughter. "]  I  am  speaking  of 
what  I  know.  The  poverty  of  the 
country  is  becoming  a  sad  scene  of 
trouble  to  us,  and  a  sad  scene  of  danger 
to  us,  and  I  am  sure  that  unless  we 
look  at  the  question  carefully,  before 
long  it  will  become  a  matter  of  great 
danger  to  us.  I  hear  our  right  hon. 
Gentleman  very  much  exercised  as  to 
an  increase  of  theNavy.  Anotheris  exer- 
eised  as  to  the  expenditure  on  the  Navy ; 
but  there  is  far  more  danger  from  this 
increase  of  armaments  than  from  any- 
thing else.  The  rivalry  is  continually 
going  on,  and  the  result  is,  we  are  bring- 
ing the  whole  of  Europe  into  such  a 
condition  that  there  is  danger  for  us  all. 
If  we  increase  our  Navy  on  the  one 
hand,  another  Power  increases  its  Navy, 
so  that  the  relative  position  is  un- 
changed. I  do  ask  the  House 
to  put  a  stop  to  this  rivalry 
that  is  going  on.  I  support  with 
all  my  heart  and  might  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
hope  he  will  press  it  to  a  division. 
{^Laughter.'}  Those  who  laugh  to-day 
will  have  to  appear  before  their  con- 
stituents, and  when  they  do — and  my 
impression  is  that  it  will  be  much  sooner 
than  many  of  them  expect — this  effort 
to  increase  the  national  expenditure  will 
be  one  of  the  things  they  will  have  to 
face.  I  believe  the  time  is  not  far  dis- 
tant when  the  rule  that  is  applied  to 
those  who  are  on  the  business  of  the 
House  will  also  be  applied  to  Members 
of  this  House  who  receive  pay  in  the 
Services  to  which  they  vote  money. 
There  are  so  many  Members  of  this 
House  interested  in  this  expenditure 
that  when  persons  like  myself,  repre- 
senting those  on  whom  taxation  bears 
heavily,  try  to  call  attention  to  it,  they 
are  laughed  at  by  the  very  men  who 
receive  pay  in  the  Military  and  Naval 
Services 

Dr.  tanner  (Mid.  Cork),  who  rose 
amidst  laughter  from  below  the  Minis- 
terial Gangway:  I  like  to  treat  that 
laughter  with  the  contempt  it  deserves. 


Excuse  me  if  I  refer  to  the  more  im- 
portant point  which  has  been  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  sit» 
on  this  Front  Bench  beneath  me.  I  think 
that  there  are  many  questions  connectedi 
with  the  Navy,  and  with  the  men  who 
are  employed  in  the  Navy,  that  deserve 
some  consideration  from  Members  of  this 
House.  There  is  one  point  that  I  should 
like  to  get  a  specific  answer  upon  fromi 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  I  should 
like  to  know  how  it  comes  to  pass  that 
Catholics — and    I  speak    as   an    Irishi 
Protestant — are   boycotted    when    they 
endeavour  to  enter  the  Navy.    I  should 
like  hon.   Members  to  look    into    this- 
question,  and  ascertain  how  it  comes  to 
pass  that  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  where- 
we  possess  a  body  of  fishermen,  of  men 
who  are  trained  to  the  sea  and  to  sea- 
faring work,  when  these  men  come  for-^ 
ward  and  try  to  get  into  the  Boyal  Navy 
their  services  are  rejected.     I  can  tell 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  that  I 
have    received    information,    not  from 
any  gentleman   who   sits   on  this  side 
of     the     House,     but     from    officers 
of  the  Koyal  Navy  who  belong  to  the- 
same  Party  as  the  noble  Lord,  which  is 
of  a  character  such  as  to  justify  me  in 
asking  him   to  look  into  this  matter. 
Let  him   see  how    many  Irishmen   or 
Irish  fishermen 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member's  observations  are  not 
relevant  to  the  proposed  reduction  of 
the  Vote. 

Dr.  tanner  :  I  thought,  Sir,  that 
this  Vote  was  attacked  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton,, 
who  moved  a  reduction  of  the  Vote  in 
consequence  of  there  being  already  suffi- 
cient men  in  the  Navy,  and  I  wanted,  if 
I  might  be  permitted,  to  point  out  how 
it  was  that  really  we  want  a  recruiting 
ground  to  make  the  Navy  efficient  and 
effective,  if  we  want  to  continue  true 
union 


Thx  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  again 
point  out  that  the  hon.  Member's 
remarks  are  not  relevant. 

Db.  TANNER:  Mr.  Courtney,  I  al- 
ways accept  your  ruling,  and,  Sir,  as 
long  as  I  remain  in  this  House  I  shall 
always  do  the  same.  Well,  Sir,  that 
point  may  not  be  pressed,  but  I  shall 
take  an  opportunity  of  bringing  it  to 
the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord.  Of 
course,  we  can  easily  understand  why^ 
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Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  at  a  time 
like  the  present,  when  they  have  g^t 
their  coercion  and  intimidation  in  force 
in  Kng^land  as  well  as  in  Ireland, 
«ome  forward  and  try  to  promote,  not 
the  welfare  of  the  men  of  the  Royal 
Navy,  not  of  the  able  seamen  or  the 
privates — no,  no,  Sir,  it  is  not  for  that 
reason  that  money  is  to  be  spent — but 
in  order  to  swell  the  salaries  of  the 
younger  sons  of  aristocratic  houses. 
Everybody  knows  that  the  major  por- 
•tion  of  the  officers  of  the  Royal  Navy  is 
composed  of  these  sons  of  aristocratic 
houRes — aristocratic  to  a  degree.  I 
sincerely  hope  this  money  will  not  be 
voted,  and  I  trust  hon.  Members  will 
inquire  into  the  facts  and  endeavour  by 
every  means  in  their  power  to  prevent 
money  being  spent  in  order  to  swell 
the  purses  of  an  impoverished  aristo- 
<}rany  and  a  discredited  Figottist 
faction. 

Tfie  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  73  ; 
No  '.s  186  .— (Div.  List,  No.  21). 

Original  Question  again  proposed.     . 

Dr.  CAMERON:  There  is  a  rather 
important  question  arising  on  this  Vote 
in  connection  with  Scotland,  and  that 
is  the  frequent  employment  of  Naval 
Ft)»ces  and  Marines  on  expeditions  to 
the  Highlands.  On  several  occasions  I 
have  protested  against  the  men  being 
thus  employed,  and  on  one  occasion  I 
obtnined  from  the  then  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  an  undertaking  that  greater 
€aro  should  be  exercised  in  sanctioning 
the  use  of  the  Naval  Forces  in  this  way 
than  had  previously  been  displayed. 
Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
nohle  Lord  that  the  employment  of  the 
Naval  Forces  in  that  part  of  the  country 
has  a  most  injurious  effect  in  rendering 
the  Naval  Service  of  Her  Majesty  un- 
po[)ular,  on  a  ground  which,  above  all 
others,  is  eminently  adapted  for  the 
purposes  of  a  recruiting  ground.  In  the 
W(^stern  Highlands  there  is  a  raee  of 
hardy  seafaring  men,  who  are  only  too 
anxious  to  join  Her  Majesty's  Naval 
Service,  and  who  do,  at  the  present 
time,  largely  serve  Her  Majesty  as 
Naval  Volunteers.  It  is  suggested  that 
emigration  should  be  promoted  among 
those  people,  but  they  might,  with  more 
advantage,  be  employed  in  the  Mercan- 
tile Navy,  so  as  to  take  the  places  now 
iillod  by  thousands  of  foreigners  in  our 

Dr.  Tanner 


merchant  ships.  Amon^  the  reoom* 
mendations  made  in  the  Beport  of  tlia 
Crofters  Commission  was  one  that  nafil 
training  ships  should  be  established 
along  the  chores  of  the  Western  Hi||;li- 
lands ;  but  for  some  reason  or  other  Her 
Majesty's  Government  haTe  not  paid  any 
attention  to  that  recommendation.  I  most, 
however,  protest  against  the  employ* 
ment  of  naval  forces  in  connection  with 
matters  which  ought  only  to  come 
within  the  functions  of  the  civil  autho- 
rities and  the  police.  The  question  of 
the  employment  of  the  military  in  oon- 
nection  with  such  things  was  ably  dealt 
with  in  the  admirable  memorfuidam 
issued  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  W.  Haroonrt) 
when  he  was  Home  Secretary;  but, 
unfortunately,  since  he  left  office  the 
position  he  laid  down  has  not  been  ad- 
hered to.  I  trust  the  noble  Lord  will 
be  able  to  give  us  some  assurance  that 
none  of  the  large  increase  which  is  pro- 
posed in  the  force  of  marines  shall  be 
employed  in  carrying  out  martial  law 
and  striking  terror  into  the  hearts  of 
the  Crofters  in  the  Western  Highlands; 
and  that  among  his  projects  for 
strengthening  the  Navy  he  will  avail 
himself  of  the  recommendation  made  by 
the  Crofters  Commission  for  the  esta- 
blishment off  the  coasts  of  the  Hebrides 
of  training  ships  which  would  haTe  the 
advantage  of  being  fed  by  a  population 
admirably  fitted  for  Her  Majesty's 
naval  service,  and  who,  as  seafaring 
men,  as  soldiers,  and  as  fighting  men, 
are  unsurpassed  by  any  class  of  people 
in  this  kingdom. 

Dr.  CLARK :  I  would  also  ask  the 
noble  Lord  whether  he  will  give  us  the 
assurance  requested  by  my  hon.  Friend? 
If  not,  I  sh^l  be  prepared  to  more  a 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 
♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON:  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Oollege 
Division  of  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  has 
expressed  a  wish  that  a  certain  number 
of  Highland  Crofters  should  go  into  the 
merchant  service,  and  for  my  part 
I  think  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
if  they  did,  because  if  they  would  only 
undertake  that  kind  of  service  there 
would  be  no  reason  for  sending  the 
Marines  into  the  Highlands  to  ensure 
the  execution  of  the  law.  But  I  am 
unable  to  give  the  assurance  asked  for, 
because  when  the  necessity  arises  the 
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military  furoe  muat  bs  used  in  support 
of  the  ciril  power. 

Db.  TANNER:  I  wUh  to  aak  a 
'queetioa  with  reference  to  the  gunboat 
etatiuned  in  Bantrj  Qa;.  le  it  the  in- 
tention of  the  Admiraltj  in  future  to 
utilize  that  gunbnat  as  a  sort  of  steam 
packet  for  the  conyeyance  of  the  forces 
-of  the  Crown  on  particular  occasions, 
instead  of  making  use  of  the  ezistiag 
Bteam  packet  service  ? 

*LoRD  G.  HAMILTON :  I  belieTe  ii  is 
true  that  tlie  ^nboat  referred  to  is  oo- 
-caoionally  employed  in  the  manner 
Btated,  and  I  do  not  see  any  objection 
to  tliat  arranftement. 

I)u.  CAMEBON  :  Before  the  Vote  is 
passed  I  should  like  to  ask  what  will  be 
the  next  Vote? 
•Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  have  succeeded 
in  protracting  the  discussion  of  this 
Vote  until  midnight,  and  therefore, 
in  accordance  witli  the  promise  made 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
the  Supplemeotaiy  Civil  Service 
Estimates  cannot  now  be  taken.  But 
there  i&  now  an  end  of  the  matter. 
In  conseijuence  of  the  discussion  which 
has  Kone  on  for  the  last  hour,  the  Civil 
Service  Supplementary  Estimates  cannot 
now  betaken.  It  was  distinctly  under- 
stoiid  that  the  Supplementary  Civil 
■Service  Votes  would  be  brought  on  at 
an  earlier  hour;  and  if  any  inconveni- 
ence is  now  caused,  owing  (o  the  days 
ibr  which  they  are  put  down,  the  re- 
sponsibility will  not  rest  with  the  Go- 
vernment. The  Civil  Service  Estimates 
will  be  put  down  for  to-morrow. 

Dr.  CAMERON:  I  wish  to  point 
out,  in  reply  to  the  lecture  of  the  Oian- 
cellor  of  the  Eichequer,  that  if  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  adhered  to  the 
pledge  he  gave  on  Wednesday  night 
this  difficulty  would  not  have  occurred. 

Question  put,  ai^d  agreed  to. 

(1.)  £1,061,100,  Victualling  and 
Clothing  for  the  Navy. 
♦Me.  W.J.  LANE  (Cork,  Co.,  E):  I 
wish  to  call  attention  to  a  matter  con- 
nected with  this  Vote.  1  have  just  re- 
ceived three  letters  from  gentlemen  in 
the  City  of  Cork  who  are  staunch  snp- 
P')rter8  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
They  have  for  many  years  been  con- 
tractors to  the  GoTernment  for  the 
supply  of  pork  to  the  Admiralty,  and 
they  complain  that  the  contracts  have 


now  been  given  to  Danish  firms.  I 
nssd  not  say  that  such  contracts  are  of 
the  greatest  importaDce  to  the  whole 
communis  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
They  are  important  to  the  landlord  be- 
cause they  enable  him  to  get  his  rent 
from  the  tenant ;  they  are  of  import- 
ance to  the  shopkeeper  because  the; 
give  the  farmers  more  money  to  spend  ; 
and  they  are  of  moment  to  mer- 
cantile communities  such  as  the  Oi^  of 
Cork  because  they  aSbrd  employ- 
ment for  so  many  people.  I  believe, 
in  fact,  that  in  Cork  City,  these  contraote 
gave  constant  employment  to  fully 
500  people.     One  of  my  correspondents 


"It Us  great  shame  that  the  Clovemmenf 
shauld  give  the  best  part  of  the  Nav^  contract 
to  the  Danes.  Dp  to  the  present  time  we  in 
Cork  hSTO  provided  the  lupply  for  Uaulbow- 

lina— vfhich  was  about  one-third  of  the  whols 
contract— liut  thi*  vear  all  the  contracts  havs 
been  ^ven  to  Copentiagen." 

The  loss  toCork  is  about  3,930  casks,  or, 
in  cash,  £'J5,000,  and  this  all  goes  to  a 
foreign  shore.  Surely  the  Admiralty 
1  ought  to  have  very  strong  grounds  for 
giving  preference  to  the  foreigner,  and 
1  believe  that  taxpayers  and  the  com- 
munity at  large  have  great  and  just 
reasons  for  finding  fault  with  the  Ad- 
miralty Department  in  this  matter. 
Another  gentleman  writes — 

"The  diStrence  in  price,  is  I  believe,  aboutf 
per  cent.  and.  talting  into  account  the  quality,  I 
think  onr  pork  would  be  cheaper  in  the  end  to 
the  Navy." 
The  third  gentleinan  writes — 

"  I  hope  that  yoar  action  may,  in  soiDS 
TneaBure,  redreea  the  wrong  under  which  the 
South  of  Ireland  is  Bufferiog." 

This  shows  what  the  loyal  supporters 
of  the  present  Government  think  of  the 
action  of  the  Admiralty  in  this  matter. 
If  it  bo  true  that  the  saving  is  only 
equal  to  5  per  cent,  and  that  the  quality 
of  the  Danish  pork  is  inferior,  I  say  there 
is  no  justification  for  taking  £25,000  out 
of  Irish  trade  channels  and  giving  it  to 
a  foreigner.  Ws  hear  a  great  deal 
about  protection  of  home  industries  and 
of  the  desirability  of  encouraging  the 
farmers  of  this  country;  but  what  Is 
the  use  of  all  this  talk  on  the  Con- 
servative benches  if,  when  there  ia 
an  opportunity  of  practically  bene- 
fiting the  agricultural  community,  the 
Government  neglect  it,  and  instead  get 
their  supplies  from  a  foreign  aouice  ? 
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I  hare  no  desire,  Mr.  Courtney,  to  tres- 
pass unduly  on  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  I  think  this  is  a  case  of 
great  hardship  and  injustice,  and  I  hope 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  will  see 
.f  it  is  in  his  power  to  g^Te  us  some 
^assistance  and  some  share  of  the  Navy 
patronage.  I  belieye  the  Admiralty 
have  never  complained  of  the  class  of 
goods  supplied  by  the  Cork  contractors, 
and  I  hope  that  in  future  our  claims  will 
hare  fuller  consideration. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  agree  that 
it  is  desirable,  where  possible,  to  foster 
our  home  industries.  It  has  been  the 
practice  of  the  Admiralty  to  give  a 
slight  preference  to  home  growers, 
but  it  was  impossible  for  tiiem  to 
put  aside  the  lowest  tenders  in 
favour  of  those  which  were  higher. 
The  difference  in  the  price  embodied 
in  the  tenders  influenced  the  Depart- 
ment in  refusing  the  Irish  tenders. 
These  are  the  main  grounds  for  which 
the  alteration  has  been  made ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  get  the  mer- 
chants of  Cork  to  take  a  little  more 
trouble  to  improve  the  quality  of  theii; 
goods,  I  do  not  think  they  need  fear 
competition  from  the  Danes  or  from  any 
country  in  the  world. 

♦Mr.  LANE:  I  cannot  take  any  ex- 
ception to  the  tone  of  the  noble  Lord's 
reply,  but  I  do  wish  he  had  given  us 
some  idea  as  to  the  difference  in  price 
between  the  successful  and  unsuccessful 
contractors,  which,  he  says,  justified  the 
Department  in  refusing  the  Irish  tenders. 
I  should  be  glad  if  he  will  also  state  if 
there  has  been  a  specific  case  of  com- 
plaint against  the  Irish  contractors 
which  would  justify  the  Government 
taking  the  contracts  from  them?  We 
ought  certainly  to  be  allowed^to  supply 
the  stores  at  Haulbowline. 

♦Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  I  am 
afraid  I  cannot  give  those  particulars 
to-night  ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  will 
hand  me  the  correspondence  I  will 
inquire  further  into  the  matter. 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Holderness) :  I  wish  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  to  a  small  matter  connected 
with  rations  issued  to  the  Navy.   I   am 

not  going  to  pass  any  general  criticisms 
on  the   general  rations   served  to   the 

Mr.  W.  J,  Lane 


men  ;  but  occasionally  we  have  to  make 
exceptional  demands  on  the  men,  and 
to  turn  them  out  at  an  early  hour  for 
very  hard  labour.  Now,  it  has  always 
been  found  that  the  work  is  dona 
better  if  the  men  get  some  additionat 
rations  on  these  special  occasions,  and 
that  it  is  better  too  for  the  men. 
The  power  to  issue  these  extra  rations- 
is  one  we  used  to  possess,  and  it  was- 
greatly  appreciated  by  the  men,  as  well 
as  immensely  beneficial  to  the  work,  and 
I  think  that  it  is  an  indulgence  which: 
might  now  be  granted,  under  proper  con- 
trol. 

♦Lord  G.  HAMILTON :  I  wfll  look 
into  the  matter.  It  was  before  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  some  time  ago,  but 
somehow  it  has  escaped  attention. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Progress  reported. 
House  resumed. 

TOWN  POLICE  CLAUSES  ACT  (1847) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SBOOKD  BBiLDIirO. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com-- 
mitted  for  Monday  25th  March. 

M  OTIONB. 


BBIBEBY     (PUBLIO     BODIKS)      PRBYXHTIOV 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Randolph  ChurdhiU,  Bill 
for  the  more  effectual  Pretention  and  Pnniah* 
ment  of  Bribery  and  Corruption  of  and  by 
Members,  Officers,  or  Servants  of  Corporatioiiiy. 
CoonoilB,  Boards,  Commiisions,  or  other  PaUio 
Bodies,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  Sir  Hennr  James,  Sir 
Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Jennings,  and  Mr.  Richard 
Power. 


Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  158. 


I 


DEATHS  FBOM   STABYATION  (iCIETBOPO  IJS) 

Address  for  <*  Return  of  the  number  of  al 
Deaths  in  the  Metropolitan  District  in  the  year 
1888,  upon  which  a  coroner's  jury  have  re- 
turned a  verdict  of  Death  from  Starvation,  or 
Death  accelerated  by  Privation  (in  continuation 
of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  185,  of  Session 
1888)."— (Ifr.  John  Talbot,) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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the  Bill  in  the  other  Houee,  but  the 
time  of  its  introduotion  wilt  depend  on 
the  state  of  public  busineea  in  th&t 
Hoose.  At  the  same  time  I  oan  assure 
my  noble  Friend  that  the  OoTemment 
are  anxious  to  bring  in  the  Bill  at  the 
earliest  possible  opportunity,  and  one  of 
the  reasons  for  their  being  thus  anxious 
is,  that  these  bodies — the  Coi 


A  Bill  tor  aitending  ths  rigbt  of  Voting  i 


BILL.      (so.  21.) 

A  Bill  to  Mcertun  uid  limit  the  dotatioii  of  'i  a     _i        a  h.^  n «.«t:      ,.(  d«  i 

apMohe«  in  PwliMneot  -  PrMentod  by  Th.  ,  ^  ""PP'?  ^"^  ^^  Convention  of  Eojal 
tOTdDenman;  raadl';  tob«  prmted;  rnndto  Burghs— may  have  an  opportunity  of 
be  rend  2*  on  Monday  next.  considering  the  Bills  at  their  meetings. 

STANDINO  ORDERS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
EEPOBT  OF  BELEOT  OOUltlTTBB. 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Gaoooas)  :  My  Lords,  on  the  last  ooca* 
sion  when  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
appointed  by  this  House  to  examine  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  referring 
to  public  business  was  discussed,  it  ap- 
peared to  be  the  unanimous  opinion  of 
your  Lordships  that  an  opportunity 
ahould  be  afforded  to  the  House  to 
discuss  each  and  all  of  the  proposed 
Amendments  in  detail,  and  also  that  such 
discussion  could  more  conveniently  take 
place  when  the  House  was  in  Oommittee. 
[  have  not  been  able  to  find  any  actual 
precedent  for  such  a  course,  but!  do  not 
MS  any  yalid  reason  why  one  ahould  not 
be  created,  and  if  it  be  the  pleasure  of 
the  House,  I  will  move  that  the  House 
now  dissolve  itself  into  a  Oommittee  to 
oonsider  this  Report. 

Moved,  That  the  House  do  lewlve 
itself  into  a  Oommittee  to  oonsider  the 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of  Lords 
relating  to  the  conduct  of  public 
business  (L.  Privy  Seal  {_£.  Caiogan]), 
agreed  to. 

House  in  Oommittee  aooordlngly. 

Eabl  CADOQAN  :  Hy  Lords,  befine 
any  of  the  Standing  Orders  in  which  the 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (SCOTLAND). 

QITRSnOIT. 

The  Earl  ov  ROSEBERY  :  Seeing 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  his  place,  I  wish  to  ask  him 
a  question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  notice — when  it  is  proposed  to 
introduce  the  Local  Government  Bill 
for  Scotland,  which  was  announced  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  ?  My  noble  Friend 
is  aware  that  the  meeting  of  the  Com- 
missionere  of  Supply  will  take  place  at 
the  end  of  April,  and  that  of  the  Con- 
vention of  BoyalBui^hsin  May;  andit 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  these 
bodies,  who  are  laigelv  interested  in 
this  matter,  if  the  Bills  can  be  intro- 
duced in  sufficient  time  to  allow  of  their 
being  considered  by  those  bodies  at 
their  meetings. 

Thk  MAsgtnss  or  LOTHIAN;  In 
answer  to  my  noble  Friend,  I  am  afraid 
I  am  not  able  to  give  any  very  positive 
undertaking  as  to  when  Uie  Local 
Ooveroment  Bill  fbr  Scotland  will  be 
introduced.  It  is  proposed  to  bring  in 
VOL.  COQXXXm.  [third  bibib«.1 
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Committee  have  made  any  alteration  are 
reached,  there  is  one  in  respect  of  which 
a  notice  of  Amendment  has  been  given 
hy  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Fitz  Gerald). 

LoBD  FITZ  GERALD:  I  muat  ask 
your  Lordships  to  pardon  me  tgr  pro- 
posing the  Amendment  of  which  I  hare 
given  notice,  or  for  intervening 
at  all  ID  quoations CDncerniog  the  Stand' 
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renders  this  Standing  Order,  M  it  is  now 
proposed,  inoonaistent.  The  Amandmant 
which  I  propose  in  thia  Order  ia,  xfter 
the  worth  "oath,"  to  insert  the  vorda 
''  or  solemn  affirmation." 
*TnK  OHAIEMAN  ofOOMMITTBES 
(The  Duke  of  Buckinohaic  and  Ohu- 
DOS) :  I  think  it  will  be  mj  dntj  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  it  ia  not  in 
acoordance  with  the  practice  of  ths 
a;  Orders,  because  I  muat  admit  that  !  House  to  diacuss  an  Amendment  to  a 


1  do  not  carry  witb  me  tbe  aid  of  any 
experionce,  but  my  great  object  is  to 
keep  thoBH  Orders  right  in  point  of  law, 
and  poBsility  I  may  be  able  to  give  the 
House  a  little  asaistance  in  that  view, 
and  in  that  view  only.  Now,  if  your 
Lordships  will  look  at  Standing  Order  2 
on  page  6,  it  is— 

"  At  the  beginning  of  n  ParliHmeDt,  after 
prayetij  diall  bavo  htxa  said,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  shall  havo  taken  the  oath  aiipciiiited 
to  hi  taken,  according  to  the  Act  of  I'arlianient 
made  for  that  purpose." 
Tour  Lordships  will  recollect  that  thea^ 
Standing  Orders  were  Brranged  by  th' 


Standing  Order  withont  notdoe  baa  been 
given  referring  to  that  paztioular  Stand- 
ing Order.  The  present  position  ia  that 
the  House  has  resolved  itaelf  into  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  Report  of  tiia 
Select  Committee  on  tbe  Standing  Orders 
—tbe  Select  Committee  have  not  re- 
ported upon  this  particular  Standing 
Order ;  it  has  only  reported  upon 
those  which  are  proposed  to  be  amended, 
added  to.  Or  omitted.  I  think  it  my 
duty  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Home 
to  that. 

The  prime  MINISTER  a»d  SBC- 
RETART  OF  STATE  fob  FOBBIGH 


Committee  l..t  year  .nd  I  M,e.e  they  ^j,p^,jjg    ^^^  ll«rq»»»  of   Slut 
wera     nuhliflhed     before     the  Autumn  ,      -,    .  ^   ,,  ,.,       .^       .     ,■.  _   __i.i_ 


were  published  before  the  Autumn 
Receaa.  But  during  the  Autumn  Sitting 
a  rery  important  Act  of  Parliament 
passed.  Tne  Bill  waa  first  of  al 
oroueht  into  the  Common  a  by  Mr- 
Bradlaugfa,  and  altered  by  the  Solicitor 
General,  and  in  thia  House  it  waa  taken 
tip  by  my  noble  Friend,  whose  absence 
at  this  moment  I  regret  (Earl  Spencer). 
That  Act  made  a  very  great  alteration  in 
the  law.  According  to  the  law  as  it 
now  stands,  tho  Lord  Chancellor  is  not 
bound  to  take  any  oath.  Thia  Standing 
Order  propoaea  to  put  upon  ths  Lord 
Chancellor  tbe  obligation  of  taking  an 
oath — the  oath  appointed  by  a  previous 
Act  of  Parliament.  Tbe  Act  passed  in  the 
Autumn  Session  of  laat  year  applies  to 
cve^  oath  from  that  of  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen  down  to  that  of  Her  humblest 
subject.  If  a  person  aaya  that  he  has 
a  conacientiouB  objection  to  taking  the 
oatli,  or  that  it  ia  contrary  to  his  reli- 
gious opinion  to  do  so,  or  if  he  aays  ho 
haa  no  religious  opiniona,  then  in  either 
of  those  cases,  upon  making  that  de- 
claration, he  is  entitled,  in  the  place 
of  an  oath,  to  make  a  solemn 
affirmation.  Now,  in  the  case  of  a 
Lord  Chancellor  who  objected  to  take 
the  oath  on  either  of  the  grounds  stated, 
the  Act  would  allow  him  to  make  an 
affirmation.  That  state  of  the  law 
£arl  Cadogan 


bury)  :  I  should  like  to  ask  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Her- 
schell)  whether  he  agrees  in  the  view 
put  forward  by  the  noble  and  leaned 
Lord  (Lord  Fitz  Gerald]  that  the  Stand- 
ing Order  aa  proposed  would  be  inoon- 
sistent  with  the  recent  Statute  allowing 
affirmation  in  place  of  oathf 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  The  Act  re- 
ferred to  simply  aaya  that  on  all  oceaaions 
upon  which  an  oath  is  required  by  any 
Act  of  Parliament  an  affirmation  may 
be  substituted. 

Thk  Marquess  op  SALISBURY: 
But  unfortunately  thia  Standing  Order 
is  not  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Lord  HERSCHELL :  Tho  Act  pro- 
vides that  "in  all  cases  where  an  oath 
is  required  by  law  to  be  taken  "  an 
affirmation  may  be  substituted,  and  I 
take  it  that  the  requirements  of  this 
Standing  Order  would  come  onderthose 

Lord  FITZGERALD:  This  dependa 
upon  the  construction,  not  of  tbe  Stand- 
ing Orders,  but  of  the  Act  itaelf,  and  tbs 
words  of  the  Act  arc — 

"That  every  person  objecting  to  b«  sworn, 
and  stating  aa  tho  ground  of  snch  objection 
either  that  ho  has  no  religious  belief,  or  that 
tho  taking  of  an  oath  is  cootnry  to  hi* 
roligioui  lictief.  shall  ho  pcnuitted  to  moke  a 
solemn  aOiinmlion." 
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I  take  it  that  the  Amendment  I  pro- 
pose is  necessary  in  order  to  keep  the 
^Standing  Orders  acoording  to  law. 

♦Lord  GRIMTHORPE:  Surely  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell) 
is  right,  because  this  oath  is  made  under 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  not  created  by  the 
Standing  Orders. 

♦Eabl  CADOGAN  :  I  think,  after  the 
explanation  that  has  been  given  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Herschell),  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Fitz  Gerald)  will  feel  that  his 
Amendment  is  not  necessary.  With  re- 
gard to  the  objection  suggested  by  the 
noble  Duke  in  the  Chair,  I  should  not 
wish  to  press  any  objection  of  that 
kind,  because  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
be  glad  to  discuss  Amendments  to  any 
of  the  Standing  Orders,  although  they 
are  not  affected  by  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee. 

Lord  FITZ  GERALD  :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  withdraw  the  Amendment,  as  I  do 
not  find  my  views  receive  any  support. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

♦Eakl  CADOGAN :  The  first  Amend- 
ment suggested  by  the  Select  Committee 
is  on  page  10,  Standiog  Order  Np.  4. 
It  is  proposed,  at  line  12,  to  leave  out 
the  words — 

«  Though  they  shall  desire  the  same." 

I  will  read  the  sentence — 

**  No  such  Peers  may  or  shall  be  introduced 
into  the  House  of  Peers  by  any  herald,  or  with 
any  ceremony,  though  they  shall   desire  the 
flame.*' 

It  is  proposed  to  leave  out  the  latter 
words. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

«Ea&l  CADOGAN :  The  next  Amend- 
ment I  have  to  move  is  on  page  12. 
This  is  the  insertion  of  a  new  Standing 
Order  No.  1  6a— 

''The  absence  of  any  Lord  from  this  House, 
except  for  sufficient  reason,  shall  not  prevent 
the  Committee  of  Selection  from  calling  for  his 
services.*' 

I  may  point  out  that  this  is  taken  verba- 
tim from  a  Standing  Order  which  stood 
in  the  former  Orders  which  will  be  found 
in  the  Appendices. 

The  addition  was  agreed  to. 

«Eabl  CADOGAN :  The  next  is  also 

an  addition  No.  1  6b —  • 

'*  Lords  may  obtain  leave  of  absence  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  upon  cause  shown.*' 

The  addition  was  agreed  to. 


♦Earl  CADOGAN:  Next,  I  beg  to 
move  the  omission  of  Standine  Order 
No.  17,  which  is  on  page  12,  and  which 
reads — 

"When  the  House  is  sitting,  every  Lord 
that  sh^U  enter  is  to  give  and  receive  saluta- 
tions from  the  rest,  and  not  to  sit  down  in  his 
glace  unless  he  hath  made  an  obeisance  to  the 
loth  of  Estate." 

Omission  agreed  to. 

♦Eabl  CADOGAN  :  The  next  Standing 
Order  which  is  proposed  to  be  altered  is 
Standing  Order  No.  20.  It  is  proposed 
that  the  provision  as  to  business  of 
which  notice  has  been  given  and  as  to 
Private  Bill  proceedings  shall  read  as 
follows : — 

"Any  business  for  which  notice  is  not  re- 
quired, and  all  proceedings  relating  to  Private 
Bills,  may  be  entered  upon  before  the  Notices  of 
the  day  are  called  for  ;  but  the  House  will  pro- 
ceed with  the  Notices  in  preference  to  other 
matters  at  any  time  after  half -past  Four 
o'clock,  at  the  request  uf  any  Lora  who  may 
have  a  notice  on  the  Minutes. 

The    time    mentioned    in  the    present 
Standing  Order  is  a  quarter-past  6. 

The  Amendment  was  agreed  to. 

♦Eabl  CADOGAN :  Then,  my  Lords, 
it  is  proposed  to  add  at  the  end  of 
Standing  Order  20— 

''  If  at  the  close  of  the  speech  of  any  Lord  it 
shall  be  moved  that  the  business  then  in  hand 
be  adjourned,  or,  the  House  being  in  Com- 
mittee, that  the  House  be  resumed,  and  it  shall 
be  80  ordered,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  House 
thereupon,  without  notice  given,  to  make 
further  order  that  the  business  in  question  shall 
be  taken  first,  either  at  some  later  hour  of  the 
evening  or  on  some  future  sitting-day  to  be 
then  fixed." 

The  object  of  this,  as  I  explained  to 
your  Lordships  on  the  last  occasion  of 
our  discussing  these  Standing  Orders, 
is  to  provide  not  only  that  the  House 
shall  be  edkbled  to  adjourn  any  business 
at  any  given  time,  but  that  it  shall  be 
possible  to  take  up  the  question  which 
has  been  so  adjourned  either  later  in  the 
evening  or  first  in  order  at  the  next 
Sitting  of  the  House. 

♦Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  suggested  that 
instead  of  the  Amendment  being  added 
to  Order  20  it  should  form  a  separate 
Order. 

«Eabl  OADOGAN  agreed  to  the  sug- 
gestion. 

The  addition  was  agreed  to. 

•EablOADOGAN:  The  nextalteratkuMi 
are  on  page  16  in  Order  24.  First  of  aE 
there  is  the  addition  of  the  words — 
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**  Except  by  i)ormi88ion  of  the  House.** 

after  the  words — 

**  Every  Lord  is  to  speak  standing  and  un- 
coTored." 

I  will  first  move  that^addition. 
The  addition  was  agreed  to. 

♦EiLEL  OADOQAN :  Then  it  is  pro- 
posed in  the  same  Order  to  strike  out 
the  words  prohibiting  our  calling  one 
another  by  our  names,  instead  of  refer- 
ring to  one  another  as  we  do  at  present 
simply  as  noble  Lords.  My  Lords,  the 
object  of  the  proposed  change  in  refer- 
ence to  our  mode  of  alluding  to  each 
other  in  debate  is  that  it  has  been  found 
inconyenientand  almost  impossible  to  de- 
scribe accurately  the  noble  Lord  to  whom 
reference  is  meant  to  be  made.  Another 
inconyenienco  has  been  found  to  arise 
—namely,  that  in  newspaper  reports  of 
speeches,  where  a  noble  Lord  has  been 
referred  to,  it  has  frequently  happened 
that  the  reporter  has  inserted  in 
brackets  the  name  of  some  noble  Lord 
other  than  the  noble  Lord  actually  re- 
ferred to.  I  may  point  out  that  the 
alteration  leaves  the  matter  entirely  per- 
missive ;  it  does  not  prevent  any  Peer 
Arom  alluding  to  noble  Lords  present  in 
the  way  in  which  we  have  hitherto  done, 
but  it  does  not  prohibit  the  calling  by 
name. 

Lord  De  ROS  :  I  cannot  see  any 
argument  in  support  of  this  Amend- 
ment. As  the  Order  stands,  it  has  been 
in  operation  for  a  very  fi;reat  number  of 
years,  and  I  think  that  if  we  addressed 
each  other  by  name  it  might  be,  in  some 
cases,  invidious.  Surely  the  reporters 
can  easily  find  out  who  the  Lord  is  to 
whom  reference  is  made  as  ''  the  noble 
Lord  who  spoke  last,"  or  ''last  but 
one,"  and  so  forth. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY :  I 
wish,  my  Lords,  to  record  my  experience 
of  the  extreme  clumsiness  of  the  present 
practice.  It  is  almost  impossible,  some- 
times, to  indicate  the  noble  Lord  to  whom 
one  wishes  to  refer.  I  venture,  at  least, 
to  make  this  appeal — that  if  the  House 
will  not  accept  this  alteration,  it  will,  at 
any  rate,  allow  the  benches  to  be  num- 
bered, so  that  we  may  speak  of  ''  the 
noble  Lord  sitting  on  bench  No.  so  and 
so." 

♦Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  have  never 
heard  of  any  difficulty  arising  such 
as  would  warrant  this  alteration.  It  is 
a  small  matter,  I  quite  admit ;  but  this 
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is  one   of    the   links    with    the  pas^ 
and  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  sevsr 
those  links  unless  there  is  some  seiiov 
difficulty   which    necessitates    aui    b» 
doing.      This  is  not  a   matter  wUA 
need  be  discussed  at  any  leng^;  boi 
while  fully  appreciating  the  neoessUjef 
improvements,  I  very  much  oMsot  to 
change  simply  for  the  sake  of  ohaDge^ 
and  tiiis  seems  to  me  a  departure  fiom 
ancient  traditions  which   are  foonded 
on  very  sound  reasons.     There  osa  be 
no    doubt   that,   if   debate    is    hsated 
or  excited,  some  little  restraint  in  the 
manner  in  which  we  speak  of  each  other 
is  not  without  advantage.     I,  therdBne^ 
sincerely  hope  that  your  Lordships  will 
adhere    to  the   old  Order,    which  has 
come  down  to  us  with  the  sanction  of  the 
past.    Of  course,  it  may  be  said  that 
this  is  only  permissive ;  but  no  one  can 
doubt   that,     if    the     Amendment    is 
adopted,  the  new  practice  will  become 
general,  and  I  do  not  think  it  wUl  con- 
duce to  our  dignity  and  decomm. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  tbx 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ob^lNbrook)  : 
From  the  shoit  experience  I  hays  bad 
in  your  Lordships'  House,  I  am  yeiy 
much  disposed  to  favour  this  alteration. 
In  former  days,  when  Peers  used  to  come 
down  in  their  Orders,  reference  conld  be 
made  to  ''the  noble  Lord  in  the  bine- 
ribbon  "  or  ''the  noble  Lord  in  the  red 
ribbon,"  and  so  on,  and  no  difficnlty 
arose.  We  have  now  nothing  of  that 
sort,  and  great  inconvenience  often 
arises.  After  all,  the  old  practice  would 
very  likely  continue  generally,  but  I 
think  it  would  be  well  if  this  permission 
were  given,  so  that  on  occasion  the 
actual  names  might  be  mentioned. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CARNARVON  :  This 
proposal  seems  similar  to  the  regulation 
existing  in  the  House  of  Commons,  fhat 
Members  shall  be  addressed  by  the  names* 
of  their  constituencies  instead  of  by  their 
own  names.  Your  Lordships'  debates 
are  so  orderly,  and  so  generally  firee 
from  all  personality,  that  pos^^^  that 
reason  does  not  exist  here.  I  have  no- 
verv  great  feeling  upon  the  matter,  but 
I  tnink  there  is  some  advantage  in  a 
debate,  where  speakers  follow  each 
other  rapidly,  in  being  able  to  point  to- 
a  noble  Lord  by  name  insteaa  of  by 
allooutoxypiooesB. 

tvenienos* 
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On  this  side  of  the  House  we  have  no 
less  than  three  noble  Lords  who  have 
•been  Viceroys  of  Ireland,  and  the 
reference  by  any  Member  of  this  House 
to  "  the  noble  Lord  the  late  Viceroy  of 
Lreland"  leads  to  considerable  confu- 
sion. I  think  the  proposed  change  will 
obviate  a  great  deal  of  practical  incon- 
venience. The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury)  suggested — I 
do  not  know  whether  seriously — the 
numbering  of  the  benches.  Certainly  an 
alteration  of  some  kind  is  urgently 
required,  because  we  have  not  all  the 
force  of  wit  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and 
some  noble  Lords,  in  endeavouring  to 
properly  indicate  the  noble  Lord  he 
wishes  to  refer  to,  may  arrive  at  some- 
thing like  a  nickname,  which  is,  I  am 
sure,  a  sort  of  designation  quite  un- 
worthy of  your  Lordships'  House.  I 
cordially  support  the  Amendment. 

The  Amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Eabl  GADOGAN  :  The  next  altera- 
tion is  on  page  16  in  Standing  Order  25. 
It  is*  proposed  to  insert  some  new  words, 
which  will  make  the  Order  read  as  fol* 
lows : — 

*'No  Lord  is  to  speak  twice  to  any  Bill,  at 
one  time  of  reading  it,  or  to  any  other  propo- 
sition,  except  the  Mover  in  reply,  unless  it  be  to 
explain  himself,  in  some  matenid  point  of  his 
speech  (no  new  matter  being  introduced),  and 
that  not  without  the  leave  of  the  House  first 
obtained." 

The  Amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  On  page  2 1  there 
is  an  Amendment  proposea  in  Order  30, 
to  strike  out  from  the  provision  with 
regard  to  Division  Lists  the  words — 

''But  in  cases  in  which  any  [noble  Lord] 
have  higher  or  more  ancient  titles  or  dignities, 
the  higher  or  more  ancient  title  or  dignity  shall 
be  added  in  brackets." 

The  Amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Eabl  CADOGAN :  The  next  Amend- 
ment is  on  the  subject  of  a  quorum.  I 
beg  to  move  the  following  new  Standing 
Order,  which  your  Lordships  will  find 
on  page  22,  numbered  30a  : — 

''*  If,  on  a  Division  upon  any  stage  of  a  Bill, 
it  shall  appear  that  Thirty  Lords  are  not  present 
In  the  House,  the  Lord  Speaker  shall  declare 
the  question  not  decided,  but  the  debate  thereon 
adjourned  to  the  next  sitting  of  the  House; 
and  if  such  Division  take  place  when  the  House 
is  in  Committee,  th«  Chairman  shall  delare  the 
question  not  decided,  whereupon  the  House 
snail  resume,  and  shall  be  again  in  Committ^ 
^t  the  next  sitting  of  the  House>'* 


The  object  of  this  new  Standing  Order 
is  to  provide  for  a  quorum,  to  avoid 
what  has  been  considered  almost  to  ap- 
proach a  scandal  at  times — namely,  the 
rejection  by  this  House,  when  a  wholly 
inadequate  number  of  your  Lordships 
have  been  present,  of  Bills  which  have 

fassed  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
may,  perhaps,  mention  that  I  believe 
the  Committee  fixed  the  number  30  as 
having  the  same  relation  to  the  number 
of  Peers  in  this  House  as  the  fieure  40 
in  use  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
has  to  the  number  of  Members  of  that 
House.    I  ought  not,  perhaps,  to  antici- 
pate any  discussion  that  may  take  place 
upon    the   Amendment    of    mv    noble 
Friend    (Lord   Colville  of   Culross)  to 
reduce  the  figure  from  30  to  20 ;  but  I 
may  say  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  very 
few  Divisions  have  taken  place  in  which 
under  30  have  voted,  and  when  these 
abnormally  small  Divisions  have  taken 
place,  I  find,  upon  reference,  that  the 
number  present  has   been    under   20. 
Therefore,     putting    the     quorum    at 
20     would,   in    that   respect    at    all 
events,   be    no  improvement.    I    may 
mention  also  an  objection  which  was 
raised  by  the  noble  Lord,  whom  I  be- 
lieve I  may    now    mention    by   name 
— ["  No !  "] — I  must  describe  him  then 
as  sitting  first  on  the  Bench  No.  2  below 
the    Gangway    (Lord    Stratheden  and 
Campbell).     I  believe  that  noble  Lord 
suggested  that  it  might  be  possible  to 
defeat    measures    in    this  House    by 
a  sort  of  side  wind — by   Peers  simply 
absenting  themselves  from  the  House 
instead   of    voting    against   particular 
measures.    But  I  may  point  out  that 
this  paragraph  merely    defers  the  de- 
cision.   The  words  are — 

*'  The  Chairman  shall  declare  the  question 
not  decided,  whereupon  the  House  shall  resume, 
and  shall  be  again  in  Committee  at  the  next 
Sitting  of  the  House." 

Consequently,  if  there  be  not  a  sufficient 
number  of  Peers  present  to  insure  a 
decision  one  day,  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  have  it  in  their  power  to  endeavour 
to  bring  up  their  friends  on  the  fol- 
lowing day.  I  cannot  really  think  that 
the  number  of  30  Peers  is  an  unobtain- 
able quorum. 

LoHD  COLVILLE  of  CULEOSS  :  I 
rise,  my  Lords,  to  move  to  reduce  the 
proposed  quorum  from  30  to  20.  Not- 
withstandmg  what  has  been  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  who  moved  this  Order,  I 
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h  <.aijii0t  b^  a  matu;r  of  verr  grsaX  dzffi- 
ouliy  i»j  o^jtaiL  00  PaerE  even  ax  fte  end 
oi  Uj«;  SL'bblou.  Tbe  number  of  official 
J '«:!?!>  uloue  ib  2-3.  and  of  eoone  tbej 
w</ijJd  aJl  be  prepared  to  girethoir  foil 
iit.l<*iiti<;ji  to  the  public  sexrioe.  I  may 
huy  ijjat  i  tbiuk  it  would  be  diacre^t- 
uMo  Vt  ihlh  JiouM!  if  it  were  to  be  un- 
doii9t«iod  that  there  is  any  difficaltT  in 
M;]li^(;tifjg  together  30  Peers  to  tnaisact 
piiblir  huamhiui. 

Vj»».,oim  CKANBROOK:  I  fliink 
till)  wAflii  Jyjrd  opposite  ^Lord  Bose- 
bory;  huH  over- estimated  the  number  of 
olfiriul  Poers.  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
Hugi^i^tjon  that  there  should  be  required 
it  majority  uumberiDg  20  in  favour  of 
a  J(«)s<iliition,  because,  although  there 
wiirn  liH  Poers  in  the  House,  it  might  be 
iiiijHissiblo  i()  obtain  the  requisite  ma- 
jority, and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
carry  on  the  buHinusSi  which  would  be 
a  very  bad  result.  Therefore,  on  the 
whole,  1  am  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
proiKisal  of  the  Select  Committee. 

Uuestion  put,  '*  That  the  word  20 
be  substituted  fur  the  woid  30,"  and 
negatived. 

duestion  put,  "  That  this  paragraph 
be  added  to  the  Standing  Orders  of  tne 
House,"  and  agrood  to. 
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EarlCADOGAN:  The  next  Amend- 
ment  is  at  page  24  in  Order  34,  which 
your  Lordships  will  remember  provided 
that  Bills  brought  from  the  Cfommons 
should  be  dropped  if  not  taken  up  within 
12  sitting  days.  It  is  proposea  to  add 
to  that  Bule — 

<*  Except  after  12  sitting  days  Notice  given 
b^  a  Lora  of  the  Second  Reading  thereof,  pro- 
vided that  such  Notice  shall  not  be  given  after 
^he  Irtday  of  August.*' 

It  has  sometimes  happened  that  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  who 
had  charge  of  a  Bill  sent  up  here  have 
omitted  to  obtain  the  assistance  of  noble 
Lords  to  pilot  it  through  this  House  ; 
and  not  being  aware  of  this  restriction 
of  12  sitting  days,  the  Bill  has  lapsed, 
because  no  noble  Lord  has  taken  charge 
of  it.  It  is  proposed  now  that  in  such 
a  case,  after  12  sitting  days'  notice  given 
by  a  Lord,  the  Bill  shall  be  again  taken 
up ;  but  there  is  a  proviso  that  such 
notice  shall  not  be  given  after  the  1st  of 
August. 

Lord  FITZ  GERALD :  I  propose, 
my  Lords,  to  reduce  the  number  of  days' 
notice  from  12  to  five,  for  this  reason. 
Twelve  sitting  days  means  three  weeks' 
notice,  because  we  only  sit  here  four 
davs  in  the  week.  In  the  case  of  a 
Bill  lapsing  in  consequence  of  not  being 
moved,  its  revival  upon  12  sitting  days' 
notice  would  in  many  cases  be  insuffi- 
cient to  prevent  the  loss  of  the  Bill.  I 
propose  to  substitute  five  sitting  days, 
because  that  would  really  give  a  notice 
of  nearly  nine  clear  days.  It  is  not 
always  through  a  slip  on  the  part  of  the 
promoters  that  a  Bill  is  not  properly 
looked  after  in  this  House ;  it  is  often 
found  very  difficult  to  get  a  noble  Lord 
to  take  charge  of  some  complicated 
measure. 

After  conversation  it  was  agreed  that 
the  word  ''  eight "  should  be  substituted 
for  the  word  **  twelve"  in  the  Amend- 
ment ;  and  the  Amendment,  thus  altered, 
was  agreed  to. 

Earl  CADOGAN  :  My  Lords,  the 
next  is  at  page  ib.  It  is  proposed  to 
omit  Standing  Order  37  which  reads— 

^*  Every  Lord  is  to  sit  in  his  due  place  when 
the  House  is  put  into  a  Committee.'* 

The  omission  was  agreed  to. 

Eakl  CADOGAN :  Now,  my  Lords, 
we  come  to  page  27,  where  your  Lord- 
ships will  see  eight  new  Standing 
Orders  which  deal  with  the  appoint- 


ment of  Standing  Committees.    On  the 
former  occasion  my  noble  Friend  behind 
me    (Earl    Beauchamp)    remonstrated 
with   me  for    not  having  shown  any 
cause  why  Standing  Orders  should  be 
provided  at  all  in  this  House,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  I   had  intended  giving 
him  some  reasons ;  but  I  thought  that 
we  should  take  each  Standing  Order  in 
turn,  and  that  I  might,  perhaps,  explain 
the  proposal  when  it  came  to  its  turn. 
One  of  the  noble  Lords  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  explained  very  fully 
and  clearly  the  chief    object   of   this 
Standing  Order.  It  is,  undoubtedly,  one 
of  the  chief  functions  of  this  House  to 
revise,  and  if  necessary  to  amend,  the 
various  Bills  which  come  up  to  us  from 
the  other  House    of  Parliament;   and 
although  it  is  an  undoubted  fact  that 
the  Committees  of  the  whole  House  in 
the   House   of  Lords    do,    when   they 
address     themselves      to     the      task^ 
examine      thoroughly      every      mea- 
sure    that    is     submitted    to    them, 
yet  it  is  also  true  that  there  are  a  large 
number  of    Bills   which,  perhaps,  are 
not  of  any  general  interest,  but  which 
are  none  the  less  important,  which  are 
allowed    to   pass   through  this  House 
with  a  very  slight  examination  and  next 
to  no  discussion.     That  being  the  case, 
it   was  felt  by  the  Committee  that  it 
would  be  well  to  provide  Standing  Com- 
mittees to  whom  such  Bills  should  be 
referred.      I  think  I  might  point  out  to 
the  House  that  the   labours  of  these 
Standing  Committees  will  not,  after  all^ 
be  very    arduous,   and    that  although 
each  would  consist  of  50  Members,  the 
quorum  is  fixed  as  low  as  12.     There- 
fore, I  do  not  think  that  any  noble  Lord 
would  be  justified  in  pleading  that  his 
engagements  on  Private  Bill  Committees 
or  any  other  legislative  work  which  he 
may  be  called  upon  to  perform  would 
prevent  his  serving  upon  these  Standing 
Committees.   Certainly,  if  any  objectiou 
is  made  to  the   appointment  of  these 
Standing  Committees  on  account  of  the 
di^culty  of  finding  noble  Lords  to  act 
on  Private  Bill  Committees,  all  I   can 
say  is  that  I  think  the  public  business 
should  take  precedence  of  the  private 
business.     I  defer  any  other  observation 
until  I  hear  what  objections  can  be  made 
to  these  proposed  Standing  Orders.     I 
think  I  shall  be  in  order  if  I  read  the 
first  paragraph,  and  the  discussion  can 
be  taken  upon  that — 
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f'.;/.*  ^ >ir!,r:.\*M^,  \;L*r.  7*ar  ia  Sir  John 
M'rwhray,  »ho  hiA.^  f-^T  >'  jean  b«en 
^:htiirrf,fiu  f,f  ♦  h «r  Comral t%e  of  Selection 
'/f  Uio  fiffftvi  of  Commons.  Sir  John 
y{n'»/\,tfky  ^;i7^  evidence  as  to  die 
^r^fit,  diffir:ij|f,y  which  now  exists  in 
tfiM  f'lrr/i/ttion  of  Private  Bill  Committees 
in  t*M»  HoijH/j  of  Commons.  He  oon- 
*^'uU^rt^  it,  ft  riff  o*!  from  theg^eat  number  of 
vfirioitn  rVirnrnlHHions  and  Committees 
whinli  now  oxiHt,  including  the  Ghand 
^'nrririiil.t.fioH.  Now,  I  have  been  told 
ilifif.  thimn  Htimding  Committees  are  not 
likn  (Inirid  (/ornmittoes.  All  I  can  say 
In,  tlio^'  urn  no  m\\v\\  like  each  other  that 
yon  will  not  bo  ablo  to  tell  one  from  the 
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other ;  they  are  both  large  Committees ; 
those  in  the  House  of  Commons  consist 
of  86,  and  these  Standing  Committees 
will  consist  of  50.  Sir  John  Mowbray 
instanced  the  refusal  of  Members  to 
serve  on  Private  Bill  Committees,  because 
they  belonged  to  other  Committees.  I 
feel  perfeedy  confident,  my  Lords,  that 
the  same  difficulty  and  the  same 
state  of  things  will  arise  here  if  this 
Standing  Order  is  carried  out.  I  entirely 
agree  with  Sir  John  Mowbray  upon  that 
point;  and,  although  this  new  Eule  is 
said  to  apply  only  to  public  business,  I 
am  perfectly  sure  that  it  will  have  a 

f  00a  deal  of  influence  upon  the  private 
usinesB  of  the  House  also.  I  speak 
with  considerable  experience  of  the 
business  of  this  House.  I  have  been,  I 
believe,  for  35  years  on  the  Committee 
of  Selection ;  and  for  20  years  I  was  the 
Whip  of  one  of  the  political  Parties  in 
this  House,  and  that  induces  me  to  give 
what  opposition  I  can  to  this  Order.  I 
will  quote  the  authority  of  a  noble  Lord 
who  is  not  here  now  (Lord  Cork), 
but  who,  like  myself,  has  taken  great 
part  for  many  years  in  the  business  of 
the  House.  He  thoroughly  concurs  in 
the  view  that  I  have  taken  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  if  he  were  here  he  would  give 
me  his  best  support.  I  also  oppose  this 
Order  for  another  cause.  I  do  not  think 
it  is  quite  the  time  to  suggest  such  a 
course.  The  Joint  Committee,  to  which  I 
have  referred,  reported  last  Session,  and 
upon  their  Heport  a  Bill  has  been  in- 
troduced into  the  House  of  Commons  by 
Mr.  Craig  Sellar.  The  Bill  was  chiefly 
founded  upon  the  recommendation  of  a 
Member  of  the  present  Government 
(Mr.  Stanhope).  1  conclude,  therefore, 
that  the  Government  will  support  the 
measure  in  the  other  House,  which  is 
greatly  attributable  to  one  of  its  own 
Members.  Surely,  it  would  be  far  better 
that  we  should  wait  till  we  know  what 
effect  this  new  measure  may  have  upon 
the  views  of  Parliament,  before  we  com- 
mit ourselves  to  some  great  alteration  of 
our  Standing  Eules  in  this  House.  The 
Prime  Minister  has  stated  in  the  debate 
that  this  is  not  a  Party  question ;  and  he 
further  has  told  us  that  no  pressure 
ought  to  be  put  on  any  Members  of  the 
Government  on  this  question.  I  do  hope 
that  you  will  appreciate  the  old  adage 
of  "let  well  alone,"  and  that  you  will 
give  me  assistance  in  my  Motion,  which 
is  to  reject   any  alteration  such  as  is 


instanced  in  this  new  Standing  Order. 
I  beg  to  move  the  rejection  of  all  that 
relates  to  these  Standing  Committees. 
♦Lord  BRABOURNE:  In  seconding 
the  Amendment  I  should  like  to  make 
just  one  observation  and  to  adduce 
one  argument.  The  observation  is 
this:  these  Standing  Committees  or 
Grand  Committees  in  the  House  of 
Commons  have  been  adopted  from  time 
to  time  for  this  reason — the  pressure 
of  business  has  been  so  great  that  it 
was  necessary  to  establish  them  as  a 
remedy  for  that  difficulty.  Now,  your 
Lordships'  complaint  is  precisely  the  con- 
traryr— tnat  you  do  not  get  enough 
business  here.  Nobody  complains  of 
the  way  you  perform  the  business,  but 
you  do  not  get  sufficient.  Therefore,  to 
meet  a  disease  of  exactly  an  opposite 
character,  you  are  asked  to  apply  the 
sanle  remedy.  But,  my  Lords,  my 
objection  to  these  Standing  Committees 
rests  upon  something  wider  and 
broader  than  anything  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  advanced.  I  say  that  by  the 
Constitution  ol  this  country  every  Peer 
in  Parliament  has  at  present  a  full 
right  to  consider  the  detail  of  every 
measure  which  is  brought  before  your 
Lordships.  This  is  distinctly  a  measure 
of  disfranchisement.  You  are  going  to 
divide  200  Members — it  may  or  may 
not  be  the  best  portion  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House— into  four  fifties.  One  50 
will  be  able  to  discuss  a  Bill  of  a  certain 
class  or  character,  and  the  other  150 
Lords  who  are  considering  other  Bills 
will  be  to  that  extent  disfranchised 
unless  your  Lordships  make  some 
special  order  that  the  Bill  in  question 
shall  be  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  the  whole  House  instead  of  being 
committed  to  the  Grand  Committee.  I 
protest  against  this  disfranchisement — 
1  do  not  think  the  bulk  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House  have  done  anything  to 
deserve  it.  I  do  not  see  that  it  is  called 
for  by  any  very  great  pressure  of 
business  which  your  Lordships'  House 
is  unable  to  perform  according  to  its 
present  method  of  transacting  business. 
Lord  HERSCHELL:  My  Lords,  if 
I  agreed  with  the  premisses  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  who  opposes  these 
Standing  Orders,  I  should  certainly  agree 
with  his  conclusion  also,  but  I  confess  that 
I  am  not  under  the  impression  that  it 
is  notorious  that  we  do  our  work, 
which  is  one  of  the  most  important  fane- 
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u«  I  ii\ti»n}\ii:ut\  my  nohio  Friend  ^l»rd 
\irn\poiitit*'j  iH  |/«;if'ef;t)y  well  aware,  a 
(itaf(i»  of  JC«jjf/rl.,  ii|Hiri  which  you  are 
|iinl  an  fnurh  af.  liheily  to  rlim;iiHH  the 
'Ititailn  ol'  tJio  Mill,  and  move  Amend- 
MiM/jtn  to  it  iifi  you  fim  in  T'omrnilteo. 
"liiiiiii  ItKAnoiJkNK  :  A  I'oor  can 
only  M)Miai(  onto  on  Ueport. 

Iioiio  IIKKHCilKM,:  What  I  mean 
IN,  thai.  aCtiir  a  irioaNiire  haH  boon 
thoroughly  ilinruMKiid  in  < 'onimittoo  and 
Ihn  lrii|ioil.  of  thii  (!onniiittno  rocnlvod 
ii|H)n  it,  nohln  lionln  will  hn  thon  in  a 
ponilinn  in  iliuil  with  it  whmi  it  comes 
liidni'tt  thn  lloimit  on  the  lioport ; 
hut  riit'lhfir  than  that,  thn  llousoroseryes 
III  it.Hnir.  in  nt|,(aril  to  any  nmasuro  which, 
in  thn  inil^iiintit  of  thu  lIouHO,  ought  to 
lio  I'lirthfM'  ('onNi(I(>nMl  in  detail,  full 
|ui\vor  to  (Miniiuit  it  to  a  Committee  of 
tho>vhoh«  IIoiiH(«p  althougli  it  has  been 
to  oniMit'  Iho  Stuntlin^( -ummittees;  and, 
with  t hut  iinivJNo.  I  cannot  understand  the 
nuKK«''*li>»t  that  it  would  withdraw  from 
Monilioi-N  of  thiN  HouHo  any  powers  that 


unnecessary,  whatever  other  objeotion 
there  may  be  to  it,  I  am  pezfera^y  un- 
able to  understand  that  objeedon,  be- 
cause it  was  the  strong  conTiction  olthat 
necessity  which  I  am  sure  induced  the- 
members  of  the  Special  Committee  to 
recommend  this  Standing  Order  to  your 
Lordnhips'  House.     So  much  as  to  th» 
nocoshity,  except  one  word  with  regard. 
to    the  Standing    Committees    of  the- 
House  of  Commons  of  which  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  spoke.    I  have  had  ex- 
perience of  those  Standing  Committees,, 
and  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the- 
legislation  which  passed  through  the- 
examination  of  those  Standing   Com- 
mittees was  far  better  in  its  form  thaik 
it    over  would    have   been    if  it   had 
merely  gone  through  a  Committee  oH 
the  whole  House.     When  a  measure  is- 
scrutinised  in   this  way    by    a    Grand. 
Committee,    there    is   proper  attention, 
directed     to    its    details,     and    it    is- 
evolved  in  a  shape  in  which,  it  would; 
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not  eyolve  from  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.  Nothing  has  been  more 
satisfactory  in  that  respect  than  the 
working  of  those  Committees.  They 
have  dealt  with  the  measures  before 
them  always  in  a  thoroughly  business- 
like and  practical  spirit,  and  an  earnest 
desire  to  legislate  in  the  best  possible 
form,  and  no  desire  to  occupy  time 
merely  by  needless  alteration.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  practical  difficulties, 
I  think  they  have  been  overrated  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Brabourne). 
In  the  first  place  this  Standing  Order 
does  not  bind  the  House  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  four  Standing  Committees — four 
is  the  extreme  limit.  It  is  "  not  more 
than  four."  Therefore,  if  it  were  found 
impossible  to  obtain  consistently  with 
the  ordinary  duties  of  the  House  four 
Standing  Committees,  there  is  nothing 
to  bind  the  House  to  appoint  four. 
Nor  is  50  Members  the  necessary  mini- 
mum. 50  is  the  maximum — it  is  to  be 
<'  not  more  than  50  " ;  it  does  not  say 
not  less.  Therefore,  there  will  be,  I 
think,  no  practical  difficulty  in  accom- 
modating the  number  of  these  Standing 
Committees  to  the  wants  of  the  House 
in  ordinary  respects.  But,  my  Lords, 
there  are  two  other  observations  I 
should  like  to  make.  One  is  that, 
besides  the  380  noble  Lords  whom  the 
noble  Lord  left  after  deducting  the 
official  Members  for  the  business  of  the 
House,  there  are,  I  believe,  between  30 
and  40  other  noble  Lords  who  have  not 
at  the  present  time  taken  the  oath,  and 
who  are  entitled  to  do  so.  I  trust  that 
this  House  does  not  mean  to  proclaim 
to  the  public  that  those  noble 
Lords  are  unwilling  to  give  the 
necessary  time  and  attention  to  per- 
form what  this  House  may  deem  to  be 
a  necessary  duty.  I  have  no  doubt  if 
it  were  found  that  their  services  were 
really  required,  some  of  those  noble 
Lords  would  take  the  oath.  The  noble 
Lord  must  remember  that  on  these 
Standing  Committees  there  would  be 
many  of  those  who  are  exempt  from 
Private  Bill  Committees  who  would  un- 
doubtedly serve.  They  may  be  exempt 
from  Private  Bill  Committees,  but  it 
does  not  follow  that  their  services  would 
not  be  required,  and  would  not  be  at 
once  given,  upon  these  Standing  Com- 
mittees. I  apprehend,  with  regard  to 
many  of  tbem,  they  certainly  would  be. 
Then  there  is  another  matter  which  also 


is  worthy  of  attention,  and  that  is  that 
there  is  no  provision  in  this  Standing 
Order  as  to  the  time  at  which  these 
Standing  Committees  shall  sit,  and  it 
would  be  perfectly  open  to  the  House,  if 
there  proved  to  be  difficulty  in  other 
respects,  to  determine  that  these  Stand- 
ing Committees  should  sit  after  any 
questions  have  been  put  on  one  of  the^ 
days  of  public  business  during  the^ 
ordinary  time  of  the  sitting  of  this  House 
for  public  business.  That  would  get 
rid  of  one  of  the  serious  difficulties 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  called 
attention.  My  Lords,  I  consider  this 
matter  of  very  great  importance, 
and  I  firmly  believe  that  the  result  of 
appointing  these  Committees  would  be 
that  both  the  legislation  initiated  in 
your  Lordships'  House  and  the  legisla- 
tion which  comes  from  the  other  House 
would  pass  into  law  in  much  better  form 
than  it  does  at  present.  The  difficulties 
and  the  inconsistencies  which  are  found 
at  present  after  the  passing  of  Acta 
would  not  be  found  ;  litigation  would  be 
avoided,  and  the  legislation  of  the 
country  would  be  rendered  more  elec- 
tive. These  are  the  reasons  why  I 
strongly  support  this  Standing  Order ; 
and  I  can  assure  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Brabourne)  that  it  is  not  from  any 
desire  to  disfranchise  any  Members  of 
this  House,  nor  do  I  believe  that  they 
will  find  themselves  in  a  position  to  per- 
form one  whit  less  of  their  duty  to  the 
public  than  thev  do  at  the  present  time. 
The  Duke* of  KICHMOND  and 
GORDON :  My  Lords,  I  desire  to  say  a 
very  few  words  upon  this  subject.  There 
is  one  remark  in  which  I  thoroughly 
agree  with  the  noble  Jjord  opposite 
(Lord  Herschell),  that  this  is  a  subject  of 
the  greatest  importance.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  says  that  the  business  of 
this  House,  when  Bills  are  in  Committee^ 
is  not  satisfactorily  carried  out.  I  be- 
lieve that  if  there  is  one  function  of  this 
House  that  is  better  performed  than 
another  it  is  when  a  Bill  is  in  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  when  every  Peer 
is  in  attendance,  and  those  Peers  who 
think  that  they  know  something  of  the* 
measure  under  consideration  give  the 
benefit  of  their  experience  and  their  know- 
ledge of  the  subject ;  and  I  think  I  am 
right  in  saying  that  there  is  no  Bill  that 
is  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  but  comes  out  of  it  in  a  better 
shape  than  when  it  went  in.    Now,  th^ 
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noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herscliell) 
says  tliat  he  does  not  propose  to  deal 
with  Bills  of  the  first  importance  by 
Standing  Committees.  I  understand 
him,  therefore,  to  lay  down  that  Bills  of 
the  first  importance  would  be  discussed 
as  at  present  in  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  he  reserves  for 
those  measures  which  he  considers  not 
of  primary  importance  the  reference  to 
'  Standing  Committees. 

Lord  HERSCHELL:  I  did  not 
attempt  to  draw  any  distinction  as  to 
importance.  It  was  what  I  called  the 
contentious  measures  of  the  Session, 
which  were  sure  to  provoke  discussion, 
that  these  Committees  would  not 
•  consider. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON:  Then  I  understand  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  to  say  that  he 
professes  to  set  up  Standing  Committees 
for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with 
■  measures  that  are  not  of  a  contentious 
character.  Well,  it  strikes  me  that 
those  measures  can  be  equally  well  con- 
sidered in  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  are  well  considered  now,  but 
if  there  is  a  special  measure  which 
requires,  according  to  the  idea  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell), 
special  inquiry,  your  Lordships  have 
power  to  refer  that  particular  Bill  to  a 
Committee,  upon  which  you  elect  those 
Peers  who  either  take  an  interest  in 
the  measure  or  who  may  thoroughly 
understand  the  question.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  says,  supposing  these 
Bills  go  to  the  Standing  Committee, 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  any  Member 
of  the  House  from  discussing  them  and 
moving  Amendments  upon  the  Report. 
I  would  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
what  chance  he  thinks  a  peer  would 
have  of  amending  a  Bill  that  had  passed 
through  the  ordeal  of  a  Standing  Com^ 
mittee«  Would  not  the  argument  at 
once  be  put  that  the  Bill  had  been 
thoroughly  discussed  and  thrashed  out 
in  the  Standing  Committee  upstairs,  and 
therefore  the  time  of  the  House  should 
:not  be  wasted  upon  it?  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  says  that  some  Bills  are 
not  amended  as  they  should  be.  But 
why  is  that?  It  is  in  the  power 
of  the  House  to  discuss  any  and 
every  Bill,  and  I  venture  to 
assert  that  the  reason  why  Bills 
are  unamended  is  that  they  do 
jiot    require    amendment.    There    are 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Oord^» 


plenty  of  Peers  in  this  House  who  take 
part  in  the  business  of  the  Houae,  aad 
who  would  bring  under  the  oonddaitp 
tion  of  your  Lordships  any  Amendment 
to  a  Bill  which  they  tnoug  ht  were  neoes- 
sary.  I  think  that,  with  regard  to  the 
private  legislation  of  this  House,  nothing 
IS  more  perfect.  I  have  always  under- 
stood from  members  of  the  legal  pio- 
fession  who  practsie  before  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  that  the  Private  Bill 
Legislation  of  this  House  is  carried  out 
even  better  than  in  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons,  and  I  was  astonished  to  hear  wj 
noble  Friend  below  (Earl  Cadogan),  in 
moving  this  Standing  Order,  say  thai 
the  public  business  of  this  House  must 
give  way  to  private  legislation. 

Eabl  CADOGAN  :  I  said  the  reverae, 
that  public  business  must  come  befiore 
the  private  business  of  the  House. 

The  Duke  of  BICHMOND  avd 
GOEDON :  My  noble  Friend  talks  of 
the  Private  Bill  Legislation  of  this 
House  as  if  it  were  a  small  matter. 
He  says  that  it  should  be  secondary  to 
public  business.  Does  not  my  noUe 
Friend  know  that  there  are  Bills  that  are 
promoted  in  this  House,  and  which 
come  up  to  this  House  for  discussion, 
in  which  millions  of  money  are  involvedi 
in  which  the  interests  of  vast  numbers 
of  people  are  concerned ;  and,  when  my 
noble  Friend  below  me  (Earl  Cadogan) 
says  that  it  is  perfectly  easy  for  a  noble 
Lord  to  sit  upon  the  Standing  Oommitiees 
and  also  to  attend  to  the  private  business 
of  the  House,  I  do  not  think  he  can 
have  thoroughly  looked  into  the  matter. 
I  had  the  honour  of  presiding  over  a 
Committee  which  dealt  with  tne  Man- 
chester Ship  Canal  Bill.  ThQ  under- 
taking involved,  I  think,  something 
like  eight  millions  of  money,  and  we  sat 
for  42  consecutive  days.  How  would  it 
be  possible  for  me,  being  the  Chairman 
of  that  Committee,  to  take  any  part 
whatever  in  any  discussion  that  took 
place  upon  any  measure  referred  to  one 
of  the  Standing  Committees?  H^ 
Lords,  I  feel  very  strongly  upon  this 
matter.  I  think  we  had  muck  better 
leave  things  as  they  are.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell)  says 
that  contentious  measures  would  not  go 
to  Standing  Committees,  and,  therefore, 
I  think  I  may  assume  that  what  would 
come  before  the  Standing  Committees 
would  be  matters  of  less  importance 
than  tho  se  greater  measures  which  he 
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himself  proposes  should  be  discussed  in 
Committee  of  the  whole  House. 
«Thb  Mabqubss  of  SALISBUBY: 
My  Lords,  I  am  not  able  to  take  quite 
the  optimist  view  that  is  taken  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  behind  me,  of 
the  manner  in  which  we  deal  with  public 
business  in  Committee — public  IBills,  I 
mean,  of  the  order  to  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Herschell) 
referred.  My  impression  is  that  they 
are  Tory  little  dealt  with  in  this  House, 
that  there  is  very  little  control  exercised 
oyer  them.  It  is  not  the  business  of 
the  GK>yemment,  whose  Bills  they 
mostly  are,  to  criticize  them,  and  nobody 
else  thinks  that  it  is  their  business  to 
look  after  them.  But  I  think  that  this* 
matter  is  perhaps  best  argued  by  refer- 
ring to  what  has  actually  taken  place, 
ana  I  examined  for  the  purpose  the 
Statutes  that  passed  in  the  year  1887. 
I  am  only  referring  to  the  Acts  which 
were  put  upon  the  Statute  Book. 
There  were  73  put  upon  the  Statute 
Book  during  1887.  Of  these  seven 
are  Money  Bills  and  one  a  Mutiny  Bill, 
and  we  must  put  them  aside.  Of  the 
remaining  65  there  were  2  that  are 
what  the  noble  Lord  would  call  conten- 
tious measures — I  mean  they  were  the 
Lrish  Land  Bill  and  the  Crimes  Bill. 
Th^,  of  course,  received  full  discussion 
in  Committee  of  this  House,  and  that 
would  never  be  changed.  As  to  the  re- 
maining 63,  I  examined  by  reference  to 
Swuard  to  ascertain  how  many  of  them 
were  really  discussed  in  this  House.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  find  that  7  may  be 
said  to  have  been  fairly  discussed  in  this 
House.  When  I  say  fairly  discussed, 
my  interpretation  and  definition  of  the 
words  fairly  discussed  is  not  exacting.  I 
considered  a  Bill  to  be  fairly  discussed 
when  there  were  two  other  Members 
speaking  on  it  besides  a  Minister  of  the 
Chrown.  There  were  only  7  that  came  up 
to  the  limited  requirement.  There  were 
3  other  Bills  in  respect  of  which  one 
Member  beside  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  spoke,  and  besides  those  10  Bills 
there  were  63  in  regard  to  which  there 
was  no  discussion  m  Committee  what- 
ever. Now,  my  Lords,  it  is  impossible 
to  say  that  adequate  control  and  super- 
vision have  been  exercised  over  these 
Bills.  I  do  not  think  you  can  possibly 
take  refuge  in  the  happy  view  of  my 
noble  Friend  that  they  were  not  ex- 
amined because  they  did  not  require  to 


be  examined.    If  that  is  the  case,  surely 
revision   of    any    Acts    of   Parliament 
at  all  would  not  be  necessary.    Now  I 
turn  to  Private  Bill  business.    Of  course- 
where  there  are  all-important  Private 
Bills  there  are  many  noble  Lords  who 
would  take  part  in  those,  and  the  work: 
of    Standing     Committees    would    be* 
done    by    others    of   your   Lordships. 
I  shonld  be  sorry  to  have  to  confess  that' 
we  cannot  find  in  this  House  sufficient 
brains  or  sufficient  assiduity  to  discharge  - 
both  our  public  and  private  business,, 
but  if  I  am  compelled  to  choose  between ' 
the  two,  I  must  say,  taking  them  all 
together,  it  seems  to  me  a  mere  truism 
to  assert  that  public  Bills  as  a  whole  are 
more  important  than  private  Bills  as  a 
whole,  and  therefore  I  am  unable  to  do  • 
otherwise    than     support     a    measure 
which  has   for   its   object  to  secure  a 
more  ample  discussion  of  public  Bills.- 
There  is  only  one  other  observation  I 
wish  to  make,  and  that  is  to  say  that 
the  question  whether  they  shall  or  shall 
not  subsequently  be    examined   by  a. 
Cominittee  of  this  House  is  a  question 
of  detail   upon   which   we  can  decide 
afterwards.      It    is    a  question     upon 
which  there  is  a  good  deal  to  be  said  on 
both  sides  and  upon  which  I  confess  I 
have  a  very  strong  opinion ;  but  that  is  a 
matter  which  we  can  examine  carefully 
afterwards.     I  only  wish  to  refer  to  an 
obtervation  made  by  noble  Friend  be- 
hind me — I  may  not  yet  name  him,  but 
who  sits  on  the    corner   of  the   third 
Bench  above  the  Gangway  (Lord  Beau- 
champ) — that    these    Committees     on 
public  Bills  were  a  favourable  oppor- 
tunity   for    development    of    neophyte 
talent,    that   they    were    opportunities 
when  bashful  neophytes  mignt  come  for- 
ward without  a  blush  upon  their  coun- 
tenances for  fear  that  their  utterances 
would  be  harshly  judged.    My  Lords^ 
it  was  a  very  touching  argument,  and 
I  felt  much  moved  by  the  consideration 
for  this  tender  talent  that  we  were  said 
to  be  likely  to  crush ;  but  in  the  course^ 
of  the  examination  I  made  of  the  actual 
business  of  the  House,  I  found  that 
ihere  was  not  one  single  man  who  took, 
part  in  the  discussions,  that  we  did  have 
who  was  not  an  old  speaker  or  ordinary 
hack  on  one  side  or  the  other.    I  am 
afraid,    therefore,    that    the   neophyte 
argument  must  be  abandoned. 

LoBD  STBATHEDEN  Aim  CAMP- 
BELL :  My  Lords,  I  think  our  object 
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-should  be  not  so  muoh  to  snpersede 
'Oommittees  of  the  whole  House  as  to 
strengthen  and  improve  them.  What 
:yon  ought  to  aim  at  should  be  rather 
development  than  substitution ;  in  short, 
instead  of  taking  away  this  scrutinizing 
process,  you  should  elect  another  scru- 
tinizing process.  In  that  sense,  the 
true  Amendment  ought  to  leave  the 
Oommittees  of  the  whole  House  undis- 
turbed and  intact,  and  to  subject  Bills 
further  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Standing  Oommittees  which  are  con- 
templated. I  desire  to  express  my  full 
concurrence  in  what  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Duke  on  the  other  side  (the  Duke 
of  Richmond  and  Gordon)  and  the  noble 
Lords  who  have  gone  with  him.  I  will 
add  only  one  consideration  in  favour  of 
not  superseding  Committees  of  the  whole 
House.  We  must  remember  that  we 
labour  not  so  much  under  the  pressure 
as  under  the  scarcity  of  business.  If 
you  take  away  the  Ck)mmittees  of  the 
whole  House,  you  are  destroying  so 
many  opportunities  of  business  in  this 
Assembly,  which  we  have  not  too  oft^i. 
The  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  As  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  I  should  like 
to  say  one  word  upon  this  very  serious 
proposal.  I  am  bound  to  confess  that, 
in  discussing  this  in  the  Committee 
room,  I,  for  one,  entertained  a  very 
serious  doubt  as  to  one  particular  part 
of  this  proposal.  I  admit,  with  my 
noble  Friena  behind  me  (Lord  Colvillo 
of  Culross),  that  there  is  a  difficulty  as 
to  finding  an  adequate  supply  of  Peers. 
I  do  not  think  my  noble  Friend's  argu- 
ments have  been  wholly  answered,  if  they 
havejbeen  touched,  on  that  point,  because 
when  you  come  to  consider  the  number  of 
Peers  who  are  necessarily  incapacitated 
by  age,  by  youth,  by  absence  from  the 
country  on  diplomatic  appointments,  on 
Colonial  service,  on  military  service,  and 
other  matters  of  the  sort,  and  when  you 
take  the  number  which  you  necessarily 
would  require  for  these  Standing  Com- 
mittees, whether  you  adopt  the  maxi- 
mum of  50,  or  whether  you  take  a 
lower  number,  and  then  when  you  de- 
duct from  that  such  a  list  as  that  which 
hangs  in  the  robin c;-room  just  outside 
where  we  are  now  discussine,  it  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  available  number 
for  business  will  trench  very  largely 
upon  the  special  class  of  ability  to  which 
you  have  hitherto  looked  for  your  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation,  and  the  business 
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of  the  House  must  accordingly  sufler. 
But  I  do  not  regard  this  as  the  most 
im^rtant  objection.  The  objeotum 
which  weighed  with  me  most,  and  itill 
weighs  greatly  with  me,  is  that  which 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  BiohiAonl 
and  Gordon)  urged  so  strongly — the 
question  of  the  Oommittees  of  the  whole 
House.  I  think  there  would  be  great 
difficulty  on  the  point ;  and  to  send  Bflb 
before  the  Standing  Oommittees  must 
very  seriously  shut  them  out  from  that 
amount  of  discussion  which  they  fi>r- 
merly  got  in  Committee  of  the  whde 
House,  and  to  examination  whioh  was 
extremely  valuable.  But,  on  the  oUier 
hand,  after  saying  all  we  can,  I  am 
bound  to  confess  that  the  advantage 
seems  to  me,  with  a  veiy  large  number 
ff  the  Bills,  to  be  so  great,  of  subjecting 
them  to  the  care  and  minute  examina- 
tion upstairs  which  they  cannot  receive 
in  this  House,  that  on  the  whole  I  am 
disposed  to  vote  for  the  substitution,  to 
a  certain  extent,  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees for  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House;  but  I  would  point  out  to  my 
noble  Friend  that  this  clause  especially 
provides  for  a  re  committal  of  the  Bills 
after  they  have  been  before  the 
Standing  Committees,  and  I  would  urge 
very  strongly  on  my  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  that  we 
should  not  allow  that  re-committal  to 
become  a  mere  formal  matter.  If  we 
can  secure  by  the  phraseology  of  the 
Standing  Order  that  as  a  matter  of  fact 
without  difficulty — I  will  not  say  as  the 
invariable  rule,  because  that  would 
almost  do  away  with  the  use  of  the 
Standing  Committees — but  if  we  can 
provide  that  whenever  it  is  desired  with- 
out involving  any  large  pressure  on  the 
Eart  of  individual  Peers,  these  Bills  shall 
e  re-committed  affaintothe  House,  then 
all  I  can  say  is  that  I  think  you  will 
have  gained  one  valuable  advantage, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  disadvantage  con- 
nected with  it  would  be  very  large.  But 
I  do  venture  to  urge  most  earnestly 
upon  the  House  and  my  noble  Friend 
wno  has  charge  of  this  particular  Ques- 
tion, that  the  re-committal  to  the  House 
should  not  be  a  mere  formal  matter 
which  can  be  invoked  on  special  and 
great  occasions,  but  that  it  snail  be  in 
me  power  of  the  House  to  agree  to  it 
whenever  it  desires. 
♦The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords, 
I  am  in  favour  of  the  policy  of  appoint- 
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ing  Standing  Committees,  but  I  think 
the  number  proposed  to  form  the  Com- 
mittee is  too  large.  If  you  take  four 
Standing  Committees  each  consisting  of 
60  Peers,  you  take  away  from  other 
business  200  noble  Lords,  practically 
exhausting  the  working  power  of  the 
House,  and  I  fail  to  see  how  you  could 
get  on  with  the  Private  Bill  business  with 
die  small  number  of  Peers  you  weuld 
have  left.  I  think  that  part  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Colville  of  Culross)  is  quite  answer- 
able, but  there  is  one  simple  remedy  for 
that,  and  that  is  to  reduce  the  number 
-of  Members  in  these  Committees.  I 
would  suggest  that  that  number  of  50 
should  be  reduced  to  40. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  :  I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Herschell)  about  the 
advantage  of  Standing  Committees; 
at  the  same  time  1  think  that 
there  will  be  disadvantage  in 
withdrawing  Bills  from  Committees  of 
the  whole  House.  It  may  occasionally 
happen,  as  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Eichmond  and  Gordon)  pointed  out, 
that  a  noble  Lord,  like  himself,  of  great 
experience,  may  be  engaged  upon  one 
.private  Bill  for  a  very  long  period ;  but 
i;hat  does  not  happen  very  often.  I 
'have  served  in  Committees  of  this  House 
now  for  thirty  years,  and,  according  to 
my  experience,  the  average  length  of 
time  taken  by  each  Bill  is  four  or  five 
days.  I  do  not  myself  see  why,  because 
a  Peer  is  appointed  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  upon  one  of  these 
Standing  Committees,  he  should  neces- 
sarily absent  himself  from  private  Bill 
work. 

♦Earl  CADOGAN  :  I  quite  agree  with 
the  suggestion  made  by  my  noble  Friend 
that  for  the  purpose  of  the  discussion 
of  the  principle  the  first  few  lines  of  the 
proposed  new  Orders  should  be  put  to 
the  House.  I  understand  that  the 
noble  Duke  in  the  Chair  will  put  the 
-words — 

'*  At  the  commencement  of  each  Seeaion  of 
Parliament  Standing  Committees  shall  be 
appointed." 

Then  afterwards,  if  the  decision  of  your 
Lordships  is  in  the  affirmative,  the 
details  can  be  discussed. 
*Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  hope  your 
Lordships  will  not  make  the  remedy  too 
darge  for  the  evil.    The  only  evil  which  I 


think  has  been  made  out  is,  that  a  certain 
number  of  Bills  have  escaped  that  vigor- 
ous criticism  which  they  ought  to  have 
had.  As  regards  the  Session  of  1887, 
which  has  been  cited  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  I  do 
not  know  that  any  safe  deduction  is  to 
be  drawn  from  that  illustration.  The 
circumstances  of  the  present  Parliament, 
in  another  place,  have  been  so  excep- 
tional, the  number  of  measures  sent  up 
have  been,  comparatively  speaking,  few, 
the  attention  of  that  House  being  so 
completely  taken  up  by  matters  more  or 
less  bearing  upon  the  question  of  Ire* 
land,  that  I  think  a  very  limited  amount 
of  legislation  conld  possibly  have  passed 
through  the  House,  except  upon  the 
responsibility  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Your  Lordships  know,  of  course, 
that  Bills  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
(Government,  and  supported  by  them, 
have  all  the  advantages  of  Government 
drafting,  and  all  the  advantage  of  that 
supervision  which  they  get  from  the 
various  offices  from  which  they  emanate. 
Therefore,  when  you  have,  as  in  the 
Session  of  1887,  a  large  proportion  of 
measures  of  that  kind,  as  compared  with 
the  total  measures  of  legislation,  it  is 
natural  to  suppose  there  will  not  be  any 
very  long  or  protracted  discussions  in 
Committee  of  this  House.  I  am  talking 
now  of  matters  not  of  the  first  class. 
The  noble  Marquess  also  based 
his  observations  entirely  on  Han- 
sard.  Anybody  who  has  followed 
Mansard  knows  perfectly  well  that  our 
proceedings  in  Committee  receive  very 
scanty  reports  in  that  authority,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  because  the  names  of 
one  or  two  Peers  only  are  reported  as 
having  taken  part  in  the  debates  in  the 
Committees,  that  it  follows  that  the  dis- 
cussion was  limited  to  them.  Our 
Beports  in  Committee  are  very  much 
condensed.  What  is  really  required,  as 
far  as  I  understand,  is  that  there  should 
be  some  Committee  of  Bevision,  and 
if  that  is  so,  I  can  quite  understand  that 
it  would  be  advisable  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee of  Bevision;  but  that  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  dividing  the  whole 
House  (practically  it  comes  to  that) — 
the  whole  working  power  of  the  House 
— into  Standing  Committees.  Then, 
again,  I  do  not  see  what  guarantee  you 
can  have,  if  your  Standing  Committees 
are  framed  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  that  you  would  have  upon  that 
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should  be  not  so  much  to  supersede 
Committees  of  the  whole  House  as  to 
strengthen  and  improve  them.  What 
jon  ought  to  aim  at  should  be  rather 
development  than  substitution  ;  in  short, 
insteaa  of  taking  away  this  scrutinizing 
process,  you  should  elect  another  scru- 
tinizing process.  In  that  sense,  the 
true  Amendment  ought  to  leave  the 
Committees  of  the  whole  House  undis- 
turbed and  intact,  and  to  subject  Bills 
further  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Standing  Committees  which  are  con- 
templated. I  desire  to  express  my  full 
concurrence  in  what  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Duke  on  the  other  side  (the  Duke 
of  Hichmond  and  Gordon)  and  the  noble 
Lords  who  have  gone  with  him.  I  will 
add  only  one  consideration  in  favour  of 
not  superseding  Committees  of  the  whole 
House.  We  must  remember  that  we 
labour  not  so  much  under  the  pressure 
as  under  the  scarcitv  of  business.  If 
you  take  away  the  Committees  of  the 
whole  House,  you  are  destroying  so 
many  opportunities  of  business  in  this 
Assembly,  which  we  have  not  too  often. 
The  Earl  of  CARNARVON :  As  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  I  should  like 
to  say  one  word  upon  this  very  serious 
proposal.  I  am  bound  to  confess  that, 
in  discussing  this  in  the  Committee 
room,  I,  for  one,  entertained  a  very 
serious  doubt  as  to  one  particular  part 
of  this  proposal.  I  admit,  with  my 
noble  Friend  behind  me  (Lord  Colville 
of  Culross),  that  there  is  a  difficulty  as 
to  finding  an  adequate  supply  of  Peers. 
I  do  not  think  my  noble  Friend's  argu- 
ments have  been  wholly  answered,  if  they 
havejbeen  touched,  on  that  point,  because 
wlienyou  come  to  consider  the  number  of 
Peers  who  are  necessarily  incapacitated 
by  age,  by  youth,  by  absence  from  the 
country  on  diplomatic  appointments,  on 
Colonial  service,  on  military  service,  and 
other  matters  of  the  sort,  and  when  you 
take  the  number  which  you  neeeBsarily 
would  require  for  these  Standing  Com- 
mittees, whether  you  adopt  the  maxi- 
mum of  50,  or  whether  you  take  a 
lower  number,  and  then  when  you  de- 
duct from  that  such  a  list  as  that  which 
hangs  in  the  robinc;-room  just  outside 
where  we  are  now  discussine,  it  is  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  available  number 
for  business  will  trench  very  lar^elv 
upon  the  special  class  of  ability  to  whion 
you  have  hitherto  looked  for  your  Pri- 
vate Bill  legislation,  and  the  business 
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of  the  House  must  acoordingiy  sufliBr- 
But  I  do  not  regard  this  as  the  moit 
important  objection.  The  objeotioB 
which  weighed  with  me  most,  and  ttiU 
weighs  greatly  with  me,  is  that  wUdi 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Doke  of  Bibhnkond 
and  Gordon)  urged  so  strongly — the 
question  of  the  Committees  of  the  whole 
House.  I  think  there  would  be  gnat 
difficulty  on  the  point ;  and  to  send  B31i 
before  the  Standing  Committees  must 
very  seriously  shut  them  out  from  fhit 
amount  of  discussion  which  they  for- 
merly got  in  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  and  to  examination  which  wis 
extremely  valuable.  But,  on  the  oAst 
hand,  after  saying  all  we  can,  I  am 
bound  to  confess  that  the  advantage 
seems  to  me,  with  a  veiy  large  nomber 
ff  the  Bills,  to  be  so  great,  of  subjecting 
them  to  the  care  and  minute  examina- 
tion upstairs  which  they  cannot  receive 
in  this  House,  that  on  the  whole  I  am 
disposed  to  vote  for  the  substitution,  to 
a  certain  extent,  of  the  Standing  Com- 
mittees for  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House;  but  I  would  point  out  to  my 
noble  Friend  that  this  clause  espeoii^ 
provides  for  a  recommittal  of  tiie  Bw 
after  tbey  have  been  before  the 
Standing  Committees,  and  I  would  uxge 
very  strongly  on  my  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  GK)vemment  that  we 
should  not  allow  that  re-committal  to 
become  a  mere  formal  matter.  If  we 
can  secure  by  the  phraseology  of  the 
Standing  Order  that  as  a  matter  of  fact 
without  difficulty — I  will  not  say  as  the 
invariable  rule,  because  that  would 
almost  do  away  with  the  use  of  the 
Standing  Committees — but  if  we  can 
provide  that  whenever  it  is  desired  with- 
out involving  any  large  pressure  on  the 
Eart  of  individual  Peers,  tbese  Bills  shall 
e  re-committed  again  to  the  House,  then 
all  I  can  say  is  that  I  think  you  will 
have  gained  one  valua'ble  advantage, 
and  I  do  not  think  the  disadvantage  con- 
nected with  it  would  be  very  large.  But 
I  do  venture  to  urge  most  earnestly 
upon  the  House  and  my  noble  Friend 
wno  has  charge  of  this  particular  Ques- 
tion, that  the  re-committal  to  the  House 
should  not  be  a  mere  formal  matter 
which  can  be  invoked  on  special  and 
great  occasions,  but  that  it  snail  be  in 
the  power  of  the  House  to  agree  to  it  - 
whenever  it  desires. 
♦The  Earl  of  DERBY :  My  Lords, 
I  am  in  favour  of  the  policy  of  appoint- 
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ing  Standing  Committees,  but  I  think 
the  number  proposed  to  form  the  Com- 
mittee is  too  large.  If  you  take  four 
Standing  Committees  each  consisting  of 
60  Peers,  you  take  away  from  other 
business  200  noble  Lords,  practically 
exhausting  the  working  power  of  the 
House,  and  I  fail  to  see  how  you  could 
get  on  with  the  Private  Bill  business  with 
the  small  number  of  Peers  you  weuld 
have  left.  I  think  that  part  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Colville  of  Culross)  is  quite  answer- 
able, but  there  is  one  simple  remedy  for 
that,  and  that  is  to  reduce  the  number 
of  Members  in  these  Committees.  I 
would  suggest  that  that  number  of  50 
should  be  reduced  to  40. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  :  I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what  has 
fallen  from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Herschell)  about  the 
advantage  of  Standing  Committees; 
at  the  same  time  1  think  that 
there  will  be  disadvantage  in 
withdrawing  Bills  from  Committees  of 
the  whole  House.  It  may  occasionally 
happen,  as  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke 
of  Kichmond  and  Gordon)  pointed  out, 
that  a  noble  Lord,  like  himself,  of  great 
experience,  may  be  engaged  upon  one 
private  Bill  for  a  very  long  period ;  but 
that  does  not  happen  very  often.  I 
have  served  in  Committees  of  this  House 
now  for  thirty  years,  and,  according  to 
my  experience,  the  average  length  of 
time  taken  by  each  Bill  is  four  or  five 
days.  I  do  not  myself  see  why,  because 
a  Peer  is  appointed  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  upon  one  of  these 
Standine  Committees,  he  should  neces- 
sarily absent  himself  from  private  Bill 
work. 

*Earl  CADOOAN  :  I  quite  agree  with 
the  suggestion  made  by  my  noble  Friend 
that  for  the  purpose  of  the  discussion 
of  the  principle  the  first  few  lines  of  the 
proposed  new  Orders  should  be  put  to 
the  House.  I  understand  that  the 
noble  Duke  in  the  Chair  will  put  the 
words — 

'^  At  the  commencement  of  each  Seeaion  of 
Parliament  Standing  Committees  shall  be 
appointed." 

Then  afterwards,  if  the  decision  of  your 
Lordships  is  in  the  affirmative,  the 
detcdls  can  be  discussed. 

*Earl  BEAUCHAMP  :  I  hope  your 
Xiordships  will  not  make  the  remedy  too 
ilarge  for  the  eviL    The  only  evil  wmoh  I 


think  has  been  made  out  is,  that  a  certain 
number  of  Bills  have  escaped  that  vigor- 
ous criticism  which  they  ought  to  have 
had.  As  regards  the  Session  of  1887, 
which  has  been  cited  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  I  do 
not  know  that  any  safe  deduction  is  to 
be  drawn  from  that  illustration.  The 
circumstances  of  the  present  Parliament, 
in  another  place,  have  been  so  excep- 
tional, the  number  of  measures  sent  up 
have  been,  comparatively  speaking,  few, 
the  attention  of  that  House  being  so 
completely  taken  up  by  matters  more  or 
less  bearing  upon  the  question  of  Ire- 
land, that  I  think  a  very  limited  amount 
of  legislation  conld  possibly  have  passed 
through  the  House,  except  upon  the 
responsibility  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Your  Lordships  know,  of  course, 
that  Bills  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
GK)vemment,  and  supported  by  them, 
have  all  the  advantages  of  Government 
drafting,  and  all  the  advantage  of  that 
supervision  which  they  get  from  the 
various  offices  from  which  they  emanate. 
Therefore,  when  you  have,  as  in  the 
Session  of  1887,  a  large  proportion  of 
measures  of  that  kind,  as  compared  with 
the  total  measures  of  legislation,  it  is 
natural  to  suppose  there  will  not  be  any 
very  long  or  protracted  discussions  in 
Committee  of  this  House.  I  am  talking 
now  of  matters  not  of  the  first  class. 
The  noble  Marquess  also  based 
his  observations  entirely  on  Han- 
iord.  Anybody  who  has  followed 
Mansard  knows  perfectly  well  that  our 
proceedings  in  Committee  receive  very 
scanty  reports  in  that  authority,  and  I 
do  not  think  that  because  the  names  of 
one  or  two  Peers  only  are  reported  as 
having  taken  part  in  the  debates  in  the 
Committees,  that  it  follows  that  the  dis- 
cussion was  limited  to  them.  Our 
Reports  in  Committee  are  very  much 
condensed.  What  is  really  required,  as 
far  as  I  understand,  is  that  there  should 
be  some  Committee  of  Bevision,  and 
if  that  is  so,  I  can  quite  understand  that 
it  would  be  advisable  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee of  Bevision;  but  that  is  a  very 
different  thing  from  dividing  the  whole 
House  r  practically  it  comes  to  that) — 
the  whole  working  power  of  the  House 
— into  Standing  Committees.  Then, 
again,  I  do  not  see  what  gpiarantee  you 
can  have,  if  your  Standing  Committees 
are  framed  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  that  you  would  have  upon  that 
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follow  the  procedure  in  that  House  with 
respect  to  them.  As  I  understand,  the 
Ghrand  Oommittees  of  the  House  of 
Oommons  are  appointed  at  Uie  beginning 
of  the  Session,  but  the  Bills  that  go 
before  them  are  brought  up  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  besides 
coming  before  the  House  on  Beport.  I 
hope  that  it  will  not  be  the  exception, 
but  the  rule,  that  all  Bills  that  so  before 
Standing  Committees  shall  afterwards 
stand  the  light  of  their  discussion  in 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  so  that 
any  particular  Bill  may  be  considered 
not  merely  by  learned  Lords,  but  by  lay 
Lords  as  weU.  I  therefore  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

Lord  HERSOHELL:  Personally,  I 
should  not  be  at  all  indisposed  to  Bills 
coming  before  the  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  after  they  hare  been  before 
the  Standing  Committees.  I  do  not 
think  any  harm  would  result,  liy 
object  is  to  secure  a  gpreater  scrutiny  of 
the  Bills — it  is  not  in  any  way  to  with- 
draw them  from  the  scrutiny  of  the 
House.  I  belieTe  in  the  case  of  nine- 
tenths  of  the  Bills  considered  by  Stand- 
ing Committees  of  this  House,  the 
going  into  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  would  bo  merely  a  matter  of 
form.  But,  if  that  is  done,'^I  hope  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  will  not  press 
the  first  part  of  his  Amendment.  All 
Bills,  as  a  general  rule,  would  come 
before  a  Committtee  of  the  whole 
House.  I  hope  the  proposed  Standing 
Order  will  be  altered  so  as  to  allow  Bills 
that  have  been  before  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee to  come  before  the  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  think  that  objection  would  be  met  by 
leaTing  in  the  words  "unless  the 
House  shall  otherwise  order,"  leaying 
the  House  to  giTC  directions  in  particular 
cases. 

EiLRL  CADOOAN :  I  join  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  in 
hoping  that  the  first  part  of  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend's  Amendment  will 
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not  be  pressed.  I  understand  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  to  say  that  there  are 
certain  Bills  which  it  would  not 
be  adyisable  to  refer  to  Stand- 
ing Committees,  and  I  think  he 
instanced  OcTemment  Bills.  I  am 
not  able  quite  to  agree  with  that.  I 
think  it  will  be  found  that  there  hare  been 
many  mistakes  made  cTen  in  GoTcm- 
ment  Bills,  and  that  they  are  not  at  all 
so  well  framed  that  it  would  be  inad* 
▼isable  to  refer  them  to  Standing  Com- 
mittees. As  to  the  desirability  of 
providing  for  the  commitment  of  all 
Bills  that  haye  been  before  Ghrand  Com- 
mittees, I  think  the  objection  could  be 
met  by  the  omission  of  the  word  *'not " 
in  the  last  line  but  one  of  this  para- 
graph, making  the  provision  read» 

'*  On  the  Report  of  the  Standing  Oommittee 
being  receiyed,  the  Bill  shall  be  re-committed, 
nnless  the  House  so  order." 

Lord  FTTZ  GERALD :  I  am  afraid  I 
must  press  my  Amendment.  My  desire 
is  that  the  House  should  pronounce  its 
judgpnent  upon  each  Bill — I  mean  that 
there  should  be  a  distinct  Besolution  of 
the  House  before  any  one  Bill  is  referred 
to  one  of  the  Standing  Committees.  As  the 
Order  is  now  proposed  all  Bills  will  go, 
unless  the  House  otherwise  order.  The 
point  of  my  Amendment  is  that  no  Bill 
shall  go  unless  the  House  shall  affirma- 
tiyely  order.  I  can  instance  many 
cases  in  which  it  would  be  exceedingly 
incouTenient  to  commit  Bills  to 
Standing  Committees  without  any 
Order  of  the  House.  I  want  the 
House  to  exercise  its  independent 
judgment  in  cTery  case  upon 
the  question :  Shall  this  Bill  be  com- 
mitted to  one  of  the  Standing  Commit- 
tees? Li  the  majority  of  cases  the 
House  would  probably  say  ''Yes,"  but 
there  are  other  cases  in  which  it  would 
be  considered  unwise  to  make  such  com- 
mittal. 

Lord  HEBSCHELL:  My  noble 
Friend  has  said  that  in  the  majority  of 
cases  the  House  would  probably  make 
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Eakl  CADOGAN  :  Next  I  have  to 
move  an  amendment  in  Standing  Order 
XLn.,  which  deals  with  Select  Com- 
mittees. We  propose  to  omit  the 
words — 
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** They  [Judfi^  or  Counsel  attending]  are  not 
to  ait  there  or  be  covered,  unless  it  be  out  of 
fovour  for  infirmity ;  some  Judge  sometimes 
hath  a  stool  set  behind,  but  never  coven ;  and 
the  rest  never  sit  on  cover/ 

And  to  substitute  the  words — 

''  And  no  man,  except  the  Lords,  shall  be 
covered  in  the  room  in  which  the  Select  Com  - 
mittee  is  sitting." 

Alteration  agreed  to. 

LoBD  FITZ  GERALD  :  I  have  an 
Amendment  to  move  in  Standing  Order 
LXII.,  which  now  reads  as  follows — 

*<  The  nobility  of  this  kingdom,  and  Lords  of 
the  Upper  House  of  Parliament,  whether  they 
be  plamtiffs  or  defendants,  are  of  ancient  right 
to  answer  or  be  examined  in  all  Courts  upon 
protestation  of  honour  only,  and  not  upon  the 
common  oath/* 


I  propose  to  omit  the  words  ''or  be 

examined."     My  Lords,  I  have  traced 

the  history  of  this  Standing  Order.     I 

find  that  in  the  year  1612  a  noble  Lord 

had  been  ordered  by  the  Court  of  Star 

Chamber  to  answer  upon  oath,  and  a 

Committee  sat  to  consider  the  matter. 

In  their  Report,  which  was  brought  up 

by  the  Earl  Marshal,   the  Committee 

stated  that  they  had  examined  the  pre- 

cedents,   and  after    consideration  they 

agreed  that  the  nobility  of  the  Kingdom 

and  Members  of    this  House  had  an 

ancient    right  to  answer  as  defenders 

upon    protestation    of    honour     only. 

The  Standing  Order   professed   to    be 

made  on  this  Report,  but  went  beyond 

it.      This  practice  of  the  old  Court  of 

Chancery  was  to  receive  the  Answer  of 

a  Peer  on  protestation  of  honour  ;   but 

the  evidence  given  orally,  or  in  reply  to 

interrogatories,  was  always  given  upon 

oath.   Now,  however,  the  practice  in  the 

Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 

Justice  is  that  there  is  no  sworn  Answer, 

and  instead  of  an  Answer  the  defendant 
has  to  put  in  a  Statement  of  Defence ; 
and,  no  matter  whom  the  defendant  may 


be,  this  statement  is  not  made  upon 
oath.  The  privilege  was  in  the  old 
days  undoubtedlv  confined  to  Answev 
in  Chanoery,  and  if  a  Peer  oame  as  a 
witness  on  his  ownbehalf,  or  as  a  witness 
inter  partea,  or  in  a  criminal  case,  he  wa» 
examined  on  oath. 

The  Mabqttess  of  SAUSBUBY:  I 
do  not  think,  my  Lords,  that  we  ahonid 
be  justified  in  making  a  change  in  that 
which  is  traditional  and  onstonuzy 
law,  dating,  as  the  noUe  and  laanied 
Lord  has  shown,  from  very  early  timesr 
without  taking  the  preoautian  of  examin- 
ing, by  means  of  a  Gonunitteey  how  far 
the  privilege  is  inconsistent  with  the 
present  state  of  the  law.    I  do  not  think 

it  would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House,  at  this  time  of  the  evening,  and 
considering  how  few  Peers  are  present,, 
to  discuss  a  matter  of  so  great  im- 
portance. 

Lord  FITZ  OERALD^:  I  should  be 

desirous  in  all  respects  to  consult  the 

convenience  of  the  House ;  bat  to  pass 

this  Standing  Order,  in  its  present  form,. 

seems  to  me  to  be  asserting  a  priiilegji- 

which  does  not  exist,  and  is  confarauy  tty 

law.    If  it  is  more  convenient  to  the 

House  that  this  matter  should  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  Report,  I  will  withdraw 
the  Amendment;  but  I  confidently 
appeal  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
^o  sits  on  the  Woolsack  that  I  have 
not  misstated  the  law. 

LoBD  HERSCHELL :  I  strongly  ob- 
ject to  any  Amendment  of  these  aiohaie 
and  historical  Orders,  unless  the  whole 
matter  is  very  fully  gone  into.    It  would 

be  better  not  to  touch  them  at  all  rather 
than  give  them  fresh  sanction  without 
the  most  careful  study. 

Eabl  CADOGAN:  I  may  remind 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Fitr 
Oerald)  that  we  are  now  in  Committee 
'*  to  consider  the  Report  of  the  Select. 
Committee  on  the  Standing  Orders  re- 
lating to  the  conduct  of  Public  Busi- 
ness," and  we  should  confine  ourselves 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee.  I  may 
mention  that  the  Committee  during  its 
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to  those  Orders  which  related  to  public 
business. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

*Eabl  OADOQAN  :  Then,  my  Lords, 

on  page  Al  I  propose  the  omission  of 

the  words  providing  that  the  Order  oon- 

oeming  the  precedency  of  the  Earl  of 

Banbury  shall  be  read  at  the  beginning 
of  every  Session ;  and  also  consequen- 
tial words  on  page  45. 

The  Amendments  were  agreed  to. 

♦Eakl  CADOQAN  :  On  page  50,  your 
Lordships  will  see  that  we  strike  out 
Standing  Order  No.  LXXXVIH.,  which 
relates  to  Messages  between  this  House 
and  the  House  of  Commons;  and  we 
propose  to  make  the  Order  read  thus— 

*'  One  of  the  Clerks  of  either  House  may  be 
the  bearer  of  messages  from  the  one  to  the 
^ther; 

Messages  so  sent  may  be  receired  at  the  Bar 
by  one  of  the  Clerks  of  the  House  to  which 
they  art  sent,  at  any  time  whilst  it  is  sitting 
or  in  Committee,  without  interrupting  the 
business  then  proceeding.'* 

The  alteration  was  agreed  to. 

♦Eakl  CADOQAN :  Then,  as  to  Con- 
ierences  with  the  other  House,  we  pro- 
pose to  amend  the  Standing  Order  so  as 
to  allow  of  the  meetings  taking  place  in 
ihe  Painted  Chamber, 

*"  Or  other  room  appointed  in  lieu  thereof  ;  " 

and  to  expunge  the  words  directing  the 
Oommons  to  be  uncovered. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  the 
Standing  Orders  to  be  receiyed  on 
Friday  next;  the  amended  Standing 
Orders  to  be  printed. 

ARCHDEACONRY  OP  CORNWALL  BILL. 

(No.  12.) 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Seading  read,  and  discharged. 

Bo(ui0.fid}oQmed  at  a  quarter  before  Eight 

o  dock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

bsf oire  EltYen  a  dock. 


HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 
Friday,  15M  March,  1889. 


Q  UE8TI0N8. 

0 

THE  ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY— POINT  OF 

ORDER. 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  bep 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  as  a  point  of  order,  if 
there  are  any  official  means  of  accounting 
for  the  fact  that  two  Notices  of  Motion 
in  the  name  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  one  suspending  the  Standing 
Order  as  to  time  and  the  other  shutting 
out  Notices  of  Motion  on  Friday  appear 
in  the  Timea  newspaper  this  morning 
and  do  not  appear  in  the  Orders  of  the 
Day? 
*Mb.  speaker  :  I  cannot  give  any 
account  of  it.  I  saw  them  in  the 
journal  to  which  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  refers,  but  I  did  not  see  them  on  the 
paper. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Thank  you.  Sir ;  I 
shall  recur  to  the  matter  at  the  close  of 
the  questions. 

POSTAL  CHARGES. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral 
whether  he  was  aware  that  making 
ample  allowance  for  the  difference  in 
excnange,  the  merchant  in  Austria  can 
post  120  letters  for  £1  to  England, 
whereas  the  merchant  in  England  can 
only  post  96  letters  to  Austria  for  the 
same  money;  and,  whether  he  could 
state,  since  these  countries  are  in  the 
Postal  XTnion,  when  the  next  Postal 
Union  Conference  will  be  held  ? 
*Thb  postmaster  general  (Mr. 
Raikbs,  University  of  Cambridge):  I 
am  quite  aware  of  the  fact  brought  to 
my  notice  by  the  hon.  Member.  The 
explanation  is  that,  according  to  the 
Postal  Union  CouTention,  25  centimes 
is  fixed  as  the  initial  rate  of  postage ; 
but,  as  only  a  few  countries  use  the  de- 
cimal currency,  each  State  of  the  Union 
collects  its  postage  in  its  own  currency, 
avoiding  fractions  in  calculating  the 
equivalent  to  25  centimes.  In  Austria 
iOkreutzeris  the  equivdent  adopted; 
and  in  this  country  2^d.  is  the  neamt 
equivalent.    I  do  not  see  the  ~ 
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oo>iLiieGtion  of  the  Lon.  Mesiber  i  seeo&d 
aaesdom,  and  I  cannTt  far  vhen  the  next 
]roftal  Union  Congres  vill  be  held.  No 
precifle  date  h&e  jet  been  fixed. 


Mk.  T 

asked  the 

if  he  ooold  state  the  exact  number  of 
actual  erictions  from  agricoltiiral  hold- 
ingB  in  Ireland  during  the  year  18S3  at 
the  soit  of  the  lanmord;  and  hov 
many  of  the  number  took  place  on 
estates  under  thePian  of  Campaign  ? 

♦The  solicitor  general  pob 
IRELAND  Mr.  Maiidest,  Univernty 
of  Dablin, :  The  number  of  actual 
erictions  of  the  class  referred  to 
in  the  first  paragraph  was  655  tenants 
and  118  sub- tenants.  Of  these,  129 
tenants  and  14  sub-tenants  were  evicted 
on  estates  under  the  Plan  of  Campaign. 
Hb.  sexton  :  How  many  tenants 
have  been  deprived  of  the  legal  estate 
in  their  holdings  by  means  of  eviction 
notices? 

♦Mb.    madden  :  I    have    not    the 
figures  at  hand. 

THE  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  ho  ward  VINCENT  (Sheffield' 
Central)  asked  whether,  if,  during  the 
temporary  absence  on  leave  of  the 
officer  commanding  a  brigade  of  Volun- 
teers, the  charge  of  the  Brigade  devolves 
on  the  next  senior  officer  of  the  brigade? 
♦Sib  H.  E.  MAXWELL  (Wigton),  on 
behalf  of  Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  said:  If  a 
Volunteer  brigade  should  be  assembled 
in  a  brigade  camp  and  the  brigadier 
should  be  absent,  the  senior  Volunteer 
commanding  officer  present  would 
assume  command ;  but  on  other  occa- 
sions there  would  be  no  necessity  to 
replace  the  brigadier  during  his  tem- 
porary absence. 

MR.  J.  E.  BLAKENEY. 

Mr.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whe- 
ther Mr.  J.  E.  Blakeney  was  stiU  a 
magistrate  for  the  county  of  Cork; 
whether  Mr.  Blakeney' s  sole  qualifica- 
tion for  being  appointed  a  magistrate 
for  the  County  of  Cork  was  the  fact  of 
having  been  appointed  agent  on  the 
Ponsonby  Estate;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  Mr.  Blakeney  owns  no  property, 
and  never  oven  reuto4  a  house  within 
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^  the  oonntj  of  Cofk ;  wheClier  hm  htm 
,long    since   been  diwniiiwi  tma    ib» 
agency,  and  left  the  district  and  eoiuty 
!  of  Cork ;    and,   whether,  under  these 
I  cxzcumstanoes,  it  is  the  intentioa  of  the 
!  I  ord  Chancellor  to  ooatinoe  liim  in  the 


C-smnussion  of  the  Peace  for  the  cooaty 


.  W.  RUSSELL    Tyrone,  S.^  , 

i  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland    of  Cork? 

•Ma.  MADDEN  :  I  nndentand  that 
the  gentleman  referred  to  is  no  longer  a 
Magistrate  for  the  County  Oork,  as  npon 
resigning  the  agency  of  the  Ponsonby 
Estate  he  likewise  resigned  the  Oom- 
mission  of  the  Peace,  his  connection  with 
the  county  having  ceased. 


ROIIAX  CATHOLIC  MAGISTRATES  IN 

YOTJGHAL. 

Ma.  LANE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland 
whether  there  is  any  Boman  Oatholic 
Justice  of  the  Peace  resident  in  the- 
Petty  Sessions  district  of  Youghal ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  will  take  stqps  to 
remedy  such  a  state  of  a£Bui8  in  a 
district  chiefly  inhabited  by  Boman 
Catholics? 

Mb.  MADDEN:  I  am  informed  that 
there  does  not  appear  to  be  any  Boman 
Catholic  Magistrate  inthe  YoughalPetty 
Sessions  district  The  Lord  Ghancdlor 
of  Ireland  is  ready  to  consider  the  names 
of  any  properly  qualified  Boman  Catho- 
lics that  may  be  submitted  to  him  by 
the  Lieutenant  of  the  County,  who  is 
always  glad  to  be  in  a  position  to  sub- 
mit such  names. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  B.) :  Will 
the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman  say 
whether  the  boycotting  of  Protestanta 
in  Youghal  has  ceased  ? 

Mb.    LANE:    Will   the   hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  say  by  what  means 
the  people  of  the  locality  ean  bring  the 
name  of  suitable  Boman  Catholics  under 
the  notice  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  seeing  that  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  the  County  is  the  Master  of  an 
Orange  Lodge,  and  would  certainly  not 
recommend  a  Boman  Catholic  for  tha- 
Commission  of  the  Peace? 
«Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  Order,  order  S 

DOUBLE  INQUESTS. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Seoretaiy  of 
State  for  tne  Home  Department  whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
report  in  the  Star  of  the  4th  instanti  of 
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the  double  inqneat  in  Whiteohftpel,  trom 
whioli  it  appears  that  Louisa  Ellesdea 
died  Buddenl;  in  SpitallieldB ;  that  an 
'  inquest  was  held  in  tnat  locality  by  the 
Oraonei  for  North  East  Middlesex ;  and 
that,  when  the  bod^  was  ealMequently 
remoTed  to  the  Whiteohapel  mortuan, 
which  BQrres  the  entire  district,  Ur 
Baxter,  Ooroner  for  the  South  East 
Divieioii,  held  a  second  inquest;  and 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  preveat 
the  unnecessary  repetition  of  iuqaests, 
entailing  inoonTenieDoe  to  the  retatlTes 
of  the  deoeaaed,  and  additional  cost  to 
the  ratepayers  in  Whiteohapel  ? 

Mr.  UATTHGWS  :  (1)  Thefactaarci 
oorreotly  stated.  (2]  Ur.  Baxter  has 
written  me  a  letter,  in  which  he  con- 
tends that  the  Statute  of  1887  left  him 
no  option  but  to  hold  a  second  inquest. 
I  cannot  admit  the  soundness  of  thie 
contention,  and  I  cooBider  that  holding 
a  second  inquest  was  improper.  If  such 
a  case  occurs  again,  I  shaU  consider  it 
my  dutp  to  represent  the  matter  to  the 
Lord  Ohancellor,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  ocenrrence  of  any  such  claahing  of 
jnrisdiction. 

LORD  LDBttAN'S  AGEKT. 
Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  if  at  Lar- 
san  (county  Armagh)  Petty  Sessions, 
held  on  the  Sthinstant,  James  McAleese 
brought  an  ejectment  against  a  cottier 
tenant  named  Sarah  Poland,  of  Deny- 
tagh  North,  on  Lord  Lurgan's  estate, 
and  decree  granted  ;  if  Ur.  Jamee  Fford 
obtained  an  ejectment  against  a  cottier 
tenant  named  Gairns,  of  Derryadd,  and 
decree  granted ;  if  same  farmer  obtained 
a  decree  of  ejectment  against  a  cottier 
tenant  named  James  SoiUlion,  of  Derry- 
add, both  on  Lord  Lurgan's  estate;  if 
Hr.  G.  Brownlow,  agent  for  Lord  Lur- 
gan,  adjudicated  in  the  cases;  if  the 
oottier  tenants  mentioned  will  lose 
the  benefits  of  the  4th  section  of  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  of  18B7 ;  and  it  he 
will  oommunicate  with  the  Irish  Land 
Commission,  with  reference  to  those 
ejectments,  when  arranging  the  pro- 
posed sale  of  Lord  Lurgan's  estate  ? 

*Mr.  madden  said,  that  the  tenants 
referred  to  all  held  under  weekly  agree- 
ments, but  none  of  them  were  on  the 
estate  of  Lord  Lurgan.  Mr.  Brownlow 
was  one  of  eight  magistrates  who 
adjudicated  on  the  oooasion ;  but  as 
he  had  no  oonneotion  with  the  estates 


inrolred,  there  was  no  reason  why  be 
should  not  do  so. 

Ub.  BLANE :  lathe  same  gentleman 
the  estate  aawA  of  Lord  Lurgan? 
*Ua.  MADDEN  :  He  had  no.oannec- 
tion  with  the  estates  on  which  the 
evictions  took  place.  The  hon.  Member 
baa  been  mieinformed. 

LETTERS  TO  Z&NZIBAB. 
Mr.  JOHN  TALBOT  (UniTersity  of 
Oxford)  asked  the  Postmaster  General 
whether  there  is  any  reason  for  a  chaise 
of  Sd.  per  half-ounce  beiag  imposed 
unon  letters  from  England  to  Zanzibar, 
whilst  letters  from  Zanzibar  to  England 
are  only  charged  half  that  rate;  and 
whether  the  inequality  can  be  redressed? 
*Ur.  BAIKES  :  Letters  posted  at  the 
Indian  Postal  Agency  at  Zanzibar  are 
charged  4}  annas  per  half'Ounce,  which 
is  about  the  equiv^ent  of  the  5d.  charged 
in  this  country  on  letters  sent  to  Zanzi- 
bar. The  French  Post  Office  has  re- 
cently set  up  an  agency  at  Zanzibar,  and 
I  believe  that,  in  accordance  with  French 
practice  in  other  parts  of  the  world,  the 
mitial  Postal  Union  rate  of  25  centimes 
the  15  grammes  (about  2id.  the  half- 
ounce)  is  accepted  in  prepayment  of 
poetage  on  such  letters  as  may  be  posted 
at  the  French  Agency.  So  far  as  the 
mails  are  coaveyed  by  British  packet, 
the  French  Post  Office  incurs  no  loss, 
as  the  postage  more  than  covers  the 
payment  made  by  them  to  us  for  sea 
canveyanoe  under  the  Postal  Union 
regulations.  As  to  the  French  mail 
lines,  they  are  maintained  more  for 
political  than  for  postal  purposes,  and 
the  loss  on  the  mails  is  apparently  dis- 
regarded. 

ABEEARS  OF  RENT. 
Mb.  KILBBIDE  (Kerry,  8.)  asked 
the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  fact  that  at  the  Land  Seaaions, 
held  at  Listowel,  county  Kerry,  on  tbe 
7th  inst.,  the  Commissioners  reduced  an 
aggregate  rental  (Meesrs.  Browne  and 
Mulling  landlords)  of  £403  3s.  3d.  to 
£244  5s.  Od. ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
presentment  for  the  maintenance  of  extra 
IMlice  at  the  March  Assizes  in  Kerry 
was  £5,e-J5  ;  whether  this  cost  for  extra 
police  is  dae  to  the  tact  that  the  land- 
lords in  many  instances  proceed  for  th« 
recovery  of  the  arrears  of  the  raok  rent 
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after  the  judicial  rent  has  been  fixed ;  *Thb  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mir.  J.  P. 

and,   whether,  in  cases  similar  to  the  B.  Bobsbtsov,  Bnteshire) :  I  regvaC  to 

aboye,  he  will  refuse  the  forces  of  the  find  that  the  Clyde  TnisteeB  cxmtuine 

Crown  for  the  recovery  of  arrears  of  the  deposit  of  dredginga  in  Looh  Long, 

rent  which  a  legal  tribunal  has  declared  without  any  diminution  of  the  amoimt. 

to  be  63  per  cent  in  excess  of  a  fair  rent  ?  The  consent  of  the  Admiralty,  whieh 

*Mb.  madden  :  I  believe  the  facts  was  given  in  1862  to  the  depont  of 
are  as  stated  in  the  question.  certain  dredgings,  expired  long  ago,  and 
Mb.  EILBBIDE  :  If  the  hon.  and  did  not  apply  to  the  present  operationa. 
learned  Gentleman  finds  that  the  rent  The  present  deposits  are  entirely  without 
has  been  declared  by  a  legal  tribunal  to  the  sanction  of  any  Department  of  Go- 
be  65  per  cent  above  a  fair  rent,  will  vemment.  While  the  action  of  this  body 
the  forces  of  the  Crown  be  lent  to  assist  of  Statutory  Trustees  is  open  to  grave 
in  its  recovery  ?  observation,    the   persons   with    whom 

"^Mb.    madden  :    I   cannot  answer  the  remedy  primarily  liea  are  those  who 

such  a  question.  are  directly  injured.    I  pointed  oat  in 

February  last  to  a  deputation  of  pro- 

SEA  BOARD  COUNTY  COUNCILS.  prietors  and  inhabitante  of  the  disteiot 

Major  RASOH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked  that  if  a  nuisance  has  been  created  th^ 

the  President  of  the  Board  of   Trade  have  their  action  at  Crommon  Law,  that 

whether  he  could  forward  a  Circular  to  it  would  be  difficult  to  justify  the  in- 

the  Sea  Board  County  Councils,  direct-  stitution   of   legal  proceedings  at  the 

iug  their  attention  to  the  first  section  cost  of  taxpayers  in  the  interests  of  a 

of  the  Sea  Fisheries  Act,  having  refer-  comparatively  small  number  of  persons 

ence  to  the  formation  of  fishing  districts,  afiPeeted  by  a  local  nuisance,  where  thero 

for  the  purpose  of  prohibiting  the  dis-  is  no  active  injury  to  Crown  property. 

charge  (of  any  substance   detrimental  I  by  no  means  imply,  however,  that  the 

to  sea-fishing  ?  Government  renounce  their  intention,  if 

"^The  PEESIDENT   of  the  BOABD  need  be,  to  take  measures  for  stopping 

OF  TBADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  what  cannot  be  regarded  as  a  proper 

Bristol,  W.) :  The  Board  of  Trade  are  exercise  of  statutory  powers, 
about  to  issue  the  Bules  which  they 

have  drawn    up  for  the  guidance    of  BUSBYHBAD  PIT. 

oXa^^te  Rdei'^m  brpi'hS  ,  Mk.     CUNINGHAME     GEig^ 

very  widely,  and  wUl  be  accompanied  Lana'krfii'e,  N.W.)  asked  the  Seore- 

by  a  circular  calUng  attention,  amongat  ^7^°^  ^^^  ^°'  *^  ^°"?  Department 

other  matters,  to  the  point  rrferred  to  f''®*'^^'  *•>•  inspector  obtam«a^m- 

by  the  hon.  Member.  ?"5**S:^  ■?*"*  *i*  ^"^^  atBusbT- 

'  head   Fit  from   the  workmen  or  the 

LOCH  GOIL  AND  LOCH  LONG.  manager ;  and  whether  he  will  mom  an 

Me.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton)   "iqui^.  ^  be  made  by  some  mdependent 

asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whether  L  is  K  "Sl«^%W  thel  W.°S!1!Z' 

aware  that  the  poUution  of  the  waters  Jt  !^t"^5!,*^^j«'L  J^^jJ^!?: 

of  Loch  Long  and  Loch  Goil,  by  the  ^   "1   *l"^    evidence  to  prove  the 

;lo.»^»-t  ,.f  .4.3~: ,u_*i,„rii  j^ip     i.  inspector's  statement  to  be  untme ? 

deposit  of  dredgmgs  by  the  Clyde  Trust,  ^     MATTHEWS :   I  am  informed 

.8    still    persistently    continued      such  ,\    .^         ^^  ^^^  ^^  obtained  his 

deposits  amountins:  to  many  thousand  .  ^.         ^oYISJ^^L  ««••.  u«     ^mmuvm  «» 

tons  per  month ,  whether  these  deposits    SZ^-V^rJ^ZLth^^t'th^S 

ArmirSt"u^drr^roTi*l?ht  wht  hT^rsi:  v'i?t'*  fc^ia^«*s: 

seas;     whether,    since     the     scientific    ?ad  I  have  requested  him  to  make ftfll 

Report  on  the  pollution  of  these  lochs,  'X2  ,^Z  ^^\C^.t!^^  ^  "^'* 
oiaSe  in  1887,  the  Admiralty  consent    farther  to  me  on  the  matter. 

has  been  withdrawn :  and  whether  the  

Government  will  take  steps  on  behalf  MINING  ROYALTIES, 

of  the  public  to  abate  the  nuisance  now  Mb.  PBITCHABD  MOBGAN  (Mer- 
continuing  in  waters  legally  under  thyr  Tydvil)  asked  the  Clumodlor  of 
Orown  control  ?  the  Exchequer  if  he  would  state,  or  it 

Mr.  mihridt 
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lie  would  oonsent  to  a  Betom,  showing 
what  amounts  have  been  paid  to  the 
Treasury  annually,  by  way  of  royalties 
for  minerals  raised  on  the  Crown  lands 
of  Wales,  from  the  year  1860  up  to  the 
present  time,  and  for  what  metals  and 
minerals  have  such  royalties  been  paid ; 
what  amounts  have  been  received  by  the 
Treasury  as  royalty  from  ''mines  royal'' 
on  freehold  lands  during  the  same  pe- 
riod, and  what  amount  for  gold  and  wnat 
for  silver ;  what  has  been  the  approxi- 
mate cost  per  annum  of  administering 
this  department  of  the  public  service, 
and  of  collecting  these  royalties;  and 
whether  the  Ghovemment  intends  in 
future  to  charge  anv  royalty  upon  sold 
and  silver  obtained  from  mines  royiu  on 
freehold  property  when  such  gold  and 
silver  is  not  being  obtained  at  a  profit 
to  the  adventurers  ? 

*Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER   (Mr.    GoscHBN,    St.    George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  cannot  state  the 
particulars  asked  for  in  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  hon.  Member's  question 
without  a  Return  ;  and  a  Return  distin- 
guishing the  royalties  received  for  each 
mineral  for  28  years  would  be  a  long 
and    costly    business.      As    the    totiu 
amount  derived  from  these  royalties  has 
been  lees  than  £8,000  a  year  on  the 
average  for  the  last  eight  years,  I  do 
not    think    I    should    be   justified    in 
authorizing  the    expenditure    of    time 
and    money  necessary  to  obtain  such 
a  Return.    As  to  royalties  received  by 
the  Treasury  from  "mines  Royal"  on 
freehold  lands  during  the  same  period, 
they  were  quite  insignificant  till   the 
present    financial     year,     when    they 
amounted  to  £882.     The  cost  of  ad- 
ministering the  Crown  mineral  property 
in  Wales  cannot  be  separately  stated. 
The  cost  of  collection  and  local  super- 
vision somewhat  exceeds  8  per  cent. 
The    Commissioners    of    Woods    and 
JPorests  will  be  willing  to  consider  the 
claim  of  adventurers  working  "  mines 
Royal"   without   profit   to  be  exempt 
from  royalties;    but    it  must    depend 
upon  the  circumstances  of  each  case.    I 
think  the  hon.  Member  can  call  to  mind 
the  case  of  a  mine  being  sold  to  a  com- 
pany for,  in  shares  and  cash,  £190,000, 
not  so  long  affo.    If  the  company  in 
question  were,  m  consequence  of  paying 
euoh  a  price,  to  make  no  profit,  I  should 
not  consider  that  a  reason  for  remitting 
the  royalty  due  to  the  Crown.    Until  a 


few  years  ago,  the  Crown  would  have 
received  one-fourth  of  the  profits  of  the 
sale  in  question,  and  I  am  sorry  that 
the  Exchequer  does  not  get  such  a  share 
now. 

CRIMINAL   CHARGES. 
Mb.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick)  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate  whether  it  was  the 
case  that,  on  the  24th  day  of  October  last, 
Peter    Robertson,    gamekeeper,    Gala- 
shiels,  was    convicted    by  me  Sheriff 
Substitute,   at    Selkirk,   of  an  assault 
upon  one  James    Brown,   a  convicted 
poacher,  against  whom  he  had  himself 
lodged  a  charge  of  assault  with   the 
district  constable;   whether  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Selkirkshire,  to  whom  the 
district  constable  had  commimicated  the 
charge,  did  not  transmit  the  same  to  the 
Procurator  Fiscal  of  the  county,  who 
was  thereby  kept  in  ignorance  of  mate- 
rial facts ;  whether  he  will  state  whether 
the  police  are  required  to  forward  to  the 
Public  Prosecutor  all  essential  informa- 
tion bearing  upon  a  criminal  charge 
undergoing  investigation ;    and,  if   so, 
why  the  Chief  Constable  failed  in  his 
duty  in  this  case ;  and  whether  he  han 
declined    to     give     Mr.     Robertson'^ 
solicitor    the    information    now    asked 
for? 

♦Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON:  The 
statements  of  fact  in  the  first  part  of  the 
question  are  correct.  The  Procurator 
Fiscal  was  informed  of  the  counter 
charge  by  the  Chief  Constable ;  and,  on 
the  information  given,  the  Procurator 
Fiscal  made  inquiries  and  considered 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  such  a 
charge.  It  is  certainly  the  duty  of  the 
police  to  supply  all  essential  informa- 
tion, and  I  am  not  aware  thai  he  failed 
in  his  duty  in  this  case.  The  Secretary 
for  Scotland  has  not  declined  to  give  the 
information  now  asked  for.  Robertson's 
solicitor,  in  reply  to  a  request  to  know 
what  the  information  was  that  influenced 
his  decision  not  to  interfere,  was  in- 
formed by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland 
that  his  judgment  was  formed  on  con- 
sideration of  the  case  as  submitted  by 
the  Solicitor  himself,  and  after  due 
inquiry. 


GREENWICH  HOSPITAL. 
Qenebal   Sib    WILLIAM   CROSS- 
MAN    (Portsmouth)  asked  the   First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  if,  with  reference 
to  the  recent  investments  of  the  sums  of 
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£130,000  and  £200,000  on  mawi^a  of 
freehold  estates  from  Qreenwioh  Hospi- 
tal Funds,  referred  to  bj  the  Comptroller 
and  Auditor  Qeneral  in  his  Beport  oa 
the  Capital  and  Income  Aocounts  of 
Greenwich  Hoapital  for  the  year  ending 
Slst  March,  1888,  he  will  state  what  is 
the  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid  on  these 
mortgages,  and  what  margin  of  seourit; 
the  Admiralty  consider  necessary  in 
investments  of  this  hind  ? 

Ths  civil  LOED  of  thb  ADMI- 
EALTY  (Mr.  Abhuead-Babtlktt,  Shef- 
field, Ecclesall),  who  replied,  said: 
The  rate  of  interest  to  be  paid 
on  each  of  these  mortgages  is  3^ 
per  cent  per  annum,  and  the  margin 
of  security  is  over  300  per  cent  in  the 
first  case  and  over  200  per  cent  in  th< 
second.  The  margin  of  security  coU' 
Bidered  necessary  in  investments  of  this 
kind  is  about  '200  per  cent. 

FACTOHY    INSPECTION. 

Mb.  EICHAED  POWER  (Water- 
fbrd)  asked  the  Home  Secretary  how 
often  the  Inspector  of  Factories  had 
visited  Waterford  within  the  last  three 
years ;  and,  if  he  has  made  any  Beport 
as  to  the  condition  of  the  vrorking 
classes  in  that  town  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  ;  The  Inspector  of 
the  district  has  visited  the  factories  and 
workshops  in  Waterford  seven  times 
the  last  uiree  years.  No  special  Beport 
baa  been  made  on  the  condition  of  the 
wwking  olasses  there. 

KINO  LO  BENGDLA. 

Mr.  ALEXANDER  M'AETHUE 
(Iieicester)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  the 
Envoys  from  King  Lo  Bengula,  now  in 
London,  are  charged  with  any  special 
mission;  and  whether  the  Qovertiment 
will  avail  themselves  of  this  opportunity 
afforded  by  the  presence  of  the  deputa- 
tion in  London  to  impress  upon  the 
King  their  views  with  regard  to  the 
concessions  recently  made  by  him  to 
Mr.  Budd  and  others  ? 

The  under  8ECEETART  of 
STATE  FOB  THS  COLONIES  (Baron 
H.  DB  WoRus.  Liverpool,  Tozteth):  Lo 
Bengula's  Envoys  say  that  they  were 
sent  in  order  that  they  might  report 
to  him  about  the  Uueeu  and  her 
country,  and  request  her  protection 
against  foreign  invasions  and  aggres- 
6en»ral  Sir  Witliam  Creiiman 
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sions ;  Lo  Beogola  hu  also  asked  for 
advice  about  the  white  men  who  oame 
into  his  country  to  dig  tat  gold,  and 
he  will  be  reoommended  sot  to  mat 
oonceseiona  without  narefal  ooDsiaan- 
don  and  advice,  and  not  to  give  to 
any  individuals  a  monopoly  oz  enter- 
prize  in  his  country. 

SCOTCH  LEOAL  PEOOEDUBE. 
Da.  CAMEBON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate  whetlin  hii 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  oaae  cd 
Alexander  Murray,  of  Tarbert,  Haiiis, 
tried  at  Lochmaddy  on  Friday  laat  on  a 
charge  of  reset  and  duoharged; 
whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in  the 
Scottish  newspapers,  that  Marray,. 
having  been  apprehended  at  Tarbert, 
was  brought  to  Lochmaddy,  oommitted 
to  prison,  liberated  on  bul,  and  had 
again  to  travel  from  Tarbert  to  Loch- 
maddy to  tender  a  formal  plea  of  not 
guilty ;  that  he  was  then  mtod  to  take 
his  trial  before  the  eheriGF  and  jniy  at 
Inverness,  and  on  amving  there  ioand 
that,  without  any  notioe,  ue  Proaanftat 
Fiscal  had  deserted  the  diet ;  that  after 
returning  to  Tarbert  he  was  again  mted 
for  summary  trial  at  Lochmaddy;  and 
that  he  had  in  all  to  travol  about  400 
miles  at  his  own  expense  to  moot  the 
charge  against  him,  which  finally 
broke  down ;  and  whether  he  will  re- 
commend the  Treasury  to  recoup  Mnrray 
for  the  needless  expense  to  which  ha 
was  subjected  by  the  abandonment  with' 
out  notice  of  Uie  diet  against  him  at 
InTemesa  ? 

*Mh.  J.  P.  B.  BOBBETSON:  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  oase. 
The  facta  aa  to  the  preliminary  proceed- 
ings at  Lochmaddy  are  aocnrataly  stated. 
Lochmaddy  is  the  Court  nearest  to 
Tarbert,  the  distance  those  places  being 
8  boors,  sailing,  and  the  fare  Is.  6d.  The 
trial  at  lavamesa  was  oountemuuidedr 
as  it  was  considered  that,  the  prinoipal 
delinquent  having  been  already  connoted 
on  bis  own  plea,  Murray  might  be 
tried  snmmarily  at  Lochmaddy  bo  as  ta 
avoid  expense.  Notioe  was  duly  sent 
for  Murray's  information,  but  it  was 
found  that  he  had  already  left  home  for 
Inverness  two  days  sooner  than  was 
necessary.  The  inconveniences  soffered 
are,  to  a  lai^  extent,  inseparable 
from  the  geographical  conditiona  of  the 
country;  and  for  the  long  jouraey  to 
Inverness   the    accused    wi       '^"*       '* 
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reeponsible.  As  I  stated  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  yesterday  I  shall  see  whetiier 
any  modification  of  the  arrangement  of 
pleading  diets  can  be  made,  so  as  to 
mitigate  the    difficulties  of  the  district. 

SHANNON  DRAINAGE  BILL. 

Me.  PATRICK  JOSEPH  O'BRIEN 
(Tipperary,  N.)  asked  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived from  the  Shannon  or  Limerick 
Board  of  Conservators,  more  than  three 
months  ago,  a  Petition  in  reference  to 
the  proposed  Shannon  Drainage  Bill, 
and  tne  serious  injury  that  would  accrue 
to  the  valuable  salmon,  trout,  and  eel 
fisheries  of  the  river  in  the  event  of  said 
Bill  being  passed;  whether  the  only 
replv  the  Board  of  Conservators  have 
received  was  a  printed  acknowledgpnent 
of  the  Petition;  and  whether,  having 
remrd  to  the  great  importance  of  the 
subject,  he  will  cause  a  satisfactory  and 
speedy  answer  to  be  returned  to  the 
body  referred  to  ? 

*Mb.  madden  said,  that  the  Me- 
morial in  question  had  been  received, 
and  was  duly  acknowledged.  The 
praver  of  the  Memorial  was  that  the 
Bill,  before  it  became  law,  might  bo 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  This 
would  be  the  natural  course  after  the 
Bill  had  passed  a  Second  Reading,  and 
the  Memorialbts  would  be  so  informed. 

BURGLARS  AND  CORPORAL 
PUNISHMENT. 

Mh.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether  ho  has 
received  the  foUowing  presentment 
lately  made  by  the  Grand  Jury  of 
Hampshire,  with  the  approval  of  Mr. 
Justice  Hawkins — 

"That,  owing  to  the  increase  of  the  crime 
of  burglary,  we  would  suggest  that  when  bur- 
glars are  found  in  possession  of  firearms  or 
other  dangerous  weapons,  the  law  should  pro- 
vide that  such  persons  should  be  liable  to  cor- 
poral punishment,  and  that  this  punishment 
should  also  be  inflicted  on  persons  convicted  of 
brutal  violence  towards  women  and  children  ;*' 

and,  if  the  Government  will  take  any 
steps  to  carry  out  this  presentment  of 
the  G^and  Jury? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  Yes,  Sir ;  I  have 
received  such  a  presentment.  The  inflic* 
tion  of  corporal  ponishment  is  contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  recent  legislation,  and 
the  (Government  would  not  propose  to 


revert  to  this  system  of  punishment^ 
unless  there  were  strong  grounds  for 
supposing  that  the  present  law  is  not 
sufficient^  deterrent  in  the  case  of  the 
crimes  referred  to.  There  may,  how* 
ever,  be  cases  where  the  violence  is  ex- 
ceptionally brutal,  and  where  the  evi- 
dence of  identity  is  beyond  question.  In 
such  cases  the  application  of  corporal 

funishment  might  have  a  useful  effect., 
will  consult  the  Lord  Chancellor 
whether  any  amendment  of  the  existing 
law  is  desirable  or  necessary. 

GOVERNMENT    OFFIOIALS    AND 
COUNTY  COUNCILS. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  asked  the  President  of    the  LocaT 
Government  Board  whether  gentlemen 
in  Government  employ,  and  in  receipt  of ' 
salaries  from  the  State,  are  eligible  for 
County  Councillors  or  Aldermen  ? 
*Thb  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  RiTomx, 
Tower    Hamlets,    St.    George*s-in-the- 
East):    The    fact   that  a  person  is  in 
Government  employ,  and  in  receipt  of 
salary  from  the  State,  does  not  render 
him  legally  ineligible  for  the  office  of 
County  Councillor  or  County  Alderman*. 
With  regard  to  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  question  whether  members 
of  the  Civil  Service  should  be  permitted 
to  become  candidates  for  County  Coun- 
cillors, I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  the  reply  which  was  given  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  a  question 
on  this  subject  on  the  6th  of  December 
last. 

THE  COASTGUARD. 

Mb.  BOND  (Dorset,  E.)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  the 
Coastguard  will  participate  in  the  pro- 
posed increase  of  pay  to  the  signalmen^ 
of  the  Royal  Navy  whilst  serving  afloat 
for  annual  exercise  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  op  thk  ADMI- 
RALTY (Lord  G.  Hamilton,  Middlesex, 
Ealing) :  Not  under  existing  regular 
tions,  but  a  proposal  has  been  put  for*- 
ward,  and  is  now  under  the  oonsidera^ 
tion  of  the  Board,  to  give  the  Coastguard: 
signalmen,  when  embarked,  an^inoreaseL 
of  pay. 

COUNTY  COUNCILLORS. 

Mb.  SEALE-HAYNE  (Devon,  Ash*^ 
barton)    asked   the   President   of  Hi^ 
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Local  QoTernmflDt  Board,  whether, ' 
faaving  regard  to  the  atate  of  the 
law,  which  permits  clergTmen  and 
ministera  of  religion  to  b»come  mem* 
bera  of  county  bnt  not  of  municipal 
councils,  he  will  deal  with  this  question 
in  the  Local  OoTernment  Bill  of  this 
Session,  or  ^ive  facilities  for  the  passing 
of  a  short  Bill  remoring  the  anomaly  7 

*Mr.  EITCHIEr  It  ia  not  proposed  by 
the  OoTernment  to  introduce  a  Bill  this 
Session  altering  the  law  aa  regards 
flxistiiig  diaqualihcationa  for  the  omce  of 


OoTemment  oa  the  one  parii  «ad  ttm 
chafed  before  the  Special  Gommiwi 
on  '&»  other  part — -Damelj,  bj  a  paUt 
inTestigatioD  on  oath  ? 

Ub.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  imaguute 
means  for  inquiring  into  the  tmtn  of  Ai 
allegations  which  the  hen.  ICember 
desires  is  already  provided  bj  fti 
Special  Oommisaion,  before  whom  it  ti 
in  tbs  power  of  any  of  the  defendantato 
call  U'Nulty  and  Mullet  and  ezamhii 
them  upon  oath. 

Ma.   SEXTON:    Is  the   right  1" 


Town  Counoillor,  and  I  cannot  undertake    Gentleman    aware    that     the 


that,  if  any  such  Bill  should  be  intro- 
duced by  a  private  Member,  facilitioa 
would  bn  given  for  the  consideration  of 
the  measure  in  preference  to  that  of 
other  Bills. 


PEOTECnON  OF  RAILWAY  SERVANTS. 
Mb.CH  ANNINQ  (Northamptonshire, 
E.)  asked  the  Preeidont  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  Circular  Letter 


siouers  have  decided  that  their  fosctka 
Is  simply  to  inquire  into  certain  ohatgN 
and  aUegations  made  against  UamMn 
of  Parliament  and  others  in  the  oass  d 
"  O'Donnall  v.  Walter  "  ;  whether  tkq 
have  deolared  that  it  is  not  in  thaii 
power  to  extend  the  aoope  of  tksit 
inquiry;  and  whether  it  is  in  thepowm 
of  the  House  to  ascertain  whetkn 
officials  in  the  service  of  the  Qovarn- 
ent  have   been    employed  to   lubort 


j-aoie  01  tne  Mouse  tne  Uircuiar  l.etter    „™uryP 

of  the  19th   Deoeraber  last  as  to  the  i  *^  Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUR ;  I  beliete 


regulations  for  the  protection  of  plate- 
layers and  fogmon,    and  the 


the  power  of  the  Oommiaaionan  to 


^^^^■T^  *"^°""''  ■*"!  the  replies  of    <,a]i  ^nyV  theso  persona  before  them, 
the  railway  oompamea  to  that  Circular        Ma.  LABOUOHEKB :    I  beg  to  ■ 


Lettt 


ind  any   other  communication 


beg  to  ask 
Chief    Secretary    to     the     Lord 


St.  V.u"n"''',  '""P"'"'  TT.^'  LieuK.».nt  of  IpBlmi  .lutW  he  bu 
«TO  of  th.  C„oular,  .l.tmg  what   th.,    „„  ;„  ,^,  „^  „,  ,t„    p^erfi^p 

propo.,  to  do  bj  wa,  of  amojdmg  b,f„„  the  EojaVOomuaauoi.  oi  Taoriij 
then  regiilatioi..,  a.  .ugge.tod  m  Majot .  ,„,  „,,,  .u^J,],,  Qoffoy,  a  witaeea  foi 
Marindia.Eeponoi.  the  Sj.ton  aooi- ,  t^,  j.,^     „ore  thai  a  member  of  the 

Sf  ,"i?™n™T'''r;L"BOAIlD  I  I™k.Oon'..bul..j  a.M  Mm  to  mjt. 
lUH  ifijnjvu'   ggrtain    statements   before    the    Boyal 


•TiiE  PKE3IDENT 
OF    TRADE    (Sir 


lllOEH     Bkach, 


Oommisuon,  and  assured  him  that  he 


Bristol):    I  think  I  shall  probably  bo    ^ouirtr'remunrMre'r  if""he    gave 
'_  fJVV.^'^^  Pf.P^"  '•°  t*""  ™''J«*    valuable  information,    and  whethn  he 


n  the  Table  when  the  correapondence 

complete. 
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will  cauae  inquiry  to  be  made  into  the 
truth  of  these  allegations ;  whether  the 
solicitor  of  those  who  are  charged  by 
the  Timtt  before  the  Oommiasion  wiU  be 
Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BBIEN  (Mayo,  S.)  allowed  access  to  all  official  information 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  in  regard  to  the  chargea  made  agi^at 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  whether,  seeing  ,  his  clients  which,  as  stated  by  the  Tima 
that  counsel  for  the  Timta  have  not  pro-  '  on  Thursday,  was  plaoed  at  the  diaposal 
duced  before  the  Special  Commission  |  of  the  solicitor  of  that  journal,  and 
certain  prisoners  who  allege  that  tempta- !  whether,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Tt'sui, 
tions  have  been  held  out  to  them  by  Mr.  '  Mr.  Anderson  will  place  at  his  diaposal 
Andrews,  Qovemor  of  Downpatrick  any  reports  that  he  has  reoeiTM  in 
Prison,  policemen,  and  other  persons  regard  to  the  actions  of  Ur.  Lewis*! 
acting  for  the  Timn,  to  induce  them  to  clients ;  and  whether  the  namea  of  tiie 
cOncoct  evidence   against  Members   of  police  constables    and  the  mapatrates 


this  House  and  others,  he  will  now  con-  i  who  furnish  the  Timet  with  tabulated 
sent  to  afford  some  means  for  inquiring  .  information  will  be  given  on  application 
into  the  truth  of  those  allegations,  |  to  Mr.  Lewia  in  order  that  he  may  apply 
serioiialy  ufTeoting  the  honour  of   the  '  for  all  or  any  of  that  tabulated  informa- 
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tion  that  he  may  deem  it  in  the  interests 
of  his  dients  to  possess  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  hare  not 
seen  the  proceedings ;  but  I  understand 
that  the  witness  referred  to  is  the  one 
whom  the  Commission  committed  for 
contempt  on  the  ground  that,  by  his  own 
showing,  he  was  utterly  unhrustworthy. 
I  have  more  than  once  stated  in  the 
House  the  desire  of  the  GoTemment  to 
furnish  all  legitimate  information  either 
to  the  Oommission  or  to  parties  charged 
before  the  Oommission,  and  I  have 
further  stated  that  the  proper  method 
of  obtaining  such  information  is  the 
ordinary  one  of  writing  a  letter  to  the 
Irish  Government,  asking  for  the  infor- 
mation which  is  required.  Any  applica- 
tion of  that  kind  from  Messrs.  Lewis 
will  be  dealt  with  without  unnecessary 
delav 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Will  the  Government 
place  in  the  hands  of  our  solicitors  all 
the  information  at  present  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Times  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOIJB :  I  shall  wait 
until  the  application  is  made  before  I 
answer  it. 

Mb.  OOBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Rugby)  : 
I  begto  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  whether,  as  the 
case  of  the  Times  before  the  Special 
Oommission  has  closed  without  Mr. 
Bobert  Anderson  having  been  called  as 
a  witness,  he  will  now  answer  the  ques- 
tions which  were  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Rugby  Division  on 
March  5th? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  informed 
that  Mr.  Anderson  did  hand  to  a  witness 
named  Le  Oaron,  certain  letters  which 
had  been  written  by  Le  Oaron  himself 
confidentially  to  Mr.  Anderson  under  a 
pledffe  that  they  should  be  men  to  no 
one  but  Le  Oaron  himself.  fiCr.  Ander- 
son did  give  Le  Oaron  a  letter  of  intro- 
duction to  Mr.  Houston,  after  having 
imsucoessfully  advised  him  not  to  come 
forward  as  a  witness.  Mr.  Anderson 
culled  out  from  letters  he  had  received 
from  Le  Oaron  those  which  related  to 
private  matters,  and  were  not  necessary 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  evidence.  Mr. 
Anderson  is  not  aware  whether  the 
documents  remained  in  Mr.  Houston's 
custody.  I  have  not  been  able,  from 
such  reports  as  I  have  seen,  to  verify 
the  whole  of  the  hon.  Membei^B  account 
of  Le  Oaron's  evidence,  but  I  must  de- 
cline to  ascertain  or  to    express  any 


opinion  whether  Le  Oaron's  evidence  is 
true.  That  is  a  matter  for  the  Special 
Oommission  to  determine.  Although  Mr. 
Anderson  acted  without  my  knowledge 
or  sanction,  I  think  he  acted  properly  in 
handing  to  Le  Oaron  documents  which 
had  come  from  Le  Oaron,  and  which 
were  necessary  to  enable  him  to  give 
full  evidence  on  any  matter  that  the 
Oommission  deemed  material. 

Sm  W.  HAROOURT :  May  I  ask 
why  Mr.  Anderson  was  not  called  beforo 
the  Oommission  to  explain  his  conduct,, 
according  to  the  pledge  given  in  the 
House  by  the  Home  Secretary  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  gave  no  pledgo^ 
on  the  subject.  I  stated  what  Mr. 
Anderson  informed  me— that  he  had 
been  summoned — but  I  cannot  g^ve  an^ 
explanation  why  the  counsel  represent- 
ing the  Times  has  not  called  upon  him. 
It  is  probable  that  Mr.  Anderson  wilfi 
still  be  called  at  a  later  stage. 

Mb.  LABOIJOHERE:  Did  those 
papers  of  Major  Le  Oaron  belong  to  Mr.. 
Anderson  or  to  the  Government  ? 

Mb.  OOBB :  Did  Mr.  Anderson  tell 
Major  Le  Oaron,   *'that  Mr.  Houstom 
was  a  gentleman  upon  whom  he  could 
rely  implicitly,  and  that  Houston  had 
been  selected  as  representing  the  inter- 
ests of  the  prosecution  ?" 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  :  I  am  not  aware. 
I  have  given  all  the  information  in  my 
power.    I  apprehend  that  the  documents^ 
belonged  to  Le  Oaron. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  Was  Mr.  Anderson 
authorized  to  hand  over  to  Le  Oaron^ 
documents  necessary  for  his  evidence  in 
Oourt,  and  what  has  become  of  the  por- 
tions of  the  documents  handed  over  to- 
Houston  which  were  not  used  by  Le- 
Oaron  in  Oourt  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  I  informed  the^ 
hon.  Member  that  Mr.  Anderson  acted 
without  my  knowledge  and  without  my 
sanction.  If  he  wishes  for  further  infor- 
mation he  must  put  a  question  on  the^ 
Paper. 

Mb.  SEXTON:  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  said  that  he  approved  Mr.  An^ 
derson's  action  in  handing  the  papers 
to  Le  Oaron.  Does  he  also  approve  of 
allowing  those  papers  to  be  further 
committed  to  Houston,  and  what  has 
become  of  the  portion  of  the  papers- 
handed  over  to  him  which  were  not 
used  by  Le  Oaron  in  Oourt  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS:    I  have  slated 
that  I  thought  that  Mr.  Anderson  acted 
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rightly  in  giving  to  Le  Caron  doou* 
ments  which  had  emanated  from  him 
and  which  were  legitimate  ones  for  him 
to  refer  to  in  order  to  give  fuller  and 
more  accurate  information  to  the  Oom- 
mission.  To  that  expression  of  opinion 
1  adhere.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asks 
ahout  certain  other  documents,  and  of 
those  I  know  nothing. 

Mb.  sexton  :  Was  Le  Caron  autho- 
rized— [^Ministerial  cries  of*^  Oh,  oh!  "J — 
perhaps  you  would  like  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House?  Was  Le  Caron 
authorized  by  Mr.  Anderson  to  hand  to 
Houston  documents  given  to  Le  Caron 
because  they  were  necessary  to  his  evi- 
dence ;  and  what  has  Houston  done 
with  the  remainder  of  the  documents 
handed  to  him  which  were  not  used  in 
Court  in  his  evidence  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  have  given  aU 
the  information  in  my  power.  The 
documents  were  handed  to  him  for  the 
purpose  of  being  used  in  evidence,  and 
have  been  published  to  all  the  world. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
If  these  were  private  documents  of  Le 
Oaron's,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  considers 
that  the  documents  which  Le  Caron 
•wore  had  been  sent,  over  a  period  of 
years,  to  the  Government,  and  for  which 
he  had  received  money  from  the  Govern- 
ment, remained  the  property  of  Le  Caron 
after  the  payment  of  the  money  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  When  I  stated 
that  the  letters  remained  the  property 
of  Le  Caron  I  stated  the  ordinary  rule 
of  law — that  the  writer  of  a  letter  does 
not  part  with  the  property  in  it.  As 
for  the  rest  of  the  hon.  Member's  ques- 
tion, I  must  decline  to  answer  it. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inquire  whether  all  the  docu- 
ments were  used  in  the  Commission,  or 
whether  any  of  them  remained  in  the 
hands  of  Houston  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  The  hon.  Member 
must  put  a  Question  on  the  Paper,  and  I 
will  then  consider  whether  I  can  answer 
it. 

Sir  W.  HARCOURT  :  In  view  of  the 
answers  which  have  been  given  in  con- 
nection with  Mr.  Anderson,  I  beg  leave 
to  g^ve  notice  that  on  the  Vote  on 
Acoount  relating  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police  I  shall  call  attention  to  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Anderson  in  handing  over 
confidential  documents  without  leave 
from  the  Secretary  of    State,  and  its 

Mr.  Matthews 


bearing  upon  hia  position  as  AiwittMt 
Commissioner  in  charge  of  the  Grimiul 
Investigation  Department  ot  the  Mefao- 
politan  Police. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  CDonegal,  8.) :  I 
beg  to  ask  the  First  Loind  of  the  TreaioiT 
whether  his  attention  has  been  dinotol 
to  an  allegation  in  the  first  leader  of  the 
Times  of  the  14th  of  March  that^  wUb 
the  ease  for  the  Ihtnes  was  proceedioff 
before  the  Special  Commission,  oflkiil 
information  was  placed  by  the  Gofen- 
ment  at  the  disposal  of  Mr.  Sosmfli; 
whether  the  official  information  has  beai 
imparted  at  the  request  of  the  TiwMt,  or 
spontaneously  ofifex^ ;  and,  if  the  latter, 
by  whom  it  has  been  offered ;  wheliier 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  Ab 
following  statement  in  the  artiole  in 
question : — 

**  We  have  no  doubt  similar  informalioii  wiU 
be  in  like  manner  at  the  dispoaal  of  Mr.  Lswii 
if  ke  thinks  he  can  make  any  use  of  it ;" 

and   has    such  information  been  sap- 
pHed? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  My  right 
hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to  answer  the 
Question.  The  information  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  alludes  was  imparted 
at  the  request  of  Mr.  Soames.  I  hare 
observed  in  the  House  more  than  ones 
that  the  Government  desire  so  far  aa  ia 
possible  to  deal  equally  bv  all  parties 
appearing  before  the  Comnussion.  Some 
information  has  been  supjdied  to  Mr. 
Lewis  in  the  manner  suggested. 

Mb.  MAG  NEILL:  Was  the  inf onna- 
tion  supplied  to  Mr.  Soames  supplied  by 
the  advice  of  the  first  law  officer  of  the 
Crown? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  informa- 
tion has  nothing  to  do  with  the  first 
law  olfioer  of  the  Crown.  Thd  Gtovem- 
ment  acted  in  accordance  with  what  th^ 
conceived  to  be  their  duty. 

MUNICIPAL    ELECTIONS    IN 
SCOTLAND. 

Mb.  EDMUND  EOBERTSON  (Dun- 
dee) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Lord  AdvocatOi 
what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  legislation  against 
corrupt  practices  at  municipal  eleotioas 
in  Scotland. 
♦MB.J.P.B.EOBEETSON:  Definite 
proposals  upon  this  important  matter 
have  been  under  consideration ;  but» 
having  regard  to  the  other  legiialative 
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eDgagementa  of  the  Government,  I  can-  Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUB :  No,  I  made 

not  at  present  gire  any  undertaking  on  no  eomment  as  to  whether  they  were 

the  subject.  right  or  wrong.     I  intended  to  indicate 

POLITICAL  PBI80NEE8.  *»"**  **»«  elaborate  claMifioationaooprding 
»r    T  A  T>i-vTT«TnBT.Ta  /XT  _.v        i.    X  *•*  luotiTe  has  hitherto  proved  impoa- 
Mb  LABOUCHEI^ (Northampton):  gible  to  oarrv  out. 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land whether,  pending  the  investigation  THE  POXSONBT  ESTATE, 
into  the  rules  observed  in  Irish  prison^  j^^,    CHANNING      (Northampton, 
he  will  use  his  influence  with  the  Lord  e.)  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
Lieutenant  to  induce  him  to  issue    a  for  Ireland  whether  his  attention  has 
Prisons  Order  in  CouncU  to  suspend  the  ^^een  caUed  to  a  letter  in  the  Fr0(^man'» 
rules    which    require    that  a  prisoner  journal,  of  13th  March,  in  which  Mr. 
having  Mmself  clean  clothes  and^  H.  H.  Townsend,  agent  for  the  syndi- 

^^  "w^hic 
Mtate,  de< 

jyndicate . ^  -^ .«  „—w  — ^ 

prisoners  to  be  furnished  with  -books ;  ^^t  purchase  their  holdings  or  other- 

to  provide  prisoners  who  are  accustomed  ^^j^e  settle  on  terms  proposed  by  the 

to  a  generous  diet  with  such  additions  Syndicate;   and  whether  he  wiU   draw 

to  the  pnson  dietary  as  may  be  advan-  ^^    attention  of    the  Land    Purchase 

tageous  to  their  health ;  and  to  separate  Commissioners    to    the    pressure    thus 

those  who  ajre  imprisoned  for  offences,  brought  to  bear  upon  the  tenants,  and 

the  motive  of  which  was  pohtical  rather  suggest  to  the  Commissioners  any  steps 

than  personal,  from  hardened  and  habi-  ^hi^h  may    protect  the  tenants  from 

tual  criminals  ?  practical  compulsion  ? 

^,^  ^'^-  ^^^^P^'     The  hon.  Mj^.  a^  j.  BALFOUR:  I  have  seen 

Member  s  Question  refers  to  more  than  ^.^e  letter  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 

one    kind  of  modification  of  exishng  alludes.      It  in    no  way    conveys  the 

prison  rules.    He  desires,  in  the  first  meaning  which  he  appears  to  attribute 

place,  to  make  prison  more  comfortable;  ^  it.    I  have  no  doubt  the  Land  Com- 

m  the  second  place,  to  draw  a  distinc  niission  will  take  note  of  any  circum- 

tion  between  prisoners  according  to  the  gtances  which  may  render  a  sale  under 

motives  which  have  actuated  them  ;  and  ^^e    Ashbourne    Act    inexpedient    or 

in  the  third  place,  to  carry  out  certain,  iUej^d. 

alterations  which   I    myself  suggested  ^ 

on  Wednesday  last.     As  the  object  of  YOUGHAL. 

all  imprisonment  is  to  deter  offenders,  Mb.  LANE  (Cork  Co.,  E.) :  I  beg  to 

I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  adequate  ask   the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix>vd 

grounds  for  adopting  the  first  of  his  lieutenant   of    Ireland,    whether   any 

proposals.      As  regards  the  second,  I  informations  were  sworn  indicating  a 

believe  all  efforts  at  classiMng  prisoners  probable  disturbance  of  the  peace  in  the 

according  to  the  motives  of  their  offences  town  of  Youghal  upon  any  one  of  the 

have  hitherto  proved  ineffectual,  and  I  anniversaries  of  the  death  of  O'Hanlon  ; 

certainly    cannot    embark     upon    any  if  there  were,  would  he  lay  them  upon 

undertaking  of  the  kind,  except  under  tiie  Table  of  the  House ;  and,  if  not, 

the    advice    of  competent  authorities,  would  he  state  upon  whose  application 

As  regards  the  third  suggestion,  how-  those  large  bodies  of  extra  pohce  were 

ever,  I  am  considering  whether  it  would  sent  to  xoughal  ? 

be  expedient  to  advise  the  Lord  lieu-  Mb.  A.  J.  BALEOUR :  I  have  not  had 

tenant  to  carry  out,  without  unneces-  time  to  obtain  a  report  on  the  subject, 

sary    delay,    the  ideas    which    I    laid  but  the   hon.   Member  must  be  aware 

before    the     House    the    day    before  that  the  police  do  not  require  a  sworn 

yesterday.  information  before    taking  precautions 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  Does  they  may  think  necessary  for  the  pre- 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman    wish      the  servation  of  the  public  peace. 
House  to  understand  that  the  provisions 

of  the  Prisons'  Act  of  1877,  classifying  PEMBA  AND  ZANZIBAR, 

prisoners  according    to    their  offences  Sib  JOHN    EENNAWAY  (Devon, 

have  proved  ineffectual  ?  Honiton) :    I  beg   to  ask  the    Under 
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Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  Her  Majesty's 
GoTemmenthaTe  consented  to  unite  with 
the  German  Goyemment  in  a  blockade 
of  the  islands  of  Pemba  and  Zanzibar, 
in  substitution  of  a  blockade  of  the 
eoast? 
♦The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  fob  foreign  AFFAIRS 
(Sir  James  Ferousson,  Manchester, 
N.E.) :  I  shall  be  much  obliged  if  my 
hon.  Friend  will  postpone  his  Question 
until  Monday. 

FATHER  M«FADDEX. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland  whether,  during  the  confine- 
ment of  Father  M'Fadden,  who  is  at 
present  a  prisoner  in  Derry  Gaol,  one 
warder  is  specially  told  off  to  guard  the 
prisoner ;  and,  if  so,  from  what  motive ; 
and  was  the  same  course  taken  when 
Father  Stephens  was  in  confinement  in 
the  same  prison,  at  the  same  time  as 
Father  MTadden,  awaiting  his  trial 
before  the  resident  magistrates  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFFOUR :  The  Prisons 
Board  inform  me  that  they  have  no 
official  knowledge  as  to  the  disposal  of 
the  prison  officers  by  the  goyemor  of 
any  prison  for  the  safe  keeping  of  those 
committed  to  his  charge.  The  govemor 
is  solely  responsible  for  the  custody  of 
his  prisoners,  and  is  bound  to  take  such 
steps  as  he  may  consider  necessary. 

THE  BAMFORD  POST  (OFFICE. 

Mb.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood):  I  bog  to  ask  the  Postmaster 
General,  if  the  vacancy  at  the  Post 
Office,  Bamford,  near  Rochdale,  has 
been  filled;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
appointment  has  been  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  wishes  of  the  principal 
inhabitants,  as  expressed  in  a  memorial 
forwarded  in  the  usual  way  ? 
*Mb.  RAIKES  :  Mrs.  Grindrod,  who 
is,  I  understand,  the  person  on  whose 
behalf  the  inhabitants  petitioned,  has 
been  nominated  Sub-Postmistress  at 
Bamford  and,  if  eligible  and  able  to 
perform  the  duties  of  the  office  in  a 
satifactory  manner,  she  will  in  due 
course  be  appointed. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF 
WORKS. 

Sib  J.  OOLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.} :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 

Sir  John  Kennatoay 


ber  for  the  Knatsford  DiTiaian  of 
Cheshire,  whether  tenders  for  the  con- 
struotion  of  a  portion  of  the  BlaekwiII 
Tunnel  scheme  hare  been,  or  were  to  be, 
opened  by  the  Metropolitaa  Board  of 
Works  on  this  day;  and,  whethaTi  in 
yiew  of  the  fact  that  thu  Board  will 
cease  to  exist  in  a  few  days'  time,  it  it 
their  intention  to  take  any  action  whidi 
will  oommit  the  Ooonty  Oonnoil  wxfh 
reference  to  such  tenders  f 

Mb.  TATTON  EGEBTON  :  In  answer 
to  the  Question  I  haTO  to  infonn  die 
hon.  Member  that  the  Board  haYe,  after 
a  discussion  of  two  hoars  and  a  halt 
opened  tenders  for  the  Blaokwall  Tiumel,. 
and  haye  approved  the  lowest.  They 
haye  sd  informed  the  contractor.  The 
contract  will  come  up  for  sealing  at  the 
next  meeting  of  the  Board. 

LoBD  B.  OHTTHOHILL  (PaddingtoD. 
S.):  May  I  ask  the  Preddent  of 
the  Local  Goyemment  Board,  whether, 
in  yiew  of  the  fact — and  notwith- 
standing his  strong  expression  of 
opinion  yesterday— that  we  Metro* 
politan  Board  of  Works  have  proceeded 
to  consider  tenders  for  this  project  and 
haye  accepted  one  of  them,  he  is  pre- 
pared, as  President  of  the  Local  Gkmm- 
ment  Board,  to  intimate  either  totibe 
Oounty  Council  or  to  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis  any  measures  wnioh  may 
be  'open  to  them  to  take  to  render 
absolutely  nugatory  what  appears  to  be 
a  yery  gross  c^use  of  authority  ? 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St  Paneras,  W.^ : 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
the  Motion  in  fayour  of  the  aooeptanoe 
of  this  tender  was  first  negatiyed,  but 
that  by  some  strange  ruling  it  was  put 
by  the  chairman  and  oarried ;  whether 
the  tender  accepted  is  £38,000  oyer  the 
estimate  formed  by  the  chief  eng^eer ; 
whether  the  contract  is  to  be  confirmed 
next  week ;  and  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  exercise  his  powers 
under  the  Act  to  arrest  this  shameless 
action. 

«Mu.  BITOHIE:  After  what  took 
place  last  night  I  at  once  caused  a  letter 
to  be  written  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.  It  is  to  the  effect  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Goyemment 
Board  wished  his  opinion  to  beconyeyed 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
that  action,  such  as  that  snggested, 
would,  in  the  circumstances,  be  yery 
inexpedient,  and  expressing  a  stzonff 
hope  that  the  Board  would  not  prooeea 
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to  bind  their  ■ucGessors  in  a  matter  of 
so  much  importance;  but  that  they 
would  leave  the  matter  open  for  the 
consideration  of  the  London  County 
Oouncil  on  their  resumption  of  office. 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  what  took  place 
other  than  that  of  which  the  House  has 
been  informed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Knutsford  Division  of  Cheshire.  I 
would  point  out,  in  reply  to  my  noble 
Friend,  that  section  109  (1)  of  the  Local 
Qt>Yernment  Act  is  as  follows — 

*' Subject  as  in  this  Act  mentioned,  the 
appointed  day  for  the  purposes  of  this 
shall,  in  each  county,  be  the  Ist  day  of  April 
next  after  the  passing  thereof,  or  such  otner 
day,  earlier  or  later  as  the  Local  Gx)Ternment 
Board  (but  after  the  election  of  County 
Councillors  for  such  county  on  the  application 
of  the  Proyisional  Council  or  County  Council) 
may  appoint,  either  generally  or  with  reference 
to  any  particular  provision  of  this  Act*  and 
different  days  may  be  appointed  for  different 
purposes  and  different  provisions  of  this  Act, 
whether  contained  in  the  same  section  or  in 
different  sections  or  for  different  counties." 

In  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  I 
think,  if  the  Local  Government  Board 
were  to  receive  from  the  Provisional 
Council  of  the  County  of  London  an 
application  to  advance  the  appointed 
day,  either  with  reference  to  this  par- 
ticular power  of  entering  into  contracts 
or  generally,  prior  to  the  contract 
being  sealed— which  I  understand  is  to 
take  place  on  Friday  next — it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  g^ve  such  application  their  most  care- 
ful consideration. 

Mr.  LA.W80N :  To  elicit  the  truth, 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Knutsford  Division  of  Cheshire 
whether  the  tender  accepted  by  the 
Board  was  for  £318,000,  and  that  the 
estimate  of  the  Chief  Engineer  was 
£280,000,  thus  making  a  difiTerence  of 
£38,000  between  the  estimate  and  the 
tender  ? 

Mb.  TATTON  EGERTON:  The  hon. 
Member's  figures  are  perfectlv  correct. 
But  I  should  like  to  remind  the  House 
that  the  estimates  of  the  Engineer  did 
not  include  the  liability  which  the  con- 
tractor has  to  undertake  of  any  accident 
taking  place  in  the  works,  which  are 
unprecedented  and  which  have  never 
been  tried  on  so  large  a  scale  before. 

Sir  J.  OOLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  Ac.) :  Did  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  receive  from  ih«  County 
Council  a  reqneat  not  to  aoeopt  tiie 
tender  P 


Mr.  TATTON  EGERTON :  Yes,  it 
is  so. 

Mr.  PICEERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Knutsford  Division  of  Cheshire, 
as  representing  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  whether  the  Board  will  post- 
pone the  consideraiion  of  any  further 
grants  of  pensions  to  officers  of  the 
Board,  and  leave  the  question  to  be 
decided  by  the  London  County  Council  P 

Mr.  TATTON  EGERTON  :  The 
Board  of  Works  have  no  further  appli- 
cations for  pensions  beyond  those  wmch 
are  on  the  Board's  agenda  paper  to-day, 
and  which  have  been  recommended  for 
approval. 

FIBST-OLASS    MISDEMEANANTS. 

Mr.  OHANNING  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De* 
partment  when  he  proposes  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  provide  that  persons  convicted 
of  offences  under  the  Vaccination  Acts,, 
or  of  obstructing  the  highway  by 
religious  services,  or  of  other  offences  of 
similar  character,  and  sentenced  to  a 
term  of  imprisonment,  should  be  treated 
as  first-  class  misdemeanants  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  should  have 
been  better  able  to  answer  the  Question 
if  the  hon.  Member  had  specified  ''the 
other  offences  "  which  he  considers  to 
be  of  a  '*  similar  character  "  to  offences 
under  the  Vaccination  Acts  and  the 
Highway  Acts.  The  magistrates  have 
already  the  power  of  largely  mitigating 
the  punishments  inflicted  on  summary 
conviction  of  substituting  a  fine  for  any 
imprisonment,  and  possibly  (althougn 
this  is  a  matter  of  doubt)  of  ordering 
the  offender  to  be  treated  as  a  first-class 
misdemeanant ;  and  I  wish  they  would 
use  those  powers  more  freely  in  some  of 
the  cases  which  the  hon.  Member  has  in 
view.  But  I  have  known  cases  under 
the  Vaccination  Acts  where  a  parent  ia 
guilty  of  cruelty  to  his  children  and 
selfisn  disregard  of  the  public  welfare, 
with  no  good  motive  whateyer;  and 
cases  under  the  Highway  Acts,  accom- 
panied by  riotous  conduct  and  serious 
public  nuisance,  which  are  not  deserving 
of  lenient  treatment ;  and  I  should  not 
be  prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  the 
sweeping  character  described  by  the 
hon.  (Gentleman  making  imprisonment 
as  a  first-class  misdemeanant  in  all  oases 
the  only  penalty  for  offences  of  that 
kind. 
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tiA  At*t^>fi4i9«  ^jtauffm,    vui!9ta4tf     u^'   tXie 

•^j^/    kTrjUfSEr    ','KyKk.LL     Sir 
Wil.  J  V     f.    i:C   fai-.  tAX2\su<JL^  tfv  rut  Obrc 

il//^V«/C  hu<:i  t:X  bttbttuit  t^^L  tut  ^lAru^C 
JuC^t  UOfcl  ;*  uu<ivuv*>^^;v  tnuVutVbd   V/ 

JuAV*;  BiAi9n*A   tutit   tut   ^'iti^    JutfUM 

M».  M  A<;  SKILL  'Kk:j*:  ig^yt  UiM 
i*/§  l)jJt  KrUi'/V*.!  '/f    t/*t  ^yh'x^f  Ju«ti««? 

H«>«;#«,-iifcr;r  vf  HtkUs  f'/r  t>j.t  O^l'^ibb  Lic 

M«r.  LMiOr/:ilEliE:  I  Ug  t/>  ask 
tliif  Fjr*l  Jy/H  of  tfj<9  TrhtJiury  whMihr 
Ita  in  t/tfti7tX\y  r^ififUA  iu  Ifamard^  vol. 
»yi2f  un^h   \,if*^j,  oij  tfj«»  l>«baie  upon 

iJ^ht  '/f  It  MJrj)i»t4;r  of  ihts  ()rowa  to 
iijovii  Ui'i  iiui»|H9fi«iOfj  of  ihii  12  o'clock 
rui« - 

"  'J'(i«  ol/jtt<;t  ifi  vinw  Willi  if/  Afford  tb4  oppor* 
Luiiiiy  f/f  <  J<i«JiJi£  M  |^r«&i  l)«:l/iiU  in  A  nmmnw 
wliH.li  w(/ijM  «:'/ii<]ijfxt  lo  the  {iTttytiT  f'oncliuion 
«/f  voiy  i^riLVis  iirid  iiifp'iiiiiiii  QufssUont,  it 
vy'/ijJ<]  lilt  ohvi'/iuly  iffipro|Ktr  thiit  th«  Miniater, 
or  Ui«  ll<:ifi)/Ar  f/f  th'i  OpiKinitiori,  who  h«4  to 
wiif'l  III!  M  vary  iiii|iori4iiit  ilubiiUi  «}iouid  tM  «z« 
|m/im:i1  l<(  thii  iii:(MwJty  of  crowding  hie  obMr- 
vttLioim  into  n  few  iiiinuUni:  " 

aii<I  wlittthor  ha  in  prAparad  Ui  aMurathe 
JloiiHo  (hat  tho  HUHpaimioii  of  the  12 
o'ftjfiok  riiltt  will  only  ho  luoTod  on  luoh 
onnafiioiiii  duriiifr  tha  praiient  SoMion  ? 

•TiiK  KIUHT  IXJIU)  OK  Till  TBEA- 
HIIUY  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith,  Strand, 
WantiniiiHtur) ;     I    havo    already  daalt 


viiL    \uh    ^AUBEUOL  o:    la^  Jiax. 

tlKUXKL    XL      deOKK 

uu^^ioxif  pa:  u  xor 
r«wtt:  il  iuk  xioi.. 
iL  be   ec   tua:  I  fizxxxreiy  deziy 
lint  1017  exi^iigenieir  witL  me 

2SU   src  i&aiitL     I  refazTBC  m  a. 

oeuuit  ITT  -vrcET  of  ninazzBaoL  of  iitt- 

uf  tut  pruTieiciL  of  tnt  5: 

ftiic    i:    wuiiid     obnonaiT 

bUBurc  lor  a  Miniarer  xc  dnrr  xc 

tXit  puver  tc  niDivf;  xc  anapanc 

irhx.  n^gard  xc  anppiT 

prf«9in    cundisionE     2£         _         _ 

zu'js:  uzgexi:  truaxneK  me  Sjdok  £k  u 

'xxxiaider. 

Mjb.  T.  iiJiinfS'jy  ♦jionoMwr  :  I 
bej^  1^  a«r  xiit  Fira:  Lord  of  xh«  lina- 
aunr  vLffiLer  it  i£  xhc:  intenxiat  of  ttife 
r7<>Te7iLixiex:t  to  introduof;  a  liiL  tbs 
fy»rt!'x'jL  to  axxiexid  tbf;  law  and  pmc&fle 
iit  r^jrard  to  tii€:  adminiaaHzian  of 
eataiet  in  tLt  Conn  of  CSmnoesT.  wi&, 
tlxt  rirv  of  prfrrentizig  tiic  ^tbk:  dalsr. 
azid  dlxxdri^iiizLg  tlie  beaTT  eoac  ac' 
frequently  attending  ancfa  adminiatzBtiiBi 
hi  iLat  Court :  and  whediar  be  irQI  eon- 
aider  tie  deairabilitr  of  iLavii 
official  Hetam  made  of  all 
oounbe  of  adzLinlBtration  in  the  Conn  of 
Oiancierj,  arid  of  taking  power  to  tra&a- 
fer  the  administration  of  any  aach 
estates  aa  maj  be  found  to  be  inaoilvBiix 
into  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  to  be  wound 
up  aooordxng  to  the  practioe  of  tbax 
Court  and  in  sight  of  the  public. 
«Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  The  Ootsri- 
ment  intend  to  deal  with  the  aubjaot  of 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  by  canyxng 
out  as  far  as  possible  the  reoommeiida- 
tions  of  the  Committee  presided  orer  by 
the  Master  of  the  Bolu,  whose  Beport 
is  on  the  Table  of  the  House ;  but  we 
are  not  at  present  able  to  aay  whether 
legislation  will  become  neoesaary  to  gire 
full  effect  to  those  recommendationa. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  which  requires  much  oon- 
sideration,  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  be 
communicated  with. 

COUBSE  OF  BUSINEflS. 

1.  BXZTON:  ^th  refiBtonoe  to 
the  oair'^^i&iihftiBBMih  I  wish  to 
call 
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"  Fkrliamcsitary  Kotioet,  House  of  Ckmimoni, 
Frida^r,  March  16. 

Notioefl  of  MotioiiB. 
At  half-patt  3  o'clock. 


temipted  under  the  Standinf  Order  '  8iiting8 
of  the  House ' 

<*lfr.  W.  H.  8mith,»That  so  much  of 
Standing  Order  11  as  requires  that  the  question 
ehaU  he  proposed  '  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leaye  the  Chair'  he  suspended  this  day;  and 
that  the  proyisions  of  Standing  Order  66  he 
•extended  to  this  day's  sitting  of  the  Committee 
■of  Supply." 

Ab  there  is  no  Notice  of  the  Motion  in 
the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
either  upon  the  notice  of  proceedings 
circulated  to  hon.  Members  or  on  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  now  in  our  possession, 
I  beg  to  ask  whether  those  notices  are 
mere  inventions  of  the  TSmss,  or  whether 
there  is  any  reason  to  belieye  that  any 
intermediary  between  the  GoTemment 
and  the  Timsi  has  forged  them. 

«Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  anything  except  that  which 
appears  on  the  Papers  of  the  House.  I 
have  no  idea  how  these  notices  appeared 
in  the  Tima  newspaper. 

^THE   MURDER   OF   INSPECTOR 
MARTEN. 

Mr.  MAONEILL  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  whether  he 
will  fulfil  the  promise  given  yesterday, 
and  say  how  many  persons  have  been 
arrested  in  connection  with  the  murder 
of  District  Inspector  Martin? 

M&.  MADDEN :  Thirty-eight  persons 
were  arrested,  and  eiUier  20  or  21 
were  subsequently  discharged.  Of 
those  discharged  one  has  since  been 
re-arrested,  having  since  been  identified 
as  one  of  the  assailants  of  Mr.  Martin. 
These  figures  include  all  arrests. 

CAPTAIN  SEGRAVE. 

Dn.  TANNEB  (Cork,  Mid.) :  Ibeff  to 
ask  the  Ghief  Secretary  what  has  be- 
oome  of  Oaptain  Segrave,  the  hero  of 
Mitdielstown,  who  hfw  been  absent  from 
Ills  duties  ever  since  I  brought  his  con- 


duct before  the  consideration  of  the 
HouB«? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB:  Oaptain 
Segrave  has  been  on  leave,  and  he  will 
not  be  called  upon  to  perform  his  magis- 
terial duties  again  until  we  have  received 
information  from  the  Oape  on  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Db.  tanner  :  Oould  not  a  wire  be 
sent  to  the  Cape  to  find  if  Oaptain 
Segrave  was  not  dismissed  from  his  post 
there? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUH:  Documents 
cannot  be  transferred  by  wire,  and  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  Oaptain  Segrave  to 
take  any  final  action  without  such  docu- 
ments. 

Mb.  MAONEILL:  I  have  before 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  these 
documents  can  be  found  at  No.  26« 
Victoria  Street,  Westminster,  the  office 
of  the  Agent-General  for  Oape  Oolony 
in  London. 

Db.  TANNEB:  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies 
whether  tJie  columns  of  the  Cape  OautU 
will  be  placed  at  my  disposal  in  order 
that  I  may  point  out  to  the  Ohief 
Secretary  the  date  of  Oaptain  Segrave's 
dismissal? 

Babon  H.  de  WOBMS  :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  notice  of  his 
Question. 

NAVY  (EFFECTIVE  SHIPS  OF  WAR). 

Betums  ordered,    <<  arranged    under 

the  following  Olasses,  showing  for  each 

Olass  the  number,  tonnage,  and  cost  of 

the  Effective  Ships  of  the  Boyal  Navy— 

1.  Afloat  on  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1889; 

2.  Standard  of  strength  of  Navy 
decided  upon ; 

3.  Bequired  to  bring  present  numbe 
up  to  proposed  standard ; 

4.  Bequired  in  five  years  to  replace 
loss  by  depreciation,  &o.; 

and,  assumiuff  that  financial  provision 
for  deficiency  DC  spread  over  a  period  of 
years,  the  number,  tonnage,  and 
estimated  cost  of  ships  to  be  built 
between  the  1st  day  of  April,  1889, 
and  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1894. 
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V'^U.    T>M  f'M^mnn  to  Im  totAl24d  for  CI^jiMfl  u  ifaowr  for  B«tBm  Xo.  1. 


Bjrrusy  No.  3, 

MamM    r«aA*,  UmnuM-,  ibnd  iipMd  of  the  Shx^  Afloat  in  th«  Rqjal  XATjron  tiM  Ui  dajf  oT 
J^titiJ^ff.  IWj,  hni  irhtch,  b^iA^  obfloUte  in  tjp<  or  speed,  are  not  incinded  in  tiie  "  <g«oUf  **' 


U^..  MM.  Tonr^..  flp^.         j^^^^^J^d.         .^loJS 


■lAllOIMd 


Note.— To  be  amnged  under  the  cleiiififration  adopted  in  Betura  Ko.  1. 
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Stktemant  of  Ui«  NkT>l  Eipenditnre  on  Shipbuilding  kndBapura,  &o.,  in  the  fi>«  7«ar>  ending 
<m  th*  31(t  dft7  of  Huah  1179  tad  ths  tour  j«*r*  ending  on  the  Slit  day  of  March  tSBS,  oompMad 
witb  tha  propoied  EipenditnT*  for  the  B*e  yean  ending  on  the  Slit  day  of  Much  1893 :  — 
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Britiih  Navy,  irith  tha  nnmboi  of  Sbipa,  eithei  efteotiTe  or  bailding,  or  abont  to  be  built  of 
ootteaponding  Clatse*  in  Frenoh,  Knadan,  German,  and  Italian  Nariea  in  1894; — 
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country  has  a  right  to  expect  from  her 
efiforts  and  saorifioes.  But  how  under 
such  a  By  stem  can  we  expect  to  escape 
what  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
himself  described  as  the  scandal  of  recent 
disclosures  of  mismanagement?  The 
First  Lord  said  rightly  that  the  respon- 
i^ibility  of  undertaking  expenditure 
must  be  with  the  Goyernment,  but  of 
course,  the  Oovemment  must  rely  to  a 
large  extent  on  their  subordinate  and 
permanent  officers.  No  one  has  been 
dismissed  for  the  recent  scandals  that 
have  occurred,  and  it  is  said  that  you 
cannot  dismiss  these  permanent  men 
because  you  gave  them  more  to 
do  than  they  could  possibly  ac- 
complish. Whose  fault  was  that 
unreasonable  expectation  ?  And  who 
ought  to  have  set  it  right?  Why,  of 
course,  the  head  of  the  Department. 
But  you  cannot  reasonably  blame  him, 
as  you  never  gave  him  time  to  become 
thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  work  of 
the  Department  and  with  its  officials. 
He  cannot  judge  what  his  men  can  do, 
or  the  fitness  of  those  under  him  to  do 
certain  work.  The  country  has  never 
grudged  the  necessary  payment  for  a 
good  Navy,  but  it  does  grudge  the  large 
Bums  which  are  admitted  on  all  hands 
to  be  absolutely  wasted,  admittedly 
without  giving  us  satisfactory  results. 
If  the  present  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  been  allowed  in  1871  to 
carry  out  those  reforms  in  local  govern- 
ment which  he  had  got  his  hands  upon, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax,  who  already  knew  the 
details  and  ropes  of  the  Admiralty,  had 
been  allowed  to  carry  on  and  carry  for- 
ward the  reforms  initiated  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  it  is  not 
unreasonable  to  suppose  that  we  should 
not  have  been  kept  waiting  18  years 
afterwards  for  the  necessary  reforms  in 
both  those  Departments.  I  do  not 
want  to  depreciate  the  improvement 
which  those  statesmen  effected  in  their 
respective  Departments  ;  indeed,  in  that 
which  I  understand  best,  my  right  hon.* 
Friend  the  Member  for  Halifax  laid  the 
foundation  for  future  reforms  in  the 
local  government  of  the  country,  but  it 
stands  to  reason  that  he  would  have 
been  able  to  carry  matters  much  further 
had  he  not  been  forced  to  commence  by 
studying  the  details  of  what  to  him  was 
an  entirely  new  Department.  But,  alas 
ivT  the  country's    interests,  the  present 

Mr.  Raihhone 


Ohancellor  of  the  Exdhequer  was  in  the 
Cabinet  in  order  of  promotion  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Halifax ;  and  the  management  of 
our  Navy  was  considered  a  Department 
of  greater  dignity  with  higher  emolameDt 
than  the  Local  GovemmentBoard.  There- 
fore, in  justice  to  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  was  placed  in  the  de- 
partment of  which  he  was  comparatiTaly 
ignorant,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
for  Halifax  was  placed  in  a  Department 
of  which  he  was  comparatively  ignorant^ 
because  the  Department  on  which  tke 
health  and  good  government  of  the 
country  depend  is  considered  of  seoon- 
dary  dignity,  importance,  and  emola- 
ment  to  the  Navy,  Army,  fto.  I  repeat^  it 
was  in  personal  justice  to  an  indiTidoal 
that  that  transfer  was  made.  Bnt 
where  was  justice  to  the  country  in  this 
transfer,  and  is  not  the  system  pernicious 
which  places  personal  justice  to  the 
individual  in  conflict  with  justice  to  the 
interests  of  the  nation  ?  Well  now,  to 
take  a  case  from  the  Oonservative  side. 
I  had  the  honour  of  sitting  for  three 
years  in  the  1874  Parliament  under  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bristol,  on  a  Committee  to  enquire  into 
the  Local  Government  and  taxation  of 
towns  in  Ireland.  We  soon  found  that 
the  question  could  not  be  considered 
without  taking  the  question  of  the 
whole  Local  Government  of  Ireland 
into  consideration,  and  the  different 
areas  and  duties  of  Local  Government 
were  so  confused  and  overlapping  that 
it  was  impossible  to  consider  the  urban 
apart  from  the  rural  side  of  the 
question.  We  sat  for  three  seaaionB, 
the  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Irelan 
showing  as  chairman  patience,  im- 
partiality, and  a  thorough  devotion  to 
the  work,  which  won  for  mm  the  eeteem 
and  confidence  of  both  sides  of  the  Oom* 
mittee.  The  evidence  showed  an  un- 
expected amount  of  scope  and  capacity 
for  Local  Government  in  Ireland,  and 
led  to  a  report  upon  which,  undoubtedly, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have 
been  able  to  found  a  Bill  at  onoe 
liberal  and  safe  for  the  Local  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  which  might  if 
adopted  then  have  done  much  to  engmffe 
the  attention  of  the  active  spirits  m 
Ireland  in  Local  Government,  given 
them  an  opportunity  of  repreaenting 
effectually  their  interests  and  opinions 
without    tumult    or   disturbance^    and 
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would  thus  ^haye  gone  very  far,  I 
believe,  in  training  them  for  self-govern- 
ment  and  in  preserving  order.  But 
Lord  Oamarvon  retired  just  then  from 
the  Colonial  office;  and  the  Chief 
Secretaryship  for  Ireland,  which 
probably  has  been  for  many  years  the 
most  important  and  difficult  office  in 
the  ministry,  was,  as  it  constantly  has 
been,  treated  as  an  office  of  secondary 
dignity  and  ilnportance.  The  very  fact 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having 
ahown  great  ability  and  devotion  to  the 
office  marked  him  out  for  promotion,  as 
it  is  considered,  from  the  Government 
of  Ireland  to  the  Government  of  our 
distant  Colonies.  He  was  transferred 
therefore  to  the  Colonial  office  as  a 
matter  of  justice  to  him,  and  Mr.  James 
Lowther  was  appointed  to  succeed  him 
•at  the  Irish  office,  and  nothing  came  of 
the  labours  of  that  important  Com- 
mittee. But  where,  I  ask  again, 
was  the  justice  to  the  interests  of 
the  nation  in  that  transfer?  Did 
it  produce  compensating  benefits 
in  the  Colonies?  It  became  my  duty 
subsequently,  in  order  to  support  an 
Amendment  which  I  carried  against  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  read  up 
thoroughly  papers  connected  with  our 
African  policy  and  the  initiation  of  the 
Zulu  War.  rot  that  policy,  as  Colonial 
BecretaiT  at  the  time  it  oommenced, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks  Beach,  the  right 
faon.  Member  for  West  Bristol  was 
officially  responsible.  It  was  perfectly 
evident  from  his  despatches  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  instinct  was  that 
that  War  would  be  a  mistake ;  but  being 
new  in  his  office,  he  contented  himself 
with  strongly  and  repeatedly  cautioning 
Sir  Bartle  Frere ;  but,  new  and  inex- 
perienced in  his  office,  he  did  not  feel 
suffi  'ient  oonfidenee  in  his  own  judgment 
to  r^Htrain  Sir  Bartle,  and,  after  strong 
and  repeated  cautions,  gave  him  a  free 
hanr).  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  no  doubt,  thoueht 
that  the  Government  at  home  did  not  feel 
oonfi«lence  in  themselves,  bat,  as  he 
always  did  feel  absolutely  oonfident  in 
his  own  views,  he  went  to  war.  No  one 
now  believes  in  the  wisdom  of  the  Zulu 
Wai\  and  to  it  may  be  traced  all  the 
troii^'ie  which  followed  in  South  Africa 
and  which  contiaaeB  to  trouble  us  there 
now.  I  firmly  believe  that  these 
troiii>*A8  in  South  Africa,  as  well  as  those 
in  1m  hnd,  from  bothofwbich  we  are  still 
«ttt1Vi  ing,  might  have  been  averted  by  a 


consistent  policy,  had  not  the  affairs  of 
the  two  departments  been  in  the  hands 
of  Ministers  new  to  them.  I  refer  any 
Member  who  wishes  to  convince  himself 
of  the  truth  of  what  I  have  stated 
to  the  Official  Despatches  of  1878- 
79  on  South  Africa.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  by  further  in- 
stances, but  I  will  appeal  to  any  man 
who  has  watched  the  course  of  appoint- 
ments and  promotion  on  our  Parlia- 
mentary Executive  on  both  sides  during 
the  last  20  years,  whether  he  could  not 
point  to  instance  after  instance  in  which 
appointments  to  office  or  promotion  have 
been  fettered,  and  consequently  injudi- 
cious, under  the  present  system.  Of  course 
I  know  that  it  may  be  argued  in  reply  to 
what  I  have  said  that  it  is  very  import- 
ant to  prevent  the  Public  Departments 
of  this  country  getting  into  a  groove, 
and  that  a  fresh  hand  coming  into  a 
Department  from  time  to  time  introduces^ 
fresh  life  into  it.  But  I  may  point  out  that 
the  experience  of  late  years  shows  that 
under  a  democratic  constitution,  such  as 
we  enjoy,  changes  of  Government  will 
be  quite  sufficiently  frequent  not  only  to 
ensure  the  infusion  of  fresh  energy,  bat 
to  make  it  very  difficult  to  secure  states- 
men in  the  different  Departments  with 
sufficient  Parliamentary  experience  and 
knowledge  of  the  work  of  our  public 
offices  as  Ministers  of  State.  It  would 
be,  of  course,  absurd  to  contend  that 
Ministers  must  be  always  confined  to  or 
have  a  vested  interest  in  the  Department 
in  which  they  began  official  life.  The 
talents  developed  by  men  in  office,  and 
the  needs  of  the  public  service,  will 
frequently  require  such  changes,  par- 
ticularly in  men  of  exceptional  brilli- 
ancy, who  may  become  Prime  Ministers, 
but  it  should  not  be  the  rule  to  move 
men  about  from  place  to  place  without 
ever  a  chance  of  acquiring  thorough 
knowledge  of  the  work  of  the  Depart- 
ments and  of  the  men  under  them 
who  have  to  carry  out  the  work, 
and  whose  work  and  promotion  thej 
have  to  apportion  and  direct.  Surely 
such  is  not  work  to  be  entrusted  to  men 
inexperienced  and  ignorant — to  mere  ap- 
prentioes  in  the  department.  I  think  it 
will  astonish  anyone  who  will  take  oat 
as  I  have  done,  in  the  paper  which  I  hold 
in  my  hand,  the  changes  that  have  taken 
place  in  the  occupants  of  the  different 
offioea  when  the  same  party  is  in  power, 
to  see  how  men  have  been  moved  aboat 
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from  office  to  offiooi  hardly  any  of  them 
having  been  allowed  to  retain  the  same 
office  long  enough  to  become  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  and  exercised  in  the 
duties  they  have  to  perform.  The  Oon- 
servatives  quitted  office  in  1868,  and  re- 
turned in  1874.  We  find  only  five  offices 
were  filled  by  the  same  men  in  1874  as 
in  1868,  while  13  had  new  chiefs,  and  in  8 
cases  there  had  been  more  than  one 
change  of  office  during  the  same  time. 
The  Liberals  left  office  m  1874  and  re- 
turned in  1 880.  Only  two  Ministers, 
including  the  Premier,  returned  to 
their  former  offices,  while  1 6  offices  had 
new  chiefs,  and  in  no  less  than  16  cases 
had  there  been  more  than  one  change  of 
office  during  these  few  years.  The  Con- 
servatives loft  office  in  1880,  and  re- 
turned in  1885.  Here  again,  only  two  men 
returned  to  their  previous  offices,  while 
16  offices  had  new  chiefs,  and  in  4  cases 
there  had  been  more  than  one  change  of 
office  in  the  period.  The  Liberals  left 
office  in  1885,  and  returned  the  very  next 
year ;  yet,  after  that  short  interval, 
only  three  returned  to  their  old 
offices,  and  15  had  new  chiefs. 
The  Conservatives  left  office  and  n»- 
tumed  to  it  in  the  same  year,  1886, 
but  only  six  of  them  returned  to  their 
previous  offices,  while  in  one  year  12 
out  of  18  offices  were  placed  under 
new  chiefs.  Is  it  possible  to  conceive 
that  the  affairs  of  even  an  ordinary 
business — let  alone  the  vast  and  com- 
plicated concerns  of  this  great  Empire — 
could  be  successfully  managed  with  so 
little  of  that  thoroughness  of  training  or 
completeness  of  knowledge  as  can  alone 
be  possessed  by  men  who  serve  some 
time,  instead  of  being  thus  rapidly 
moved  from  one  office  to  another,  appa- 
rently hardly  ever  placed  again  in  the 
same  office,  hardly  ever  having  any 
chance  of  understanding  their  work 
thoroughly?  Is  it  to  be  wondered  at 
that  our  legislation  is  the  constant 
theme  of  contemptuous  comment  by 
our  Judges,  or  that  the  country  is  con- 
stantly exposed  to  dangers  and  diffi- 
culties which  nothing  but  the  tenacity, 
energy,  and  spirit  of  her  people  have 
succeeded  in  fighting  her  through,  not 
under  the  wise  guidance  of,  but  in  spite 
of  the  superficial,  hasty,  incomplete 
legislation  and  administration  of,  the 
Government  of  this  country.  It  may 
seem  somewhat  presumptuous  in  one 
who  has  not  been  a  Minister,  and  who, 
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not  having  entered  Parliament  till  Y» 
was  60,  hfu  never  oonaidered  himself  fit 
to  be  a  Minister,  to  ventiire  to  oriticus 
the  formation  of  the  ExecntiTe,  and  tiia 
conditions  under  which  they  are  ex- 
pected to  work ;  but  it  is,  aooording  to 
the  old  proverb,  the  lookers-on  who 
often  see  more  of  the  play  than  the 
actors  themselves,  and  those  who  have 
felt  how  very  superficial  and  imperfeoi 
our  present  system  is,  are  natorally 
led  to  study  the  cause  of  those  defects. 
I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  Honss^ 
or  I  could  give  other  instanoes  of 
the  strange  way  in  which  Ministers  ars 
by  both  parties  placed  in  the  offioss 
of  which  they  have  least  experience, 
thus  throwing  away  all  the  advantagss 
of  their  knowledge  and  training  pre- 
viously acquired.  In  former  days,  wnen 
men  came  very  young  into  the  House 
and  were  put  young  into  under- Secre- 
taryships, there  might  be  an  adrantage 
in  giving  men  of  exceptional  ability  and 
genius  the  experience  of  several  Depart- 
^  ments ;  but  now  that  the  affairs  ox  the 
country  have  become  vast  and  oompli- 
cated,  and  when,  unfortunately,  few  men 
are  taken  into  the  Executive  sufficiently 
young  to  g^ve  time  to  serve  an  appren* 
ticeship  to  one  Executive  office  after 
another,  the  practical  result,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say,  is  a  most  superfioial  and 
inefficient  way  of  carrying  on  the  bnai* 
ness  of  the  country  and  of  its  depen- 
dencies. The  opinions  I  have  expressed 
are  not  confined  to  men  like  myself, 
who  have  never  held,  or  sought  to  hold^ 
office.  I  have  discussed  the  subject  fre- 
quently with  men  on  both  the  front 
Benches,  and  I  have  rarely  found  any 
who  have  defended  the  present  system 
of  moving  men  about  so  rapidly  and 
putting  the  round  peg  into  the  square 
hole  and  the  square  peg  into  the  round 
hole.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  found 
those  men  who  are  most  anxious  to  serve 
their  country  and  to  do  their  work 
thoroughly,  complain  bitterly  of  the 
injury  to  the  country  and  to  their 
chances  of  serving  it  with  credit  to 
themselves,  owing  to  their  havine  been 
moved  so  rapidly,  even  where  it  was 
nominally  promotion,  and  just  when 
they  were  beginning  to  feel  that  they 
were  learning  the  work  of  their  depart- 
ment and  saw  their  opportunity  of  doing 
good  work  in  it.  Many  Members  A 
this  House  will  remember  the  satirical 
reply  of   Mr.  Disraeli  (who  could  not 
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resist  a  good  hit  at  even  his  own  acts), 
when  remonstrated  with  by  a  man  who 
understood  Looal  Goyemment,  but  knew 
nothing  of  trade,  and  whom  he  offered  to 
make  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
''Welly  I  suppose  you  know  as  much 
about  trade  as  the  First  Lord  does 
about  ships."  By  the  Eesolution  I  am 
about  to  move  I  maintain  that  it  is  de- 
sirable at  any  rate  to  remove  difficulties 
arising  out  of  personal  claims  for  pro- 
motion, from  uie  path  of  the  Minister 
who  has  to  decide  who  is  to  be  placed 
at  the  head  of  any  vacant  department. 
With  this  object  I  contend  that  all  the 

great  departments  of  State  except  those 
eld  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  Prime 
Minister,  should,  as  regards  salary  and 
dignity,  be  put  on  an  equal  footing,  and 
that  we  should  remove  the  most  absurd 
anomaly  of  all,  that  of  treating  such 
offices  as  that  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment, the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  upon  whom  depend  the  in- 
ternal good  government  of  England,  or 
that  of  the  Uhief  Secretary  of  Ireland, 
upon  whose  devoted  head  most  of 
the  important  departments  of  Irish 
Administration  are  concentrated,  as 
secondary  departments  of  the  State, 
only  to  be  held  by  men  till  they 
have  tried  their  'prentice  hand  upon 
them,  and  shown  sufficient  ability  to 
be  transferred  to  some  more  dignified 
and  higher-paid  office,  and  their  places 
supplied  by  some  raw  hand  who  has  to 
practise  upon  them  as  the  corpus  vile  of 
the  Constitution.  I  do  not,  for  a  moment, 
suggest  or  believe  that  it  is  the  differ- 
ence in  the  pecuniary  value  of  the 
different  offices  that  produces  the  evil 
I  complain  of.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
our  Statesmen  would  prefer  an  office  of 
higher  dignity  and  importance  at  a 
sacrifice  of  pecuniary  emolument.  But 
the  difference  of  salary  is  held  to 
denote  a  difference  of  dignity  and  im- 
portance in  the  several  offices ;  and  it  is 
that  difference  of  dignity  and  import- 
ance that  causes  the  supposed  necessity 
for  what  is  considerea  due  promotion 
from  one  to  the  other.  I  will  just  sum 
up  the  present  position  of  the  twelve 
most  important  State  Departments  as 
they  have  been  handed  down  from  time 
immemorial,  without  material  ohange. 
There  are  five  Secretaries  of  State,  a 
Krst  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  each  receiving 
X5,000  a  year;  the  First  Lord  of  the 


Admiralty,  £4,5C0.  [Sir  G.  Tbevblyaw  r 
And  a  house.] — ^The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  £4,426.  [Sir  G.  Tm- 
YELYAN  :  He  has  a  house  also.]  And 
the  Presidents  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
Education — who  do  not  have  houses — 
each  with  salaries  of  £2,000  a  year.  It 
cannot  be  for  a  moment  contended  that, 
in  thiscommercial  country,  with  its  dense- 
population,  vast  and  complicated  in- 
terests and  problems,  the  Ministers  who 
are  to  direct  the  Boards  of  Trade,  of 
Looal  Gbvemment,  and  of  Education  are 
of  less  importance  than  the  Secretaries 
of  the  Colonies,  &c.,  or  that  the  office  of 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ,  who  is  at  once 
Home  Secretary,  President  of  the  Local 
Board,  and  chief  of  a  number  of  impor- 
tant offices  all  rolled  into  one,  requires^ 
a  less  able  man  at  the  head  of  it,  or  is  of 
less  importance  than  the  office  of  Homo 
Secretary  or  ISecretary  of  the  Admiralty 
or  the  Navy;  and,  again,  no  one  wiU 
contend  that  for  England  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Navy  is  a  less  difficult  or 
less  important  department  than  the^ 
J  management  of  the  Army.  To  equalize- 
I  all,  leaving  present  total  cost  the  same,, 
would  reduce  them  to  an  average  of 
£4, 1 60  a  year,  while  to  level  up  and 
give  each  £5,000  a  year  would  add  only 
£10,000  to  the  payment  of  those  who  are 
responsible  for  the  economical  and  effi- 
cient expenditure  of  about  £60,000,000 
a  year.  We  ought  to  do  one  or  other,  to 
make  it  more  easy  than  it  is  now  to* 
place  in  each  Department  the  best  man 
for  it,  and  to  keep  him  there  so  long 
as  he  is  the  best  man  for  it,  and  no^ 
longer.  The  payment  of  the  heads  of 
our  great  Departments  has  been  hitherto 
liberal,  but  not  excessive,  as  compared* 
with  the  payment  for  work  requiring 
similar  ability  elsewhere.  The  manager 
of  a  great  railroad  and  of  other  large 
establishments  gets  about  the  same- 
salary  permanently  that  the  Minister  at 
the  head  of  the  Navy  gets  temporarily;; 
but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  int 
autocratic  Bussia  and  in  democratic 
France  and  America,  you  have  men 
growing  rich  in  office  and  by  office,, 
notoriously,  from  corruption  and  con- 
nection with  the  Stock  Exchange,  and 
any  one  who  knows  the  frightful, 
waste  of  public  money  and  mismanage- 
ment  and  disaster  which  have  in  those- 
countries  arisen  from  their  system  will 
be  most  anxious  to  avoid  anything  of 
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the  same  nature    here.    As  a  man  of 
business,  if  the  business  were  my  own, 
I  can  only  say  that  I  should  consider  un- 
due parsimony  in  these  matters  as  waste 
and  not  true  economy.   I  wish  to  repeat 
that  I  do  not  pretend  to  find  fault  with 
the  Prime  Ministers    of  great  ability, 
Oonservative  as    well  an  Liberal,  who 
have  during  the  last  20  years  presided 
over  the  Government  of  this  country. 
The  blame  attaches  to  the  system  which 
they  have    inherited,    and    which  has 
interfered  with  the  free  exercise  of  their 
discretion  and  judgment,  to  an  extent  of 
which  they  and  other  men  brought  up 
under  this  system   are  perhaps  them- 
selves hardly  aware.     Of  course  it  is  not 
desirable  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  interfere  with  the  discretion  of 
the  Ftime  Minister  in  the  appointments 
of  the  several  departments,  but  what  we 
can  do,  and  ought  to  do,  is  to  remove 
from  his   path    personal  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  his  selecting  for  a  particular 
appointment  the  best   man.    We  may 
facilitate  this  by  putting  all  the  higher 
Executive  Offices  of  the  State,  except  of 
course  those  of  the  Eh'ime  Minister  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  on  the  same  level  as  to 
standing  and  emolument.     But  there  is 
•another  evil  and  a  growing  one  in  the 
^oondition  under   which    the    duties  of 
Ministerial  Offices  are  now  discharged. 
I  need  only  say  a   single   word,   for 
everyone  admits  the  evil,   but  almost 
•everyone    submits    to*    it.      I     mean 
the  great  and  growing  evil  of  expecting 
that  Ministers  are  not  only  to  attend  to 
the  increasingly  heavy  duties  which  are 
placed  upon  them  as  the  Executive  of 
this  country,  but  also  to  undertake  out- 
•of- doors    an    immense   and  increasing 
amount  of  public  speaking,  absolutely 
incompatible  with  the  proper  discharge 
of  their  departmental  and  Parliamentary 
work.    The  talents  and  genius  of  our 
first-class   statesmen     are     a    national 
treasure,  and  too  valuable  to  be  wasted 
by  this  absurd  practice.     When  Minis- 
ters and  Members  of  Parliament  made 
-only  one  speech  a  year  to  their  consti- 
tuents, they    put  all  they  had  to  say 
about  their  department  or  about  politics 
carefully  into  it.      The  speeches  were 
worth  reading,  and  were  read,  and  were 
the  source  of  most  of  the  political  eduea- 
tion  of  the  country ;  but  who  can  read, 
does  read,  or  would  be  profited  by  read- 
ing, all  the  voluminous  and  superfiioal 
talk  and  violent  abuse  that  have  taken  the 
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place  of  these  valuable  political  speecherf 
Of  course,  eveiy  place  likes  to  have  a 
great  man  come  and  talk  to  it ;  bat  this, 
their  amusement,  is  at  the  expense  of  the 
political  education  of  the  country,  which 
is  becoming  as  superficial  and  impover- 
ished as  the  administration  of  the 
countiy  is  becoming  enfeebled  by  this 
severe  drain  on  the  power  of  our  states- 
men. It  is  not  a  question  that  this 
House  can  legislate  upon;  we  cannot 
give  a  Minister  or  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment a  month's  imprisonment,  eren  as  a 
first-class  misdemeanant,  for  neglecting 
his  duties  to  go  on  the  stump ;  bat  we 
can  protest — and  I  think  it  is  a  duty  to 
protest — against  a  practice  which  de- 
moralises and  weakens  the  efficiency  of 
the  administrative  and  leg^slatiTe 
powers  of  the  Executive  and  Parlia* 
ment. 

Mb.    HOWOBTH    (Salford,    8.) :  I 
rise  with  great  pleasure  to  aecond  the 
Besolution  which  has  been  moved  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oamar- 
vonshire  (Mr.  Rathbone),  and  I  do  so 
with  more    pleasure,   because    he  has 
carefully,   as  he  always  does,  avoided 
any  party  or  political  controversy,  and 
has  divested  the  question  of  evei^ihing 
except  those  matters  which  are  interest- 
ing to  us  all.    It  seems  to  me  that  any 
one  who  reads  carefully  the  history  oi 
the  changes  of  Ministry  in  this  oountiy 
since  the  great  French  war  can  come  to 
no  other  conclusion  than  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  made  out  his  case  most  com- 
pletely against  a  system  which  inevit- 
ably leaves  the  choice  of  men  to  fill 
great  posts  to  be  made,  not  on  account 
of  the  aptitude  or  special  knowledge  of 
the  persons  selected,  but  simplj  because 
there  has  been  arranged  a  heirarchy  of 
offices  which  renders  it  necessary  to  give 
a  man  a  particular  amount  of  prestige 
when  he  is  asked  to  join  a  government 
Under  such  a  condition  of  things  yon 
cannot  avoid,  and  you  inevitab^  have 
in  many  cases,  the  appointment  of  men 
who  are  neither  fitted  by  their  antece- 
dents, or  by  special  gifts,  to  fill  the  poafes 
to  which  they  are  appointed.    Now  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  requires  a  peoaliarly 
elastic    Parliamentary     conscience    tc 
justify    the      putting,    in    tiiis    wi^i 
of     tiie     round     men     into     sqoare 
holes.    There  is  no  doubt  that  a  round 
man  may  be  put  into  a  square  hole  and 
that  he  is  put  into  one  very  fireqnenthr» 
but  it  can  only  be  done,  to  ase  {he 
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words  of  a  worthy  neighbour  of  mine, 
on  the  condition  that  he  is  a  very  soft 
man.  A  man  of  ordinary  spirit  and 
knowledge  would  refuse  to  be  bound  by 
the  conditions  of  such  a  choice,  which  in 
reality  must  be  intolerable  and  irksome 
to  him  beyond  measure.  Moreoyer,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  remedy  suggested 
is  one  that  is  easy  in  form  and  perfectly 
applicable  in  practice,  and  that  it  has 
other  advantages  besides  those  referred 
to  by  my  hon.  Friend.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  one  of  the  g^eat  evils  in 
this  country  at  the  present  moment  is 
that  the  permanent  officials  have 
necessarily  imposed  upon  them  a  greater 
weight  than  they  ouffht  to  have  in 
shaping  the  policy  of  the  country.  Of 
course,  that  is  necessary  under  a  system 
by  which  men  are  appointed  to  posts 
with  regard  to  which  they  have  no 
direct  or  special  knowledge.  It  is 
obvious  that  in  such  cases  they  must 
depend  upon  the  permanent  officials.  It 
is  inconvenient  and  not  Democratic  in 
the  best  sense  of  the  word,  that  Ministers 
in  many  instances  should  for  a  long 
period  after  their  appointment  be  under 
the  necessity  of  shaping  their  views  not 
in  accordance  with  tne  opinion  they  may 
have  formed  themselves  after  a  study  of 
the  subject,  but  rather  upon  the  conven- 
tional views  which  are  held  by  the  per- 
manent officials.  If  we  can  emancipate 
Ministers  from  this  influence,  it  seems 
to  me  that  we  should  have  a  much  more 
speedy  response  than  we  often  have  now 
to  the  demands  which  are  made  for 
economy  and  those  other  virtues  which 
I  am  afraid  are  spoken  about  in  this 
House  a  good  deal  more  than  they  are 
put  in  practice.  Then  again,  it  appears 
to  me  that,  in  choosing  a  Cabinet,  the 
Prime  Minister  very  often  has  to  make 
a  selection  of  men  upon  principles 
which  are  not  altogether  desirable. 
Men  are  put  into  me  Cabinet  very 
frequently  because  they  have  filled 
posts  of  considerable  prestige  in 
connection  with  former  Governments, 
and  not  because  they  are  specially 
followed  to  discharge  the  paracular 
duties  of  a  Cabinet  Minister,  which  are 
not  merely  administratiye,  bat  duties 
that  require  a  good  councillor  and 
a  man  of  broad  views  in  shaping  a 
general  policy.  Because  a  man  is  an 
able  administrator,  and  fit  to  control  a 
great  Department  in  which  expenditure 
takes  place,  it  does  not  follow  thai  he  is 


better  than  or  even  as  good  as  some 
other  Member  of  the  Government  who  is- 
called  upon    to  fill  a  post  of  smaller 
prutige.     These  are  some  of  the  reasons 
why,  it  appears  to  me,  that  it  would  be 
a  great  gain  if  we  could  destroy  the 
artificial  heirarchy  of  offices,  and  put  all 
men,  more  or  less,  on  the  same  footing- 
and  the  same  level,  so  that  in  appointing 
a  man  his    distinct   acquirements  and 
aptitude  for  the  work  he  has  to  do  should 
be  the  first  consideration,  while  the  very 
last  consideration  should  be  his  predige 
and  the  necessity  of  appointing  a  man' 
to  a  particular  post  because  he  might  feel 
slighted  if  he  were  passed  over.    For 
these  reasons  I  consider  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  made  out  his  case,  and  very 
completely,  and  I  have  great  pleasure  in. 
seconding  his  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *■  That  *  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words^ 
"  it  is  desirable  that  the  Offices  held  by  Mem* 
bers  of  the  Cabinet  (except  those  of  Prime 
Minister  and  Lord  Chancellor^  should,  as  far 
as  possible,  be  made  equal  in  position  and' 
salary,  so  that,  in  making  or  changing  appoint* 
ments,  no  consideration  of  position  or  salary 
may  interfere  with  or  influence  the  selection  of 
the  Minister." — {Mr,  Rathbone^) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

♦The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  Strand) :  I 
should  have  been  glad  if  some  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
thought  it  right  to  rise  in  support  of 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  think 
it  would  have  been,  upon  the  whole^ 
more  satisfactory  if  those  who  are  the^ 
natural  successors  of  right  hon.  Gentle* 
men  who  sit  on  that  bench  had  expressed 
an  opinion  upon  the  subject.  I  do  not 
desire  in  the  slightest  degree  to  under- 
rate the  importance  of  the  Question^ 
which  has  been  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend  in  a  speech  which  was  moderate 
and  fair  and  not  directed  against  any 
party  in  this  House.  On  the  contrary 
it  was  simply  an  endeavour  to  review  the 
practice  of  Governments  in  years  past 
with  the  hope  of  suggesting  some  im- 
provement in  the  system  which  has 
prevailed.  But  I  must  remind  my  hon. 
Friend  who  moved  the  Resolution  that 
if  we  go  to  the  very  bottom  of  hia 
complaint  it  would  be  found  that  it  is 
directed  against  the  Parliamentary  sys- 
tem of  government  which  prevuls  in 
this  country  rather  than   against  th^^ 
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<[ififerenceB  in  salaries   which  eiist  be- 
tween posts  filled  by  Members  of  the 
Goyemment  and  certain  other    posts. 
The  hon.  Member  complains  of  the  fact 
that  in  the  formation  of  Goyemments 
men  are  not  appointed  to  posts  which  they 
haye  filled  in   preyious  Goyemments, 
but  to  other  offices.    That  is  true,  no 
doubt,  to   a  yery  considerable  extent, 
but  I  am  not  certain  that  the  country 
has  sustained  yery  grieyous  loss  because 
a  man  of  proyed  ability  in  one  post 
has  been  adyanced  to  another  where  his 
abilities  would  proye  of  yalue  to    the 
•country.      I    think    that    the    country 
would  lose  rather  than  gain  from  the 
^enforcement  of  the  doctrine  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desires  to   lay  down. 
The  greatest  duties  they  haye  to  perform 
are  those  which  belong  to  the  head  of 
a  great  Department.    The  practice  at 
present  is  the  result  of  the  system  under 
yrhich  the  Goyemment  of  this  country 
is  carried  on,   and  unless    the    House 
or  the  country  is  prepared  to  substitute 
another  system  for  it  which  will  be  quite 
independent  of  Parliament,    it    occurs 
to  me  that  there  would  be  the  greatest 
possible  difficuly    in    arriying    at    the 
accomplishment  of  the  object  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  desires.     In  ordinary 
occupations  it  is  necessary  for  men  to 
pass  through  a  stage  of  apprenticeship, 
and  similarly  Ministers  require  training. 
There  are  numerous  instances  of  men 
who  haye  seryed  in  subordinate  positions, 
.and  there  shown  abilities  that  haye  led 
to  their  subsequent  promotion  to  higher 
places.    It  is  desirable  in  considering 
this  question  to   exclude    all   personfu 
questions  and  to  merely  consider  how  | 
the  country  could  best  be  seryed.    Under 
the    present   system,  which    g^yes  the 
House  of  Commons  power  to  dismiss  any 
Ooyernment,   the  senrices  of  the  most 
competent  men  on  either  side  of  the 
House  are  ayailable.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man desires  to  obtain  men  to  fill  the 
positions  of  head  of  each  Department 
who  are  specially  fitted.    That  is,   no 
doubt,  desirable,  but  it  must   not   be 
forgotten    that   it    is    desirable    that 
Ministers  should  haye  experience  outside 
the  Department  oyer  which  they  preside. 
It  would  be  a  yery  great  misfortune  if 
a  Member  of  the  Goyemment  was  the 
ouly  man  who  had  any  knowledge  of 
the  duties  and  business  of  his  own  par- 
ticular Department,   and  if  his  judg- 
juent  and  opinion  were  not  to  be  called 
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in  question  by  his  colleagues.     It  is  yeiy 
desirable  that  the  other  Membcov  of  a 
Cabinet  should  be  able  to  control  and 
check  any    one    Minister.       The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  referred  to  the  qnestioa 
of  salary,  but  this  does  not  really  afieet 
the  matter.    A  Minister  who  reoeiyes  t 
lower  salary  does  not  necessarily  ooeapj 
a  lower  position.    There  are  frequent 
cases  in  which  Ministers  have,  owing  to 
their  seryices  being  required  io  anoUier 
Department,   resigned    one  office   and 
accepted   another  at    a    lower    salaxy. 
This  has  been  the  case  more  than  ones 
in  regard  to  the  Chancellorship  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  and  the  same  thing 
had  recently  occurred  in  the  case  of  the 
present  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
— an  able  and  accomplished  Statesman. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Howorth)  asks 
for  absolute  equality  of  salary,  but  thereis 
no  such  equality  in  tlie  responsibilities  and 
duties  of  the  respectiye  offices.     The 
work  of  some  Departments  is  so  onerous 
that  any  remuneration    within    reason 
would  not  be  excessiye,  while  there  are 
other  Departments  which  do  not  make 
by  any  means  the  same  demands  upon 
the  health  and  strength  of  the  Ministers 
at  their  head.    The  hon.  GFentleman  has 
referred  to  the  permanent  officials,  who, 
he  says,  frequently  under  the  present 
system,  shape  the  policy  of  the  normal 
head  of  the  Department,  and  he  refeirod 
to  the  getting  of  round  men  into  ronnd, 
and  square  men  into  square  holes.      I 
hope  when  he  is  called  upon  to  form  a 
Gbyemment,  he  will  find  the  absolotely 
round  men  in  the  round  holes.     Sir,  I 
trust  that  the  House  will  not  accept  the 
motion  of  my  hon.    Friend,  though  I 
admit  that  the   moderation  and  good 
feeling    with    which    he    brought    it 
forward.       I    should    be    glad,    in* 
deed    if    we     could     haye     in     our 
Ministers  as  heads  of  departments,  that 
speciid  knowledge  which  would  enable 
them  at  once  to  take  command  and  con- 
trol, but  we  must  make  a  yery  consider- 
able change  before  anything  of  that  kind 
can  be  done.     All  I  can  say  is,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  permanent  officials,  that  no 
country  is  better  seryed  by  its  permanent 
officials  than  is  ours,  no   matter  what 
Party  is  in  office.    They  lay  the  facts 
before    us   in   the    most    correct   and 
straightforward  way,  and  then  it  rests 
with  the  Head  of  the  Department  to 
shape  the  policy  on  the  full  and  com- 
plete information   which  he   has   got 
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ITnleas  we  had  greater  permanenoe  and 
•eontinuitj  of  policy  in  our  sjstem,  I 
admit  I  do  not  see  how  the  Buggeation 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  it  to  be  oarried 
out;  and  I  do  not  suppose  the  hon. 
Oentleman  would  suggest  a  yital  altera- 
tion of  our  Clonstitution.  I  do  not 
belieye  that  the  change  in  remuneration 
•even  would  have  anj  material  effect  I 
belieye  that  the  men  who  are  appointed 
to  these  offices  are  appointed  as  a  rule 
on  the  ground  of  their  fitness.  It 
is  the  interest  of  the  Prime  Minister 
to  constitute  the  best  GK>yemment  he 
•can  haye,  and  he  selects  his  ministers 
from  experience  of  the  qualifications  of 
those  appointed,  and  so  the  object  of 
securing  the  best  administration  to  carry 
on  the  business  of  the  country,  and  to 
that  task  the  present  inequality  of 
salaries  proves  our  hindrance. 

Mb.  RATHBONE  :  I  have  no  object 
in  putting  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a 
division.  I  have  brought  the  matter 
forward  and  I  know  that  it  can  only  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Goyemment.  I  beg 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

The  withdrawal  being  objected  to, 
The  Question  was  put  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

EVENING    CONTINUATION    SCHOOLS. 

«Mr.  S.  smith  (Flintshire)  had  upon 
the  Notice  Paper  the  following  Amend- 
ment— 

"  That  it  is  datirable  to  eftabliah  a  national 
flvftem  of  eyening  continuation  Bchooli  where 
children  who  leaye  elementary  da j  schoole  at  a 
Terj  early  age  may  oontinae  their  education." 

The  Amendment  howeyer,  could  not 
^e  put. 

The  hon.  Member  said :  I  am  sure 
that  I  haye  with  me  the  sympathy  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  Members  of 
this  House,  and  that,  if  it  had  been 
possible  to  haye  taken  a  diyision,  I 
should  haye  had  almost  unanimous 
support.  As  it  is  I  trust  the  expression 
of  sympathy  will  haye  almost  at  mueh 
weight  and  authoribr  as  oould  be  ex- 
pressed by  means  of  a  diyision.  For 
seyeral  years  I  haye  sought  to  bring 
this  matter  before  the  House  and  to  take 
•a  diyision  upon  it,  and,  although  I  haye 
been  disappointed,  the  caose  has  ripened 
out  of  doors  so  rapidly  that  a  much 
more    fayourable  judgmeiit    can    be 


hoped  for  now  than  would  haye  been 
giyen  a  year  or  two  ago.  We  haye 
now  the  Beport  of  the  Eoyal  Oom- 
mission  on  Education  which  took  a 
large  amount  of  eyidence  on  eyening 
schools,  and  almost  unanimously  re- 
commended the  establishment  of  a 
national  system  of  such  schools.  I  will 
call  attention  to  one  or  two  paragraphs 
in  the  majority  report  as  follows : — 

*'  That  the  necessity  of  having  some  form  of 
evening  school  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  and 
making  permanent  the  day  school  instruction  is 
almost  self-evident ;  and  that  it  would  be  worth 
the  while  of  the  State  to  spend  more  money  on 
such  schools." 

"  That  the  evening  school  system  should  be 
thoroughly  revised ;  that  a  special  curriculum 
and  special  schedule  of  standards  and  subjects 
should  be  allowed,  suitable  to  the  needs  of  a 
locality,  and  that  the  local  managers  should  be 
encouraged  to  submit  such  schedules  to  the  De- 
partment for  approval ;  that  the  provisions  em- 
bodied in  the  code  requiring  all  scholars  in  even- 
ing schools  to  pass  in  the  three  elementary  sub- 
jects as  a  condition  of  taking  up  additional 
subjects  should  cease  to  be  enforced,  and  that 
no  superior  limit  of  age  should  be  imposed  upon 
the  scholars." 

These  were  the  yiews  of  the  majority  of 
the  Koyal  Commission,  but  the  mi- 
nority enforced  them  in  a  much  more 
copious  manner,  and  they  went  much 
more  fully  into  the  question  of  eyen- 
ing schools.  I  state  this  to  show  how 
unanimously  the  Commission  was  in 
fayour  of  establishing  eyening  schools. 
Memorials  and  resolutions  in  fayour  of 
eyeninff  continuation  schools  haye  been 
receiyed  from  school  boards,  education 
associations,  trade  unions,  co-operatiye 
societies,  friendly  societies,  chambers  of 
commerce,  teachers'  associations,  and 
working-men's  clubs,  colleges,  trading 
associations,  and  societies  engaged  in 
educational  work.  There  used  to  be  an 
impression  that  the  working-classes 
were  not  fayourable  to  legislation  of 
this  kind  because  they  desiied  to  get 
their  children  to  work  as  soon  as  possi- 
ble. I  am  happy  to  say  that  now 
this  feeling  is  entirely  dispelled.  I  hare 
been  in  communication  for  two  or 
three  years  with  many  working-class 
leaders,  who  insisted  strongly  upon  the 
neoeosity  for  establishing  eyening  con- 
tinuation schools.  I  haye  been  in 
communication  with  most  of  the 
school  boards  in  the  country  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  the  ayerage  age 
at  which  children  left  the  elementavy 
schools,  and  I  hare  found  it  was  about  13 
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life,  and  under  the  degrading  mfliieiioea 
that  lurroiuid  them  theae  obildren 
«ink  into  that  state  of  heatheniam  in 
whidt  a  oonaiderable  part  of  our  |»eople 
live.  There  ia  no  way  of  Chriatianinog, 
ct  fdTilinng  them,  except  by  the  State 
(putting  them  into  Hhoola  and  keeping 
them  thrae  as  long  aa  they  can  be  kept. 
But  ve  allow  the  onildren  of  the  poorest 
<dass  to  leave  oar  schools  at  11  or  l^veats 
of  ag*,  and  then  they  paas  through  the 
-eduoation  of  the  alums ;  they  sink  down 
into  the  same  state  of  degradation  aa 
that  in  which  their  parents  live,  and  in 
M  few  years  beo(»sie  parents  of  another 
«ropof  the  samedeatitnte  class,  and  create 
mnothergeneration  of  "the unemployed" 
in  uur  la^e  towns,  for  this  class  is  always 
uaemplOTcd,  and  nerer  will  be  anything 
else.  How  should  they  be  anything 
«lsa  ?  They  have  never  learned  a  trade ; 
they  have  no  means  of  living  but  by 
what  they  oan  pick  np  in  the  streets  by 
4»dd  jobs.  By  the  tame  the  children 
have  grown  np  into  youth  they  are 
hopelessly  oondemned  to  a  life  of  pover^ 
And  degradation.  We  have  let  ^  the 
eritioal  moment  for  ohangiojg;  their  dee- 
liny  i  wo  have  tost  the  period  between 
12  and  16  when  the  ohaxaoter  is  form* 
ing,  and  when  education  oan  be  turned 
to  good  account,  and  to  our  shame  we 
have  let  these  evils  repeat  themselves 
irom  generation  to  generation.  Let  me 
quote  a  few  lines  frmn  a  writer  who  has 
spent  hie  life  wotkinff  among  this  class 
*aA  knows  exactly  what  he  writes — 
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poMiUy,  Um  half  obtain  hind-Jid*  ooaapation. 
Ai  for  the  nat — tho  poorer  put,  inhaliitiBg, 
too,  the  mora  denial j-popn&tad  qoarteia  — 
thare  li  notliing  for  tnem  but  the  itraeta,  and 
the  almoat  ootaia  lift  of  a  knave  or  a  fooL  It 
1*  probable  that,  avery  day,  not  leat  than  70,000 
boya  and  girli  are  aotoallj '  hob-jobbmg '  about, 
utterly  helpleaa,  until  Uiey  hob-job  into  gac^, 
penitentianea,  and  retormatoriea." 

I  think  I  know  Liverpool  well — I  do  not 
know  London  so  well — and  I  oan  say 
thin  describes  the  state  of  things  in  Liver- 
pool. There  you  may  see  thousands  of 
these  children  from  10  to  16  yearsof  age 
half-clothed,  half-fed,  screaming  about 
the  streets,  selling;  sewsp^Mrs  or  fuzeea 
or  doing  any  odd  jobs.  This  is  the  con- 
dition of  Liverpool  as  I  have  known  it 
for  thirty  years,  a  veritable  scandal  to 
the  country.  When  an  American  lands 
At  Liverpool,  the  first  thing  he  notices  is 
VOL.  OOOXXXm.    [xmoD  sbmib.] 
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the  erowd  of  squalid,  dir^  children  who 
swarm  around  him.  Their  number  is  £u 
larger  in  Liverpool  than  anywhere  in 
Europe,  lo  far  as  I  know  it.  An  hon. 
Uemoer  says  in  New  York  you  will  find 
OS  many.  That  may  be  true,  though  it 
was  not  my  experience,  and  if  it  be  so, 
those  are  the  obildren  of  the  destitute 
emigrants  who  have  lauded  there,  the 
sweepings  of  European  towns.  I  have 
travelled  over  almost  thewholeof  America 
twice,  and  I  can  say  that  nowhere  except 
in  New  York  can  you  see  a  score  of 
ragged  begging  obildren  in  the  streets. 
I  have  travelled  in  most  civilized 
countries,  and  have  specially  inquired 
into  this  subject,  and  I  say  you  can  pick 
np  in  Liverpool  in  a  single  day  more  of 
these  ragged,  dirty,  neglected  ehildren 
than  you  can  find  in  six  months  in  any 
other  civilized  country.  I  have  made  a 
study  of  this  question,  and  I  have  in- 
quired very  specially  into  the  oonditioa 
of  things  in  Qermany  and  Switzerland. 
Onoe  before  I  told  the  House  the  re- 
salts  of  my  inquiry,  bat  as  there 
are  now  preeent  many  Members 
who  did  not  hear  me  on  a 
former  oooasion,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  repeat  something  of  what  I  have  said. 
I  went  to  Germany  with  the  special 
object  of  inquiring  into  the  subject.  I 
went  throagn  the  largest  cities,  I  saw 
the  best  authoritieB  on  education, 
and  I  inquired  specially  into  the 
oondition  of  the  children  of  the 
poor.  I  did  not  find  in  any  city, 
not  even  in  Berlin,  auy  sign  of 
the  existence  of  this  class  of  dirty, 
ragged,  neglected  children.  And  yet 
the  average  rate  of  wages  is  lower  than 
in  England,  and  the  struggle  for  life 
is  very  severe.  So  perfect  is  tneir  system 
of  education,  so  thoroughly  are  the  chil- 
dren looked  after,  that  such  a  thing  as 
the  class  of  squalid,  neglected  children 
we  are  so  familiar  with  does  not  exist. 
How  is  it  that  in  the  great  Ger- 
man Empire,  that  in  Switzerland  and  in 
Scandinavian'  countries,  they  have  got 
rid  of  this  pest,  this  social  nuisanoe  that 
afflicts  our  country?  There  are  many 
causes,  and  one  is  germane  to  this  ques- 
tion. I  found  all  over  Germany  that 
attendance  at  school  was  compulsory, 
almost  universally  up  to  the  age  of  four- 
teen for  boys,  and  so  regularly  was  this 
rule  complied  with,  that  the  average 
attendauRO  of  those  on  the  school  books 
was  97  and  96  per  cent,  whereas  our 
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average     attendanre     in     England     is 
about   76  per  cent.      In   one  school  I 
found   09   por   cent   of  the  children  in 
actual   attendance.      This  Reeras   to   us 
almost  a  miracle.     I  found  there  was  no 
such  thing   as   shamming    and  finding 
excuses  to  keop  the  children  from  school. 
If  any  parent  did  keep  his   child  from 
school,  ho  heard  of  next  day,  and,  if  not 
provided  with  a  proper  reason,  he  was 
liable  to  imprisonment  within  a  week. 
Such  is  the  law  in  Germany  almost  all 
over   the  Empire.      The   school   teach- 
ing, too,   is  much  hotter  than  in  Eng- 
land ;    the    teachers    are    of    a    highor 
class — a    better  taiifrht   class— than    in 
England,    and   they    occupy    a    higher 
social  position.     But  what  I   especially 
want  to  call  attention  to  is  this  — that  I 
found  in   every   largo  city  a   system  of 
evening  continuation  si^liools,  into  which 
the  children  went  when    thev  left    the 
day     schools,    and     whore    attendance 
was    generally     compulsory,    in     most 
towns     up     to    the    age     of    17.      So 
thoroughly    was    this    system     carried 
out    that    I    found,    at    the    hotels   in 
Dresden,    waiters  under  the  age  of  17 
had  to  give  6ve  hours  a  week   out  of 
their    time    to    attend   these    continua- 
tion classes,  and  several  of  these  youths 
were  learning  two  foreign  languages.    I 
inquired  how  it  was  possible  to  get  such 
a  large  attendance  of  children  at  night 
schools  II [^  to  the  ajj^e  of  17,  and  I  found 
it  was  carried  <mt  without  friction  ;  the 
people  liked  the  system,  and  it  worked 
wonderfully  well   and    smoothly.      The 
effect  of  it  is  you  never  see  swarms  of 
unruly   children    in     the    streets.     The 
streets  of  the  largo  towns   are  as  quiet 
in  this  respect  as  an   English  country 
village  at  night ;    there  is  no  noise  of 
rowdy  children  such  as  we  find  in  Lon- 
don,    fighting,     swearing,    and    using 
vile   language.      The   child  population 
attend  the  evening  schools,  and  through- 
out Germany  there  is  almost  no  pauper 
class.     In   47   millions  of  people,  and 
with  great  poverty  among  them  too,  the 
pauperized   class   and  the   professional 
tramp,   such  as  we  have  here   by    the 
thousand,  scarcely  exists,  and  I  believe 
this    thorough    system    of  education   is 
the   main  cause   of  it.     And   now,  the 
House    may  ask,   what  is  the  plan  we 
propose  to  get  hold  of  the  children,  and 
get  them  into  the  schools  ?    If  the  House 
will  permit  me,  I  will  briefly  sketch  out 
the  plan  we  propose  to  submit  at  some 
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future  time.     We,  first  of  all,  adopt  the 
recommendation  of  the  Koyal  Comnua- 
sion,  that  the  age  for  leaving  school  in 
all  cases  shall  be  raised  to  13.     I  regard 
that  as  one   of   the  most  important  »• 
commendations  of  the  l^oyal    Commis- 
sion, and  if  that  alone   is  carried  oat  it 
will  immensely  improve  the  educational 
condition  of  the  children  in  this  cotmtrj. 
Then  we  propose  that  the  half-time  ag» 
should  be  raised  from   10  years  to  II 
years.     In  Germany  the  age  for  entering 
factories   is    14,    and    that   ia   also  the 
casein  Switzerland  ;  only  in  somesperial 
cases  is  the  working^  &gr®  lowered  to  12. 
But  in  England    we  allow   children  to 
enter  the  factories    and    workshops  for 
half-time  at  10  years.      It  is  high  time, 
in  my  opinion,  wo  raised  the  age  to  II. 
and  the  full  exemption  ag'e  to  13.   Enor- 
mous   advantages    would    accrue   from 
raising  the  exemption   ag'e.     We  shall 
prevent  the  hurry-scurry  and  scramble 
there  is  to  push  the  children  through  the 
standards,  and  get  them  out  of  school  u 
soon    as    possible.      Our    education  is 
spoiled,    to    a    large    extent,     by   this 
terrible  scramble  to  get  up  to  the  stan- 
dard ;  but,  if  the  exemption  age  is  made 
13,  the  Sixth  Standard  should  be  made 
obligatory.     Experience  has  shown  that 
the    majority   of   children    who  attend 
regularly  can    pass    it    at    the  age   of 
12.       Here,    in    passing,    let    me    pay 
T    think    we    begin    the    education    o( 
our  children  rather  soon,  and  that  it  is 
perhaps  better  to  wait  until  a  child  is  Gve 
or  six  years  old  than  commence  at  the 
age  of  three  or  four,  which  is  bad  for 
the  brain,  the  sight,  and  the  health  of  the 
child.       I    have    no   objection   to    the 
Kindergarten  system  in  infant  schools. 
The  opinion  of  the  German  authorities 
is  that  six  or  seven  years  of  age  is  early 
enough  to  commence  mental  education ; 
their  principle  is  to  begin  later  and  con- 
tinue longer.     With   us,   everything  la 
precipitated   to  meet  the  exigencies  of 
poor   parents.      We  propose  to    make 
the     exemption    standard    the     sixth, 
as   it    now    is    in   London   and    else- 
where.    But  we  know  there  are  a  great 
number     of     children    who     will    not 
pass  this  at   13;   and  here  comes  the 
cruz  of  the  situation — What  shall  we 
do  with  the  dull,   the  stupid  children, 
poor  and  ill-fed,  who  cannot  pass  the 
Sixth  Standard  at  the  age  of  13  ?    Our 
proposal  is  to  give  two  options — either 
to  attend  the  day-school  up  to  the  age  o£ 
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14y  or  to  pass  into  the  evening  continua- 
tion school  at  the  age  of  13,  and  con- 
tinue there  until  the  age  of  15  or  16,  or 
until  the  equivalent  standard  is  passed ; 
and  the  standard  will  be  there  framed 
in  a  manner  suitable  to  these  dull  chil- 
dren. We  propose  to  say  to  the  parent, 
*'Your  chad  has  failed  to  pass  the 
Sixth  Standard;  will  you  let  him  re- 
mam  longer  at  the  daiy  school,  or  shall 
he  go  into  the  evening  school  ? "  I 
tlunk,  in  the  great  majority  of  cases, 
the  parents  will  prefer  the  evening  school 
and  have  the  advantage  of  his  child's 
labour  for  part  of  the  day.  They  will 
come  to  regard  the  CTening  school  in 
the  lieht  of  a  relief  from  the  day  school. 
It  wiU  not  appear  to  be  harsh  and  ty- 
rannous ;  it  will  be  a  kind  of  harbour  of 
refuge  into  which  children  may  go  to 
escape  the  compulsion  of  the  day  school. 
We  propose  that  when  a  child  gets  into 
the  evening  school  he  shall  have  a 
totally  different  treatment  to  that  now 
pursued.  £vening  schools  have,  hither- 
to, been  ruined  by  pedantry.  The 
Education  Department  have  laid  down 
certain  foolish  rules  about  committing 
so  many  lines  to  memory  every  week, 
and  other  things  which  disgust  the 
children  who  attend  these  schools,  tired 
as  they  are  with  their  day's  work.  They 
go  io  school  at  night  to  improve  their 
intelligence,  not  to  go  through  a 
course  of  verbal  training.  We  have 
almost  allowed  our  evening  schools  to 
be  ruined  by  pedantic  theories  of  edu- 
cationists who  have  mistaken  the  object 
of  the  schools.  We  have  gone  on 
allowing  the  mass  of  the  people  to  grow 
up  deficient  in  intelligence,  owing  to 
the  foolish  regulations  made  by  the 
Board  of  Education,  without  practical 
knowledge  of  the  real  wants  of  the 
working  classes.  I  feel  very  strongly  the 
folly  of  going  on  year  after  year  in  this 
hopeless,  fruitless  manner.  We  propose 
to  make  our  evening  schools  as  cheerful, 
as  bright,  and  attractive  as  it  is  possible 
to  make  them.  We  can  do  much  in 
this  way  to  secure  a  large  attendance ; 
we  will  make  it  a  recreative  move- 
ment, so  that  children  themselves  will 
be  delighted  to  attend ;  they  shall  be 
bright,  cheerful,  and  attractive,  with 
calisthenics,  musical  drill,  handwork, 
object  lessons,  history  and  geography, 
taught  in  an  interesting  form,  every- 
thing we  can  do  to  encourage  and  develop 
the  training  of  eye  and  hand.   We  mean 


these  schools  to  have  a  partially  tech- 
nical character ;  we  wish  to  appeal  to  the 
eye  and  hand  as  well  as  to  the  mind.  We 
hope  to  make  the  schools  so  attractive  that 
very  little  compulsion  will  be  required, 
or  only  for  the  first  i^w  weeks,  and 
when  the  children  get  into  the  way  of 
going  to  these  schools,  they  will  regard 
it  as  a  great  deprivation  to  be  kept 
away  from  them.  We  wish  to  carry  out 
the  suggestions  of  Mr.  Heller,  who 
drew  up  the  recommendations  in  the 
Minority  Beport  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, and  allow  a  wide  discretion  iu 
management,  having  no  cut-and- dried 
system,  but  an  elastic  course  of  instruc- 
tion adapted  to  the  trade  or  industry 
of  each  locality.  It  would  be  ridicu- 
lous, for  instance,  to  give  in  an 
industrial  centre  like  Bradford  and 
in  a  rural  parish  the  same  kind  of 
teaching.  It  may  be  asked  what  are 
we  going  to  do  about  Voluntary 
Schools  ?  In  regard  to  Board  Schools 
there  is  no  difficulty.  We  have  the 
buildings,  and  the  bulk  of  them  are  idle 
iu  the  evening,  and  they  might  just 
as  well  be  open  as  shut.  Wherever 
there  is  a  School  Board  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  evening  schools  can  be  provided  to 
meet  all  requirements,  but  in  rural 
districts  where  there  are  no  Board 
Schools  there  is  some  difficulty.  I 
would  propose  that  in  the  first  instance 
we  make  evening  schools  obligatory  only 
in  Board  Schools  and  optional  in 
Voluntary  Schools.  I  should  be  most 
happy  if  Parliament  went  further  and 
made  them  obligatory,  upon  Voluntary 
Schools,  but  in  the  present  state  of  pub- 
lic opinion  we  can  hardly  take  this  step. 
I  know  there  are  many  cases  m 
which  clergymen  in  rural  districts 
have  admitted  the  desirability  of 
opening  evening  classes  in  Voluntary 
Schools  and  would  welcome  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  compel  the  attendance  of 
children  in  such  schools  during  the 
-winter  months.  Of  course  there  is  not 
the  same  danger  from  moral  corruption 
in  the  country  as  there  is  in  great  towns, 
so  if  we  fail  for  the  first  few  years  in 
developing  the  system  freely  in 
rural  districts,  yet  we  shall  have 
done  much  by  inaugurating  the 
svstem  in  towns.  I  propose  that 
these  schools  should  only  meet  in  the 
winter  months,  not  in  the  summer,  so 
as  not  to  interfere  with  field  labour ;  and 
1 1  think  that  three  nights  in  the  week 
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■liges  of  tlie 
iMbl  T  two  hovn  hi  the  ewtmmg^  or 
ooim  niwTHg  tiie   oeck.      XJlti 
perlieps,  ve  might  extmd  die 
I   thoold   tluBk    the  pteetnt  Kale  of 
grmntB  k  and  vovld  be  nearir  adeqnie 
to  fvppoft  ihe  aeboolft.    If  t  am  aift- ; 
taken  in  this,  at  all  events  a  grant  of  ^ 
1 6f .  or  1 8f .  per  head  voold.  I  am  toU,  be  I 
soffieient  to  eazry  on  erening  aehools 
where  jaa  haTo  a  large  nnmber  of  ekfl-  ; 
dren.     Of  eonrse.  it  is  not  neeenmy  to  ! 
open  ereiy  Board  School  for  the  por- 
poee«  probablj,  one  in  four  wonld  be 
ralBcient.     Then    arises    perhaps    the . 
greatest  of  the  dificnltie^,  the  creation  of 
astaff;  botl  wonldnotmeetit  bjeeipioT-  \ 
ing  the  day  teachers,  their  work  in  the  j 
day  is  too  aerere  to  allow  of  it.     Bnt 
there  are  a  good  many  retired  tuathias  j 
who  would  be  willing  enoagb  and  per- 1 
f eetly  wmipetont  to  eoodnet  tiarhini^  in  | 
the  erening  for  ax  hoors  in  the  week 
at  a  reasonable  rennmcration,  and  I 
think  we  might  refy  upon  a  eooaiderable 
amount    of    Tolnntary   teadiing.    Bat 
whether  we  secnre  ntJnntaiy  tsaching 
or  not.  I  wonld  follow  the  rseommcndn- 
tion  of  the  IGnority  Beport  <rf  the  Oom- 
nussion  that  it  ii  not  desirable  that  the 
head  teadier  of  a  day  school  should  be 
required  to  undertake  the  charge  ci  the 
erening  sdiool,  and  ^hoft  the  adfitkmal 
doty  though  not  forbidden,  should  be 
rather  dinonraged  eepecially  in  towna. 
Without  eommitting  myself  to  detaila  I 
hope  I  hsTo  said  enough  to  mtmmwnd 
the  scheme  as  a  praetieal  one.    Know- 
ing the  sympathy  and  support  it  haa 
reoeired  throughout  the  eonntzyy  I  am 
rather  dieiqipomted  that  I  am  unable  to 
carry    my  proposals    to    the    test   of 
a  IHrision.      1    beliere   that    in    this 
House  there  is  a  general  approTal  of  my 
scheme,  and  that  if  members  were  left 
to  rote  freely  sooording  to  their  prefer- 
ence^ I  ahoidd  hare  a  large  majority  in 
my  faroar.     I  hare  bad  almost  as  much 
support  from  the  other  side  of  the  House 
as  from  my  own.  I  hope  I  mi^  be  allowed 
to  mention  that  we  hare  a  Bill  prepared 
and  ready,  and  I  hope  that  at  an  early 
date  I  shall  be  enabled  to  introduce  it  to 
the  House.      I  trust  then  that  the  Go- 
Temment  will  see  their  way  to  permit 
that  Bill  to  pass  the  Second   Beading 
unopposed.     It  has  been  most  carefully 
framed  after  years  of  consideration  with 
the  riew  of  meeting  erery  difficulty.     I 

2ir.  S.  Smith 


if  on  1km  sjmpndiy  of 

of  iSkm  GofffunmaHt, 

and  especial^  OK  that  of  Aa  CkaMoIlor 
of  theEiihignai,  who kna alwaya been 
an  mlnwHle  uf  inlniafinn  I  wefl  mool- 
the  aoeack  which  ikm  light  hon. 

spoke 
ladder  nroridad  byAaSlntebyi 
of  whick  ckildnB 
the 


to  point  ouEt  shaft 


it  1 
the 


lafk   hanging   in 


lunwt    rung.    I  appeal 


of   the 

It  to  kelp  vs 
doing 


t 

totiinwaat 

Inddsrknd 

1km   nir,   and 

ikm  ckiidrsA  of 

to  gnft  OB  to  <bs 

to  tiia  Ghan- 

and  On  Go- 

In 


truly  patriotic  aeL  I  beBsfin  tknft  in 
passing  an  Act  of  Aa  kind  I  knvn 
fkiKTktd  tke  flimaamsnt  will  donhle 
the  Tains  of 
do  more  te  tke  enaw  of 

1km  grant  Aol  of 
1870.  I  beg  to  ^ank  1km  HioMafor 
the  patisnca  aad  attnnliiin  wi&  wkiek 
it  kna  listened  to  ma. 

Mn.  HATB3  FISHER  (FUkna):  I 
eoHially  oaaenr  in  1km  Rnaolntion 
whick  tks  hon.  Member  oppooito  plnnad 
upon  the  B^Mr,  but  I 


what  I  deem  to  be  n  anmsnhal  too 
dloomy  riew  of  1km  preaont  atato  of 
uingSi  paitienlaily  witk  regard  to 
parental  reqponaibility.  I  ennnot  any 
tiiat  I  entirelr  share  kia  viawa  om,  tke 
subject  of  eompolsion.  But  tiietn  ars 
within  tke  four  eotnets  of  OnBeouln- 
tion  many  praetieal  potato  wkidi  daasrve 
tke  consideration  of  tke  GorenMnemt, 
and  it  is  to  those  potnto  1 
wish  to  address  myself,  bolbra  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Yioe  Pknsideot  of 
the  Council  rises  to  reply,  during  tke 
short  time  I  shall  occupy  die  attention 
of  the  House.  It  may  be  thougkt  tknt 
too  great  a  demand  is  made  on  tke 
Department  to  which  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  go  for  the  money  to  cany  tke 
scheme  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flintshire  ;\Lr.  S.  Smith'  into  operation. 
But  I  think,  although  we  may  not  be 
able  to  satisfy  altogether  the 'require- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Member,  we 
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may^neyerthelees,  do  something  between 
the  maximum  demands  he  makes  and 
the  minimum  of  other  hon.  Members, 
who,  at  the  same  time,  are  earnest 
ftiends  of  education,  and  are  ready  to 
do  everything  in  their  power  to  en- 
eonrage  any  laudable  effort  in  that 
direction.  Now,  what  is  the  real  evil 
that  the  resolution  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  fur  Flintshire  is  intended  to 
meet?  The  evil  of  our  educational 
■ystem  is  that  it  has  failed,  notwith- 
atanding  the  enormous  expenditure  in- 
onrredy  to  fix  the  knowieds^e  acquired  by 
the  children  in  their  minds.  The  reso- 
lution of  my  hon.  Friend  is  one  way  of 
•topping  the  mental  and  moral  leakage 
of  our  children.  It  is  incredible  folly  to 
•pend  £7,000,000  every  year  in  pouring 
mowledge  into  the  minds  of  our  chil- 
dren,  and  then  to  refuse  to  secure  for 
ooreelvee  by  a  little  additional  expendi- 
ture the  full  value  of  our  money.  In 
London  alone  80,000  children  pass  out  of 
the  schools  every  year,  but  only  4  per 
cent  continue  in  any  way  a  systematic 
education.  If  examined  at  the  end  of  the 
first  year  those  children  will  be  found  to 
have  lost  half  their  knowledge,  in  the 
eeeond  year  to  have  lost  two-thirds,  in 
the  third  the  whole  of  it  will  be  found  to 
have  gone,  while  in  tbe  fourth  year  after 
leaving  school  it  will  be  found  that  their 
minds  are  replete  with  the  noxious 
sarbage  picked  up  in  the  purlieus  of 
Liondon.  The  Begistrar  General  points 
out  the  vast  number  of  people  who  have 
gone  through  the  ordinary  curriculum 
and  yet  are  unable  to  write  their 
names  when  they  come  to  be  married. 
Bvery  one,  after  listening  to  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  will  admit 
that  there  is  a  practical  remedy. 
Polytechnics  and  schemes  for  extending 
University  lectures  are  splendid  in  theoi- 
■elvee,  but  they  have  been  designed 
rather  to  meet  a  different  age  of  life 
altogether.  What  we  want  is  to  fill  up 
tiie  gap  between  the  age  at  which 
children  leave  elementary  education  and 
the  age  at  which  they  are  capable 
of  educating  themselves  and  of 
getting  some  benefit  from  the 
•oienoe  and  art  classes.  The  night 
schools  are  undoubtedly  failures.  No 
hon.  Member  will  deny  it.  If  it  is  denied, 
I  would  ask  hon.  Members  to  turn  to  the 
report  of  the  Education  Commissioners, 
where  they  will  find  over  and  over  again 
which    points   to    the  decay 


rather  than  to  the  advance  of  the  evening 

school  system.      If  they  have  not  been 

such  a  failure  in  London  as  elsewhere,  it 

is  due  to  the  efforts  of  the  Recreative 

Evening  School  Association,  by  means 

of  which  so  many  people  are  struggling 

to  educate  the  poorer  parts  of  London. 

The  Eev.  Mr.  Diggle,  the  Ohairman  of 

the  London  School  Board  has  made  this 

statement : — 

**  Throaghout  England  and  Wales  only 
32,000  scholars  in  night  schools  were  qualified 
hy  attendance  for  examination.  Of  these, 
4,138  were  qualified  in  connection  with  the 
evening  classes  under  the  London  School 
Board.  It  is  satisfactory  to  notice  that  whilst 
elsewhere  in  England  and  Wales  night  schools 
are  apparently  either  stationary  or  decreasing 
in  number,  the  evening  classes  under  the  Board 
have  been  steadily  increasing  during  the  past 
year,  and  for  some  of  this  improvement,  and 
for  much  valuable  help,  the  Board  are  indebted 
to  the  energetic  exertions  of  the  Recreative 
Classes  Association." 

Why  is  it  that  evening  classes  are 
successful  here  and  not  in  the  country  ? 
The  Recreative  School  Association 
have  discovered  that  the  failure  in  the 
system  of  night  schools  is  owing  to  their 
not  being  attractive,  and  I  agree  that 
the  great  failure  is  due  to  the  pedantry 
of  the  Board  of  Education.  Perhiips 
hon.  Members  will  not  be  prepared  to 
go  as  far  as  I  should  in  the  direction  of 
compulsion,  but  I  believe  it  is  generally 
agreed  that  the  minimum  exemption  for 
half-time  should  be  11,  and  for  whole 
time  13.  But  without  imposing  com- 
pulsion at  all,  the  Education  Depart- 
ment could  do  very  much  in  carrying 
out  our  ideas  in  regard  to  the  moral  and 

fhysical  development  of  the  children, 
t  may  not  be  desirable  to  use  any 
form  of  compulsion  in  order  to  secure 
the  attendance  of  children  at  night 
schools,  but  short  of  that,  the  Educa- 
tion Department  ought  to  offer  every 
kind  of  attraction  to  induce  the  chil- 
dren to  attend  school  voluntarily,  and 
continue  their  education.  What  the 
Board  can  do  has  been  well  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire,  and 
I  will  only  give  one  further  illustratiuu. 
What  I  would  impress  upon  the  Depart- 
ment is  that  they  should  carry  into 
effect  the  recommendations  contained  in 
the  Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission. 
In  order  to  show  how  impossible  it  is  to 
fill  our  English  schools  at  the  present 
moment,  let  me  take  a  case  from  the 
Commissioners'  Beport.  The  Ueport 
says:— 
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"  Wo  hare  endeavoured  to  find  out  the  causes 
of  this  cH>in{vantiTo  failure,  and  we  learn  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  many  witnesses,  a  chief  cause 
i«  to  W  fv'und  in  the  insufficient  encouragement 
of  ovoniug  schools  bv  the  Education  Depart - 
n.cnt ;  nnd  one  of  ft  or  ^fajcsty's  Inspectors 
airri>t>d,  in  the  view  that  if  the  Government 
cncoursgred  such  schools  with  more  liberal 
grants  they  would  increase  in  number. 
^Vo  arc  told  in  particular  that  evening  schools 
r.i  «\i  more  freedom  in  rospoct  both  of  classitica- 
t'  ^n  and  of  subjtvts  of  icstr action.  The  Code 
m.>iko»  it  oblijratory  on  eveninir  schoMs  oamingr 
a  i^tant  that  they  must  be  examined  in  the  thi>ee 
elementary  subject:^.  In  like  manner  a  srirl 
cannot  jcin  the  evening  cookery  class  without 
R'.aking  24  atttnd.tr.oc.4  a:  the  evening  schoc'l. 
ard  with.^ut  beir.g  pivsentcsi  f.-^r  esaminaticn 
in  the  standard  sul;«vt*.  This  roquirement  is 
Mid  to  deter  manv  i;irls  from  attending  the  i  »- 
erv  c*  *"^  wv**. 
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of  submitting  subject  sebedoles  to  ih* 
Board,  and  I  would  oYon  ask  for  moi^ 
money,  because  I  do  not  think  that  the 
present  grants  are  sufficient.  I  trust 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Tice 
President  of  the  Council,  who  I  feel  con- 
vinced concurs  in  the  spirit  of  this  Be- 
solution,  will  be  prepared  to  giro  prac- 
tical effect  to  the  opinion  it  expresses, 
which  I  believe  to  be  that  of  the  House 
generally.  We  may  nut  be  able  to 
correct  the  evil  under  which  we  are 
suffering  for  the  present  generation, 
but  we  may  do  much  to  improve  the 
mental  and  moral  condition  of  th«r 
children,  who  will  form  the  next  genera- 


!    *Mk.     HOWELL      Beihnal     Green. 

Wha;   w?    ask    fror.i    t!ie   Board   of   X.E.'  :    I    do  no:   thick   it  needs   any 

Fduoaiion  i*  ^r-»ater  free.i.^ai.      I   do    arguiaenr   fr"»m   any    quarter     of  this 

r-^t  know  wbr>:h«»r  r.;y  hon.  Friend  :he    House  to  in: press  the  Government  with 

JTeniVr^r  for  F!:r.:>h:rt»  is  vvrrec:  or  nor    the   absolute  cecessity  for  taking  this 

sTi'j-ctin  hind  w::h>ut  further  delay, 
carse.  :he  G:veran:ent  may  have 
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At  al"  events  :hev 


he  sav5  rh.i: 
grar,:<  are  svtH.-ei::. 
Ki»:b:  he  divi.'.e.'.  a:r.  ni*  tnore  subj^ot*. 
A:  av^''tiferei:ve  .^:  the  Kvrearive  Even- 
ir.i:  S:hvxvs  A>s.via:::r..  h^Ii  :n  this 
H,'\::«e.  it  wa?  rrs. Iv*,: — 
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w ," r t.  :r  .-1 :; i:r  c  -•  i  k  r  c .  rr :  •.-.  I : •.■  i: .   i:  i      -    f .-  r 


some  d::?.cuItT  in  deaiicg  wiJi  the 
rr. alter.  It  niav  be  su prose!  that  the 
v-Tovemnstnt  'an..  ::ave  to  tind  more 
mrney  in  :r\irr  :o  carry  out  the  plan 
sn^r^Trsr^Ibv  niv  hon.  Friend  ;  but  that 
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I   thlrk.    has   already    b«en 
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^Sm  eeoretary  of  a  large  Trade  Society 
iinmberiiig  nearly  30,000  members 
writet : — **  I  have  got  the  petitions 
affreed  to  by  my  oouncil  and  sent  in  as 
•direeted.''  Other  large  Trade  Societies 
mnd  a  Society  representing  a  considerable 
iMdy  of  miners  write  in  similar  terms. 
"WwlriDg  mens'  dubs  all  over  the 
-ooaaLtnr  nave  sent  in  Memorials.  Almost 
^Tery  body  appealed  to  has  unanimously 
•igned  the  Memorial,  and  only  in  a  few 
casee  has  there  been  any  hesitation 
about  one  or  two  details.  I  think  that 
this  fact  ought  to  encourage  the  Govern- 
meat  to  take  the  matter  in  hand  and  see 
whether  something  cannot  be  done  to 
push  it  forward.  The  unanimity  which 
Las  beea  manifested  in  this  House  to 
night  ought  to  encourage  them  for  once 
to  throw  aside  Party  politics  and  agree 
upon  something  which  is  to  benefit 
future  generations.  So  far  as  com- 
pulsion IS  concerned  I  am  afraid  there 
«re  a  great  number  of  persons  to  whom 
4X>mpui8ion  is  absolutely  necessary,  and 
although  it  is  right  and  proper  that  a 
child  should  hDuour  and  obey  his 
parentis,  yet  it  is  also  right  that  parents 
ahould  do  their  duty  by  their  children. 
If  parents  fail  to  do  their  duty  the 
fitate  ought  to  step  in  and  compel 
them  to  do  it.  In  a  great  majority  of 
-casee,  no  compulsion  would  be  required, 
especially  if  a  proper  curriculum  of 
education  is  provided.  It  will  be  my 
duty  to-night  to  take  the  chair  at  a 
very  popular  institution  in  London — the 
Polytechnic.  The  way  in  which  the 
children  are  attracted  to  that  institution 
at  the  present  moment  and  the  way  in 
which  they  are  taught  is  perfectly 
marvellous.  I  have  had  the  pleasure 
<d  going  through  the  rooms  and  of 
aeeing  the  system  of  education  carried 
•on  there,  and  it  was  most  gratifying 
to  witness  the  large  number  of  young 
persons  who  evince  a  desire  to  attend  the 
evening  classes.  I  am  not  quite  sure 
that  I  am  accurate,  but,  as  far  as  I  can 
.remember,  the  Secretary  told  me  that 
the  applications  to  go  into  the  school 
are  much  greater  than  the  facilities  for 
accommodation  can  make  provision  for. 
I  went  into  one  of  the  classes  where 
lessons  were  being  given  on  geography. 
The  lessons  were  made  as  attractive  as 
possible  by  the  aid  of  the  magic  lantern, 
and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  sound  and  useful 
information  can  be  given  to  children  in  a 


way  to  excite  their  interest  and  attention. 
If  we  can  by  any  means  provide  some- 
thing  in  our  schools  that  will  be 
attractive  to  the  children,  and  keep  our 
boys  and  girls  away  from  the  music 
halls  and  other  haunts — I  was  going  to 
say  of  vice — but  at  any  rate  where  vice 
abounds,  I  think  we  shall  have  done  a 
great  deal  of  good.  The  most  important 
thing  is  to  keep  the  children  under  good 
influences  between  the  ages  of  12  and  16 
or  17.  When  they  leave  school  at  about 
12  or  13  years  of  age  and  go  back  to 
poverty-stricken  homes,  in  some  cases 
where  vice  is  in  the  ascendant,  how  is  it 
possible  for  a  child  to  resist  the 
evil  influences  that  are  brought  to 
bear  upon  him  ?  Keep  the  child  under 
the  influences  of  school  for  two  or 
three  years  longer,  and  you  will  find  that 
the  better  side  of  his  nature  becomes 
trained  so  that  he  is  able  to  resist  the 
evil  influences  even  of  a  bad  father  and 
mother.  I  know  plenty  of  instances 
where  it  is  being  done  now.  Cases  have 
come  under  my  own  knowledge  where 
the  drunken  habits  of  the  parents  have 
been  resisted  by  the  voluntary  absti- 
nence of  the  children,  and  where  the 
children  have  left  home  and  gone  into 
other  institutions  of  their  own  accord. 
I  think  we  should  do  something  to 
encourage  that  state  of  things  all  over 
the  United  Kingdom.  I  am  quite  in 
favour  of  extending  the  age  of  children  in 
elementary  schools,  but  I  would  not 
curtail  the  age.  In  very  many  cases  the 
school-house  is  a  much  brighter  and  more 
comfortable  place  than  the  home,  and  I 
am  in  favour  of  getting  them  there  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Flintsbire  spoke  of  Liver- 
pool as  a  town  with  which  he  is  better 
acquainted  than  London.  I  know  both 
towns  very  well,  but  London  much 
better  than  Liverpool ;  and  I  must  say 
that  of  all  the  towns  where  it  is  neces- 
sary for  somethiug  to  be  done  it  is  this 
great  Metropolis,  with  its  nearly  five 
millions  of  inhabitants.  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  pay  tribute  to  the  London 
School  Board  for  having  done  its  best, 
under  difficult  circumstances,  to  give 
encouragement  to  voluntary  education, 
and  to  bring  the  children  into  the 
schools.  I  sincerely  trust  that  the  Qt>- 
vemment,  if  they  cannot  see  their  wav 
to  bring  in  a  measure  themselves,  wiu 
support  any  measure  that  may  be 
brought  in  by  the  hon.    Member  for 
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Flintshirei  so  that  something  may  be 
done  this  Session  to  commenoe  this  great 
work. 

*SiB   B.    TEMPLE  (Worcestershire, 
Bvesham) :  I  rise  once  more  to  pay  my 
tribute  of  approbation  to  the  philan- 
thropy of  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire. 
I  have  done  it  so  often  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers may  think  I  am  painting  the  lily. 
Nevertheless,  I  entreat  the  Hoase  to 
remember   that,  although   there   is   a 
general  consensus  of  opinion  upon  the 
abstract  propositions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Flintshire,  the  statements  which 
have  been   made  are  of  an  academic 
character,  and  that  a  certain  amount  of 
practical  application  is  necessary.  There- 
fore, with  the  permiseion  of  the  House, 
I  propose  for  a  few  moments  to  offer  a 
running  commentary  upon  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.    Member  from  a   Metro- 
politan point  of  view.     The  hon.  Qentle- 
man  said  that  he  would  not  attempt  to 
press  the  Kesolution  to  a  Division.     I 
am  afraid  that,  however  he  might  feel 
disposed,  he  could  not  do  so  under  the 
Bules  of  the  House.     Nobody,  however, 
challenges    the    expression  of  opinion 
contained  in  the  Resolution.     The  hon. 
Member  says  that  it  is  desirable  to  esta- 
blish continuation  schools  all  over  the 
country.     I  suppose  that  nobody  denies 
that  proposition.      It  is  one   of  those 
propositions  which    nobody   can   deny. 
To  the  various  Memorialists  mentioned 
by  the  hon.  Member  I  would  say,  '*If 
that  be  your  opinion,  why  do  not  you  act 
up  to  it  ?  "     Now,  I  am  thankful  to  the 
proposer  and  seconder  of  the  Resolution 
for  the  tribute  they  paid  to  the  efforts 
made  by  the  London  School  Board.  The 
fact  is    that    while    outside    society  is 
memorializing,    and    the  House  is  de- 
bating,   the    London    School  Board  is 
acting  :   we  are  men  of  action.      There 
may  be  some  Boards  who  are  not  doing 
as  much  as  they  ought.  I  haveno  objec- 
tion to  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr.  S.  Smith's) 
strictures  being  addressed  to  them,  but 
I    do    claim    exemption    on    behalf  of 
that  great  Corporation  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent,  the  London  School 
Board.     The  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
GFreen  CMr.  Howell)  said  that  for  a  long 
time  the  evening  classes  in  London,  as 
elsewhere,  were  failures.     That  descrip- 
tion cannot  be  applied  to  the  evening 
classes  which  now  exist.     The  evening 
olasses  in  London  are  not  all  they  might 

,  but  they  are  already  something  very 


considerable,    and    therein    I    f^^dlj 
acknowledge   the   assistanoe   and    co- 
operation we  have   received  from  the 
various  societies  which  are  promoting^ 
evening   classes.    Reference  has  beenr 
made  to  the  term  "  education."    JjB/t  me> 
ask   hon.  Members  what  is  meant  by- 
education  ?    I  am  sure  some  liMenerV' 
would    gather    from    the    speeches  of 
certain  hon.  Members  that  tne  speakers 
think  education  consists  in  the  imparting 
of  knowledge,  and  that  such  knowledge^ 
as  is  afforded  by  the  system  of  elemen* 
tary  education  may  pass  in  at  one  ear 
and  go  out  at  the  other.    That  may  be^ 
but  I  am  anxious  to  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  education  does  not  consist  of 
knowledge  alone.     There   are    in    our 
elementary  system  influences  of  a  moral 
character;    there  are  the   disciplinary 
and  humanizing  influences  and  the  re* 
collections  of  our  school   buildings  in 
contrast  to  the  misery  and  degradation 
of  some  of  the  children's  homes.     Theso 
things  are  not  forgotten — they  last  as> 
memfories  through  life.     Then  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  said  a  g^eat  deal 
about  our  children  running  wild  about 
in  the  streets.     What  he  said  may  be 
very  true  as  regards  the  evening,  but  I 
submit  it  is  not  correct  as  regards  the 
day.  Judging  from  the  hon.  Qentleman'a 
speech,  one  would  suppose  that  the  chil- 
dren of  the  Metropolis  are  running  wild 
about  the  streets  at  all  hours  of  the  day. 
That  is  really  not  the  case, and  lam  sure^ 
the  hon.  G-entleman  will  admit  it,  because 
in  the  very  next    breath  he   spoke  of 
children  being  treated  too  much  as  wag» 
earners.     If  it  is  so,  it  is  impossible  that 
the  children  can  be  running  about  the 
streets  in  the  day  time.     It  is  the  fact 
that  children  are  apt  to  run  about  wild 
in  the  evening,  and  this  is  one  of  the 
greatest  of  the  many  reasons  for  the  es- 
tablishment    of   continuation     classes. 
Again,   the  hon.    Gentleman   spoke   of 
parents  being  neglectful  of  their  chil- 
dren.    There  is  unquestionably  another 
side  to  the  question.     There  are  parents^ 
who  are  neglectful,  but  there  are  others 
who  pay  attention  to  their  children  in  a» 
manner  which  makes  them  examples  to  all 
classes  of  society,  and  these  parents  are 
to  be  found  amongst  the  very  poorest 
classes  in  the  Metropolitan  area.     It  ia- 
my  duty  to  constantly  inspect  the  chil- 
dren of  the  poorest  classes  in  the  poorest 
schools    in    the    poorest    parts  of  tha^ 
Metropolis,  and  I  am  therefore  able  U^ 
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declare  that  for  one  mother  who  neglects 
her  children  there  are  scores  who 
manage  somehow  or  other  to  send  their 
children  decently  to  school.  Mothers 
who  themselves  are  starring  manage 
somehow  to  keep  their  children  in  some- 
thing like  physical  condition;  women 
hardly  able  to  afford  decent  clothing 
for  themselves  contrive  to  send  their 
children  respectably  clad  to  school. 
Only  this  week  I  have  seen,  in  the 
poorest  parts  of  London,  cases  which 
came  under  the  category.  Such  parents 
certainly  deserve  every  praise  which  can 
be  bestowed  on  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  think  that  in  London  and 
in  our  great  industrial  centres  the  chil- 
dren are  uncared  for,  and  he  alluded  to 
the  care  taken  of  children  in  Berlin. 
Any  outsider  listening  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  suppose  that  little  or 
nothing  has  been  done  in  London  to 
bring  the  children  into  the  educational 
fold.  Will  the  House  be  surprised  to 
hear  that  at  this  moment,  within  the 
Metropolitan  area,  there  is  a  house-to- 
house  visitation,  so  that  no  child  of  any 
class,  sort,  or  condition  of  life  can  pos- 
sibly escape  education  ?  Every  chiM  is 
accounted  for.  Even  the  children 
who  sleep  out  under  arches  are 
brought  up  before  a  Committee  of  the 
Board  and  sent  either  to  a  reformatory 
or  an  industrial  school  or  a  truant 
school.  There  is  not  a  child  who 
escapes  going  to  school  so  many  times  a 
year.  What  is  the  average  attendance  ? 
More    than   four- fifths — more  than  80 

• 

per  cent — so  it  is  really  not  just  to  our 
countrymen,  and  to  our  organization,  to 
indirectly  imply  that  the  children  of  the 
humbler  classes  are  uncared  for.  Then, 
the  hon.  Member  drew  moving  pictures 
of  the  sorrows  and  the  miseries  of 
England,  and  attributes  them  all  to  the 
want  of  education.  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  say  that  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  tinged  with  exaggeration. 
[**  No,  no ! "]  If  it  was  not,  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  remedies,  the  extension  of 
the  age  of  compulsion  from  11  to  13 
years,  and  the  establishment  of  continu- 
ation classes  for  children  up  to  14  and 
15  years,  are  very  small  remedies  for 
such  a  wide-spread  and  deep-seated  a 
disease.  Either  the  disease  is  ex- 
aggerated or  the  remedy  is  insufficient. 
Then,  the  hon.  Member  spoke  in  very 
complimentary  terms  of  the  elementary 
school  teachers  in  Germany,  and  drejr. 


as  I  understood  him,  a  comparison  be- 
tween   the  German  teachers  and  the- 
teachers  in   England  generally,  some- 
what unfavourable  to  the  latter.    But 
the   hon.    Gentleman  is  not  the  only^ 
Member  of  the  House  who  has    tra- 
velled.   I  am  myself  a  traveller — ^per- 
haps a  greater  one  than  he ;  and  I  assert 
that  our   teachers — certainly  those  in- 
London  and  in  gpreat  centres  like  Liver- 
pool and  Birmingham — are  averyhighly^ 
trained  and  competent  body  of  people. 
Our  teachers,  whether  male  or  female, 
have    a      great     deal     of     force    or 
character,    power    to    command,    and 
aptitude  for  enforcing  discipline  which 
cannot  be  surpassed  by  the   teachers- 
of    any    nation    in    the    world.     After 
all    these    very    powerful    descriptive- 
passaees    the    hon.     Gentleman    pro- 
ceeded    to    develop    his    plan,     which 
really      amounts    to     this — ^that     the* 
period  of  compulsory  attendance  should 
be  somewhat  prolonged,  and  that  every 
child  should  be  obliged  to  pass  a  higher 
standard  than  that  which  is  now  made^ 
obligatory.     Neither  I  nor  any  educa- 
tional   authority  would   have  any  ob- 
jection to  these  proposals,  provided  only 
that  the  people    will    stand    them.     I 
understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  while  parents  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe   are   willing  to  let   their   chil- 
dren    remain    at    school    for    a    longT 
time    without    earning  wages,   British 
parents  insist  upon  their  children  earn- 
ing wages  at  a  tender  age.     Now,  in 
justice  to  my  country,  I  should  like  to 
point  out  that,  with  respect  to  the  labour 
of    women   and  children  in   factories, 
England  compares  most  favourably  with 
all  other  nations. 

Mr.  MDNDELLA :  Not  children. 

Sir  R.  TEMPLE :  1  speak  subject  ta 
correction,  but  that  is  certainly  my  im- 
pression.    Then    the    hon.    Gentleman 
spoke  of  our  infant  schools  in  terms  or 
disparagement.     He  seemed    to   think 
that  children  ought  not  to  go  to  school 
till  five  years  of  age.     It  is  commonly 
admitted  all  over  London  that  the  in- 
fant   schools,    in    which    children    are- 
brought  into  training  from  three  to  five 
years  of  age,  are  the  means  of  diffusing- 
a  blessing  upon  the  people.    The  infant 
schools    are    very    popular    with    the 
parents.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sheffield   (Mr.  Mundella)  will- 
admit  it  is  far   more  easy  to   induce^ 
universal  attendance  between  three  and- 
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Ave  years  of  age  than  it  ia  ia  the  subse- 
oiiout  period  of  life.  I  am  sure  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  were  to 
inBpect  some  of  our  Infant  Schools  in 
I/inidon,  see  the  little  children  going 
through  their  Kindergarten  exercise, 
and  notice  the  tender  maternal  care 
taken  of  the  children  by  the  head  and 
assistant  mistresses,  he  would  admit  that 
our  Infant  School  system  is  one  of  the 
jowels  in  the  educational  crown.  Then 
the  hon.  Member  alluded  to  the  stan- 
dard to  be  followed  for  evening  classes. 

I  hoarcily  agree  with  him  although  here  '  The  work  for  the  teadisn  in  Board 
a^ain  1  thick  he  s^'oke  in  somewhat  Schools  is  not  exceaaive.  ["OhtOhl'M 
to )  severe  terms  of  what  he  called  the    It  begins  at  9  o'dock  mna  eoes  on  till 


in  combination.  The  hon.  Qantlaima 
made  a  very  pertinent  inqniij.  Howii 
the  staff  to  be  provided  ?  He  ntha 
deprecates  the  ordinary  day  achod 
teachers  being  employed  in  the  efeniag 
schools,  but  may  I  remind  him  that  bj 
so  employing  theday  school  teachei^  vt 
effect  a  great  eoonomy,  and  econeny, 
surely,  is  a  very  emential  element  in  tts 
calculation.  It  ia  a  most  ezpensiTe  thiag 
to  employ  teachers  for  this  work  aloat; 
besides,  I  cannot  admit  it  ia  impoinUi 
for  day  school  teachers  to  do  the  woA. 


vedantiy  of  the  Education  Deparnnent.  '  12  o*dock;    then  there  are  two  hooii? 

tie  tbJTiks  the  o.irriouluai  is  unattractive,  recess,  and  afterwards  the  echool  iaqpsa 

T!^at  is  admitted  to  be  the  case  by  every  from  2  to  4.30,  poesibly  on  some  oeoa- 

powou    whv^   has   had   anything  to   do  sions  Co  o  o'clock.     [Mr.  Picxoar:    Thsa 

with  the  r.iatter.   but   on    previous  oc-  there  is  evening  work  and  prsperatifla 

ca5ior.5  1  have  stated  in  the  House  that  of  pupil  teachers.]     The  prepnration  of 

t::e  Sv'h^v!  Bo  an!  of  London  is  no:  a:  pupil  teachers  has  nothi^  to  do  wMi 

We  ^nd  ourselves  hazn-  :he    matter,  in  London   at    leasts  aad 
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•Sim  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) : 
TEhe  bon.  Member  for  the  Evesham 
IXTiaion  (Sir  Richard  Temple)  com- 
tnenoed  by  saying  he  was  about  to 
pmint  the  lily ;  but  I  think,  before  he 
•ended  bis  speech,  he  had  so  besmirched 
the  lilythat  there  was  little  of  its  lustre 
left.  He  endeavoured  to  show  that  my 
iioiu  Friend  the  Member  for  Flintshire 
(Mr.  S.  Smith)  had  brought  forward  an 
impracticable  or  useless  scheme.  I  quite 
agree  that  we  must  take  care  to  satisfy 
the  ooantry  that  the  proposed  expen- 
diture will  not  be  wasted.  But  what 
mj  noble  Friend  and  those  who  support 
faun  contend,  is,  that  the  expenditure  of 
the  ooantry  upon  education  which  is 
vow  getting  very  largo,  is  an  unproduc- 
tiTO  expenditure,  that  we  are  wasting  a 
large  portion  of  our  expenditure  by 
not  continuing  the  education  of  our 
children  when  they  leave  our  elementary 
achoola  with  a  taste  for  further  know- 
ledge; that  the  little  knowledge  they 
gain  is  quickly  rubbed  off  in  the  wear 
and  tear  of  life,  and  is  of  little  use  in 

their  future  career.  My  hon.  Friend 
•contends  that  unless  ytm  proceed  with 
the  children's  education  you  are  wasting 
the  treasure  and  resources  of  the  nation. 
I  recollect  years  ago,  when  we  first 
began  to  seriously  take  up  the  question 
ef  education  in  the  House  in  1870,  and 
for  years  afterwards,  we  found  that  very 
few  indeed — ^not  SO, 000— children  went 
into  the  higher  Standards  and  received 
an  education  that  was  capable  of  being 
eontinued  in  after  life,  and  experience 
showed  that  unless  a  child  passed  Stan- 
dard 4,  in  a  few  years  amid  the  wear 
and  tear  of  life,  the  whole  value  of 
education  was  gone.  But  do  not  let  us 
depreciate  what  we  have  done.  Since 
then  we  have  done  a  great  deal 
in  education.  Very  few  children  now 
paas  through  our  schools  who  do  not 
pass  the  Fourth  Standard,  which, 
in  all  towns  except  Bradford,  is  now 
the  standard  for  labour.  Do  not 
let  na  depreciate  what  we  have  done 
since  1870;  we  have  done  much. 
But  we  have  still  a  great  deal  left 
to  do.  As  my  hon.  Friend  has 
shown  by  statistics,  the  great  bulk  of 
the  pupils  come  out  of  the  schools  at  the 
age  of  12,  and  I  would  ask  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  consider  what  knowledge  our 
children  would  possess  in  our  own 
position  of  life,  and  with  the  advantages 
we  haye,  if  they  were  turned  out  at  12 


years  of  ag^  to  take  part  in  the  battle  of 
life.  £ven  with  our  own  children  there 
would  be  but  miserable  armour  of 
knowledge  for  the  struggle  ;  but  what 
can  the  children  of  the  poorer  classes 
get  at  12  years,  but  a  thin  veneer  of 
learning  that,  unless  continued  and 
strengthened,  can  be  of  little  effect  in 
after  life  ?  It  is  because  our  educational 
expenditure  is  unproductive,  because  so 
much  of  it  is  wasted  ;  it  is  in  order  that 
the  children  we  have  taught  up  to  the 
age  of  12  may  continue  their  education 
that  Evening  Schools,  Science  and  Art 
Classes,  and  Technical  Schools  are  pro- 
posed. I  do  not  wish  to  pose  as  a 
Srophet,  but  in  the  discussions  upon  the 
iillof  1870  I  pointed  out  that  the  night 
schools  would  become  a  complete  failure 
under  the  Act,  because  they  were  de- 
signed to  give  elementary  instruction 
to  neglected  children,  but  gradually 
as  your  children  became  educated 
night  schools  ought  to  have  been 
made  higher  schools,  useful  and  attrac- 
tive continuation  schools,  where  children 
could  learn  the  use  of  hand  and  eye  in 
preparation  for  pursuing  the  industrial 
arts  of  life.  We  did  not  do  that ;  and 
the  nij^ht  schools  went  dragging  on  in  a 
system  of  mere  verbalism,  which  the 
children  do  not  care  for  and  find  no 
advantage  in,  and  now  are  in  the  miser- 
able condition  of  having  an  attendance 
of  only  30,000  in  all  England.  I  have 
always  regretted  the  division  between 
the  Scotch  and  English  educational 
systems,  because  Scotland  does  not  get 
the  advantages  England  has,  nur  Eng- 
land the  advantages  of  Scotland.  So 
completely  separated  are  the  two  Ad- 
ministrations that  here  in  England  you 
do  not  know  whi^t  is  going  on  in  Scot- 
land. What  has  been  done  there  with 
night  schools  is,  they  have  been  con- 
verted into  higher  schools,  and  the 
result  is  that  the  attendance  bears  that 
proportion  to  population  that  60.000  or 
70,000  would  represent  in  England.  I 
support  the  Resolution  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  do  so  in  a  much  broader 
sense  than  he  does.  I  think  continua- 
tion schools  are  excellent  if  you  have  the 
sense  to  make  them  attractive  to  the 
growing  intelligence  of  youth,  for  the 
training  of  hand  and  eye  unencumbered 
by  verbalism,  opening  two  new  gates 
of  knowledge — sight  and  touch.  ^  They 
make  the  scholar  very  much  more  in- 
telligent, and  much  mure  useful  in  life  , 
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but  more  than  that,  I  look  upon  these 
schools  as  the  means  of  inducing  chil* 
dren  to  go  still  further;  that  they 
should  not  lose  their  time,  but  go  on  to 
the  Science  and  Art  Schools—supported 
with  so  much  expenditure  and  with  so 
much  usefulness — and  the  Technical 
Schools  of  the  future.  And  here  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  Vice  President  what  has 
happened  to  the  Technical  Education 
Bill  which  has  been  mentioned  in  two 
Queen's  Speeches,  and  which  we  are 
all  anxious  to  see  become  a  reality? 
For  three  years  a  Technical  Education 
Bill  has  been  before  the  House,  and 
twice  it  has  been  promised  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  but  we  do  not  yet 
know  what  particular  Bill  is  to  be  laid 
before  us.  As  leading  to  the  Science 
and  Art  ScLooIh,  and  the  Technical 
Schools,  I  want  to  see  these  continua- 
tion schools  established.  I  regard  this 
as  a  matter  of  urgent  national  interest. 
We  see  competing  nations  spending 
their  treasure  to  a  far  greater  extent 
than  we  are,  and  spending  it  without 
stint,  to  create  a  trained  intelligence 
among  their  workmen.  We  are  not 
accustomed  to  rely  on  all  expenditure 
from  the  central  authority,  nor  do  I 
know  that  Technical  Education  should 
rely  on  State  support,  but  we  ask  the 
Government  to  show  us  how  they  will 
allow  localities  to  spend  for  themselves 
as  well  as  what  aid  they  will  give  in 
order  that  our  present  educational  ex- 
penditure may  not  be  wasted,  as  now  it 
is,  in  part  from  want  of  these  schools. 
With  this  view  I  thoroughly  support 
the  Kesolution  of  my  hon.  Friend,  only 
considering  it  a  road  to  a  much  higher 
and  more  important  education,  which 
will  put  us  in  a  position  to  give  that 
intelligent  training  to  our  working 
classes  which  will  enable  them  to  keep 
their  position  in  the  competition  of  the 
world. 

*Mr.  young  (Christchurch) :  I  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  not  only 
because  this  is  the  first  time  I  have 
trespassed  on  its  time,  but  because  I  have 
had  something  to  do  with  boys  in  the 
early  years  alter  they  have  left  school, 
and  also  because  I  may  express  views 
upon  this  question  that  may  not  meet 
with  great  favour  in  any  quarter  of  the 
House.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against 
the  principle  of  evening  schools;  every- 
one, I  suppose,  is  convinced  that  when 
our  children  leave  school  at  twelve  or 

Sir  Lyo7i  Flap/air 


thirteen  years  of  mate  their  edneitita  'w 
by  no  means  oomplete,  and  I  wovldhs 
prepared  to  agree  with  the  hon.  Msohr 
for  Flintshire  in  eztendinp^  the  tisis  of 
compulsory  attendance  at  day  sehoobH 
thirteen  years.  But  that  is  not  the  Mot 
we  are  discossing  to-night.    I  beosn 
that  these  oontinoation  edioolB  wodd  d» 
much  to  give  a  higher  ednoation  ts  osr 
children,  that  they  would  enable  ttst 
education  to  be  oompleted,  and  I  sa 
quite  prepared  to  admit  that  batvsei 
the    ages  of   13  and  16    is   jost  tht 
time    when    the    mind    begins  to  ex- 
pand and  to  appreciate  the  instmetwa 
offered.    No  doubt,  to   a  certain  sx* 
tent,  higher  education   has  been  ju^ 
lected    in  this    country,    and,  in  eim> 
sequence,   foreign   nations  hiiTs  bees 
running  us  close  if  they  hare  not  bsA 
outstripping  us  in  the  indnstrisl  taea 
But  what  I  do  object  to  in  the  terms  of 
the  hon.  Member's  Resolution  is  the  us 
of  the  word  *'  National."     I  am  qniti 
aware     of    the    importance     attsdisi 
to  this  by  many  hon.    Members,  wlis 
think    that    not   only   elementaiy  bet 
higher  education  should  be  oontrolkd, 
supported  and   directed  by  the  Ststa 
But  I  must  protest  against  the  anlimital 
adoption  of  this  principle  in  regard  is 
higher  education  without  Teiy  oaisfol 
consideration.    We  know  Tory  well  tks 
large  appetites  of  many  hon.  Membeif 
and  of  some  right  hon.  Members,  tw^ 
for  the   expenditure  of   public   moasj 
for    educational    purposesi    and  ss  a 
*  *  National  system  of  eveningoontiniistion 
Schools  "  means  in  the  first  plaes  a  s|s- 
tern  supported  by  the  State  we  mav  well 
ask  with  some  alarm  what  limitisto bepnt 
upon  this  doctrine  of  National  sapportf 
Whatever  the  state  of    our    Nationvl 
finances  may  be,  I  think,  we  ought  to 
pause  before   taking   action  that  msy 
tend  to  check  the  responsibility  of  par- 
ents for  the  education  of  their  ohiUtsUt 
and  discourage  those  voluntary  agenoiss 
which  have  done  a  certain  amount  uE 
good  in  the  past  and  are  now  doing  a 
great  deal  more  to  supply  what  is  lack- 
ing in  this  respect    Education  is  a  very 
important  matter,  no  doubt,  but  there 
are  many  other  important  and  necessary 
things  not  provided  by  the  State ;  food,. 
clothing,    shelter,   medical    attendance^ 
these  are  all  matters  of  primary  impor- 
tance, but  individuals  are  left  to  obtain 
them  for  themselves  and  their  fanuUss^ 
or  to  get  them  from  those  who  will  sap* 
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^ty  ihmn.    No  donbt,  an  exception  was 
made  in  the  oaseof  elementaiy  education, 
Iwt  I  do  tliiDk  we  ought  to  paose  before 
•esteiiding  that  principle  to  an  indefinite 
-dagtee.     As   a   matter  of   fact  these 
eiYeoing  schools  as  has  been  pointed  out 
hf  the  non.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Temple)  do 
•«siat  to  a  great  extent,  and  what  exists 
ia  London  may  rery  well  be  extended 
"to  other  large  towns  in  the  country,  and, 
mdeed,  it  is  admitted  on  high  authority 
'tiiat  there  is  hardly  a  large  town  where 
Teeihnieal  Schools  do    not   exist,   and 
wliere  provision  is  not  made  for  educa- 
^kni  in  science  under  the  Science  and 
Art  Deoartment.     It  may  be  true  that 
the    oroinary    night    schools   are   not 
eo  wdl  attended  as  they  might  be,  or  so 
weU  as  they  were  attended  some  years 
4igo.     Why?     I  should  like  to  quote 
Dr.  Futon  who  has  already  been  refer- 
led  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Flint- 
shire^ and   he  is  an  authority  who  I 
know  will  be  respected  by  those  who 
take  an  interest  in  this  subject.    He  was 
examined  before  the  Boyal  Oommission 
•on  Elementaxy  Education,  and  he  said  the 
wkde  system  of  education  at  the  day 
sobools  was  such  as  to  deter  boys  from 
attending  erening  schools,   ana  when 
-they  have  passed  the  exemption  stan- 
•dard  they  fling  up  their  caps  and  cry, 
''^Oiteh  me  |;oing    to  school  again!" 
Itia  the  principle  of  compulsion  to  which 
I  take  principal  objection  in  reference 
to  this  Motion.    It  has  been  introduced 
in  the  ease  ol  elementary  education,  and 
there  are  a  good  many  people  who  think  it 
haa  not  been  altogether  a  success.     You 
have  a  gigantic  staff  to  compel  attend- 
«noe  at  a  eoet  of  £80,000  a  year  in 
London,  and  there  is  an  opinion,  that 
haa  penetrated  even  the  London  School 
Boaid  itself,  that  this  compulsion  has 
not  been  worked  altogether   satisfac- 
torily* and  has  not  been  productive  of 
^he  happiest  results ;  and  now  you  pro- 
pose to  extend  this   principle  to   chil- 
dren   of   more    advanced    age,    whom 
it    would    be    still    more    difficiilt  to 
hring  into  school.     We  may  be  asked 
to    look    at   the    Oontinent,     and,    of 
<'ourse,   we  there  see  the    compulsory 
principle  introduced.      Why,   there  is 
H>ne  place  where  the  lads  working  in  a 
large  factory  for   12   hours'   daily  are 
made  to  attend  evening  school  up  to  the 
age  of  18,  but   I  should  bke  to  know 
whether  the  people  of  this  country  are 
disposed  to  sanction  the  introduction  of 


such  a  principle  on  any  large  scale  here  ? 
I  do  not  believe  they  would,  and  I 
should  be  sorry  if  they  were.  It  is  all 
very  well  to  refer  us  to  the  Oontinent, 
but  I  do  not  think  we  are  bound 
slavishly  to  imitate  Oontinental  models 
when  we  know  that  our  habits  and 
character  are  so  very  different  from 
those  of  other  nations.  I  think  it  would 
be  a  fatal  mistake  to  adopt  a  system  of 
compulsion  in  higher  schools  just  be- 
cause it  has  been  adopted  and  been 
found  to  answer  among  other  nations. 
Boys  leave  school  now,  say,  at  the  age 
of  19,  and  most  of  them  go  to  work  of 
some  kind,  and  some  of  them  work  long 
hours;  they  come  home  tired  in  the 
eveniuff  and  want  rest.  Now,  set  up 
cl  asses  for  these  boys  which  shall  be  bright 
and  attractive,  and  invite  them  to  come 
in,  and  you  may  be  doing  them  a  benefit 
just  at  the  time  when  it  will  be  meet 
advantageous  to  them.  But  compel 
them  to  attend,  and  you  make  that  dis- 
tasteful if  not  odious  to  them,  which 
should  be  a  pleasure  and  a  boon ;  you 
are  cramming  them  with  knowledge 
with  the  effect  vexy  often  of  permanent 
injury  to  the  health ;  you  may  possibly 
turn  out  a  very  superior  wage-earning 
machine,  but  it  is  at  the  expense  of  aU 
the  higher  qualities  of  the  man — and 
the  woman  too.  I  may  seem  20  yeare 
behind  the  time,  perhaps,  but  I  believe 
I  express  the  opinion  of  a  certain 
number  of  the  working  classes  and  of 
a  good  many  of  the  smready  over-bur- 
dened tax  and  ratepayers,  and  some 
of  the  best  friends  of  education,  who  will 
agree  with  me  when  I  say  that  the  cast- 
iron  method  of  thrusting  knowledge 
down  the  throats  of  the  people  is  not 
the  real  way  to  promote  the  caase  of 
education  in  the  highest  sense — that, 
however  important  it  is  to  have  the 
working  classes  instructed  in  science  and 
art,  as  well  as  the  ordinary  branches 
of  knowledge,  there  is  another  side 
to  their  nature  which  ought  not  to  be 
left  out  of  account — and  that  by  this 
constant  and  evererowing  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  State  in  matters 
of  individual  and  family  concern,  you 
are  doing  your  best  to  destroy  that  spirit 
of  freedom,  self  reliance,  and  self  respect 
which  have  helped  to  make  our  nation 
what  it  IB 

*Mb.  F.'  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  :  I 
have  felt  it  my  duty  to  make  many 
visits    to    schools    in     manufacturing 
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towns,  and  I  have  given  some 
attention  to  this  subject.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  will  al- 
low me  to  express  an  opinion, 
I  think  he  takes  too  gloomy  a 
yiew  of  the  condition  of  our  town  popu- 
lation. I  do  not  believe  he  ezaffgerates 
in  the  slightest  degree  the  condition  of 
things  in  the  town  of  Liverpool,  and  I 
confess  as  a  Lancashire  man  I  look  with 
the  gpreatest  regret  and  the  deepest 
sorrow  on  the  condition  of  Liverpool. 
The  reason  for  it  I  think  is  not  far  to 
fetch.  Tou  have  in  the  ereat  city  of 
Liverpool  no  occupation  for  girls  or 
women.  If  you  pass  from  Liverpool  to 
one  of  our  great  manufacturing  towns, 
say  Wigan  or  Bolton,  you  find  the  whole 
of  the  population  that  in  Liverpool 
would  be  running  about  the  streets,  a 
source  of  anxiety  and  discredit  to  all,  are 
in  Wigan  and  Bolton  occupied  day  after 
day  in  the  great  factories  of  those  towns. 
I  do  not  think  that  anything  is  gained 
by  exaggeration  in  this  matter.  I  believe 
on  the  contrary,  that  a  cause  is  gpreatly 
weakened  when  statements  are  made 
which  do  not  stand  the  tost  of  severe 
examination.  I  do  not  believe  myself — 
the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  will 
pardon  my  friendly  criticism  —  that 
there  are  three  millions  of  people  in 
the  country  on  the  edge  of  pauperism ; 
I  cannot  think  that  a  tenth  of  the  entire 
population  of  England  and  Wales  are 
at  the  door  of  the  workhouse.  I  think 
in  that  as  in  his  more  general  state- 
ments the  hon.  Member  is  not  sup- 
Eorted  by  facts,  and  in  his  inferences 
as  gone  beyond  the  truth.  With  re- 
ference to  the  popular  opinion  in  favour 
of  some  movement  of  this  kind,  there 
was  one  omission  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire.  During 
the  last  few  weeks  an  important  and 
representative  body  of  churchmen,  who 
met  to  consider  how  the  National  Church 
can  best  discharge  its  duties,  passed  an 
emphatic  Besolution  in  favour  of  a  system 
of  continuation  schools.  I  think  it  is  only 
due  to  my  co-religionists  to  say  what 
they  are  doing  in  that  particular.  I  think 
the  real  argument  in  favour  of  the  hon. 
Member's  proposition  is  that  laid  before 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Leeds  (Sir  L.  Play  fair).  We  have 
a  gigantic  machine,  a  system  of  the  most 
elaborate  character,  teachers  trained 
with  the  greatest  care  and  accomplished 
in  their  art ;   we  have  millions  of  chil- 
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dren  gathered  togeiher,  and  jet'wa  iHoi 
them  to  be  removed  from  ihu  mottflw 
ful  and  elaborate  method  of  instniflCb 
just  at  the  time  when  thw  are  bepi 
ning  to  take  advantage  of  it.  Of  tU 
there  is  no  doubt,  and  the  more  the  on 
is  rested  on  tbia  argament  the  moni 
will  be  supported  and  the  more  spetdil 
the  matter  will  be  aettled.  I  do  not  t 
the  slightest  degree  believe  that  di 
education  of  our  young  children  b^b 
too  soon.  It  ie  a  delnaion  to  tfio 
that  the  infants  oolleoted  in  the  hIuniI 
are  subjected  to  a  ^ainfol  prow  < 
instruction  until  their  Uvea  an  ml 
unhappy  and  school  houra  a  puiod  i 
misery.  On  the  oontraiy  m  jta 
spent  at  school  are  happy  yearii  eaddi 
hours  passed  in  our  eohoola  are  haam 
enjoyment  to  young  children  and  aaon 
the  happiest  hours  of  a  child's  his. 
need  not  describe  the  scene  in  an  iafu 
school  as  I  have  often  witasMsd  it 
anyone  who  cares  to  do  so  em  vis 
a  school,  and  after  he  has  doae  i 
I  am  sure  he  will  a^ree  with  sm 
But  the  real  difficulty  is  .the  ms  i 
which  children  leave  sdhool,  sad  laa 
mention  a  remarkable  oizoainsliBi 
which  has  a  bearing  upon  tUs  poisl 
It  is  a  fact  that  now  in  some  of  oi 
manufacturing  towns  ohildran  mi 
through  the  standard  whioh  sivH  tSM 
exemption  from  school  attendssos  st  a 
early  an  age  that  they  are  not  •Dove 
to  entor  ujpon  factory  labour.  This  i 
the  almost  incredible  condition  oliUqgi 
and  shows  how  machinery  doss  com 
sionally  get  out  of  order.  The  effMki 
that  many  of  these  children  psM  I 
months  or  more  in  a  condition  of  idli 
ness :  the  bye-laws  of  the  School  Boii 
cease  to  have  effect,  beoause  the  standai 
is  passed,  but  the  Factory  Act  remsinii 
operation,  and  the  boy  is  not  pennitfa 
to  work.  So  children  idle  away  a  70 
or  more  of  the  most  precious  yean 
their  life,  because  parents  are  nnwilli] 
to  continue  sending  them  to  sohody  m 
compulsory  attondaace  has  cesM 
Another  fact  to  be  borne  in  mind  is  fi 
great  reluctance  of  magistrates  to  e 
force  the  bye-laws  when  a  parent  wl 
does  not  attend  as  he  ought  to  the  sd 
cation  of  his  child  is  summoned  beta 
the  magistrate  by  the  School  Board 
School  Attondance  Committee.  T 
mother  comes  forward  with  a  stocy  1 
always  true,  which  excites  syaqsA 
the  case  is  dismissed,  and  thus  ue  dh 
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of  the  school  authorities  to  secure 
'attendanoe  are  discouraged.  Night 
•ehoolB  have  comparatiyely  failed ,  and 
■ome  jears  ago  I  had  a  correspondence 
with  some  clerical  friends,  who  expressed 
Hgrets  in  regard  to  the  decay  of  theee 
•enools  which  were  fast  ripening  into 
despair.  Thej  have  been  conducted 
in  a  half-hearted  fashion,  rather  to  the 
jreiudice  than  the  advantage  of  edu- 
eaiton.  They  have  failed,  because  of  the 
natore  of  the  subjects  taught ;  because 
■neoesaive  Governments  have  made  in- 
jndioioas  requirements,  and  because  of  the 
ttAoultiee  of  securing  an  efficient  teach- 
mg  fttaff.  I  confess  I  do  not  think  we  can 
'tepeot  day  school  teachers  to  add  night 
foaohing  to  the  labours  o£  the  day. 
In  the  case  of  London  I  believe  teachers 
in  elementary  schools  are  free  from  the 
neceeeity  of  instructing  pupil  teachers. 
'In  my  judgment,  to  require  a  teacher 
irho  has  been  at  work  during  school 
libiizs  to  also  instruct  pupil  teachers  is 
to  aubject  these  teachers  to  an  excessive 
amount  of  pressure.  Whether  you  can 
tnpplj  deficiencies  by  means  of  a 
'Toumtaxy  staff,  or  whether  you  might 
aocomplish  your  object  by  exempting 
teachers  from  half  their  day  labour 
when  they  engage  in  night  school 
teaching,  I  will  not  venture  to  say,  but 
I  do  say  that  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
teachers  to  do  both,  and  there  should  be 
'no  attempt  to  induce  a  teacher  to  conduct 
a  night  school  as  well  as  a  day  school. 
As  to  compulsion,  I  confess  that  my 
opinion — an  opinion  formed,  with  con- 
nderable  regret,  under  the  pressure  of 
obaerration — is  that  we  are  at  the  edge 
of  a  period  when  there  will  be  an  ob- 
jection to  campulsion  on  the  part  of 
parents,  just  as  there  has  been  a  reluct- 
ance on  the  part  of  magistrates  to  carry 
the  compulsory  law  into  effect.  I 
deeply  regret  so  retrograde  a  condition 
of  publio  opinion.  Some  years  ago  I 
embarked  in  an  education  campaign 
with  a  strong  feeling  against  compul- 
sion. I  argued  against  it  before  large 
eatheringa  of  working  men,  and  I 
found,  to  my  great  surprise,  that  my 
arguments  were  not  well  received  by 
the  working  men.  I  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion on  which  I  have  acted  ever  since — 
namely,  that  working  men  are  in  favour 
of  compulsion,  and  that  it  is  our  duty 
to  press  on  them  in  a  friendly  spirit  that 
which  they  believe  to  be,  and  that  which 
we  know  to  be,  an  advantage  and  boon 


to  them.     That  being  the  case,  I  think 
we  ought  to  be  very  careful  lest  we  presa 
the  movement  too  far.     I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  prudent  in  the  interest  of 
the  continuation  schools  to  make  them 
compulsory.     There  are  two  difficultiea 
which    meet;     and    the    first    one    ia 
the  fatigue  of  young  persons  after  the 
day's  labour.     Sometimes   the    school 
may  not  be  near  the  home — it  may  be 
very      far      distant.       Some    of     the 
factory  workers  walk  a  considerable  dis- 
tance to  their    factories,   because    the 
labour  of  the  household  is  not  exclu- 
sively factory  labour,   and   the  young- 
persons  have  to  seek  their  livelihood  as 
best  they  can,  often  at  a  distance  from 
home.     And,    secondly,  you  have  that 
which  I  believe  to  be  a  most  valuable 
duty  on  the  part  of  our  young  girls,  and 
that  is,  assisting  in  the  management  of 
the  household.     That  I  always  regard 
as  a   technical  education   of  the   most 
valuable  character,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  House  will  act  with  wisdom — and  I 
am  sure  it  would  not  act  with  mercy  and 
consideration — if  it  were  to  pass  a  com- 
pulsory law  to  prevent  the  young  women 
of   our  working  classes  from  assisting 
their  mothers  in  the  management  of  the 
home.     I  think,  Sir,  these  remarks  are 
quite  sufficient  to  show  that  the  time 
for  compulsion  has  not  yet  come,  and 
that  we  ought  to  be  most  tender  and 
careful  how  we  advance  in  that  direction. 
There  is  one  further  remark  I  would 
make,  and  that  is  that  I  do  not  think 
that  sufficient  recognition  has  been  given 
to  work  actually  done.     If  you  come  to 
our  town— I  am  speaking  now  of  tho 
North  of  £ngland,  with  which,  by  this 
time,  I  hope  I  have  some  acquaintance 
— you  will  find  that  some  of  our  schools 
are  well  occupied  at  night.     You  will 
find  various  classes  under  various  names 
to    young    boys    and    young    women. 
Sometimes  there  is  a  certain  degree  of 
technical  education,  sometimes  there  ia 
some  debating  society,  sometimes  there 
is  some  music  taught  of  a  more  or  less 
valuable     character,    sometimes    there 
are  lectures  given  on  subjects  of  deep 
interest,  and,   altogether,   there  is  far 
more  to  continue  education  given  to  these 
young  persons  as  they    become   more 
advanced  in  life  than  might  be  thought 
by  some  who  have  not  carefully  investi- 
gated the  subject.    There  is  one  other 
point    in      which      I    think     we     do 
indulge    in    too     much     depreciation 
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opinions,  and  all  the  hon.  Members  whb 
have  spoken  have  agreed  on  that  point. 
The  difficulties  are  two  :  first  in  regard 
lo  compulsion,  and  then  in  regard  to  ex- 
pense. Compulsory  evening  classes 
would  be  especially  objectionable  in  the 
rural  districts.  For  my  own  part,  I  am 
strongly  in  favour  of  every  encourage- 
ment being  given  to  the  establishment 
of  evening  classes  ;  but  I  think  that  the 
principle  of  compulsion  ought  not  to  be 
applied.  There  are  two  chief  objections 
to  these  schools  being  made  compulsory, 
especially  in  the  rural  districts ;  in 
the  first  place  it  would  interfere 
with  the  labour  market,  because  boys 
who  have  been  working  in  the  fields  all 
day,  can  hardly  be  expected  to  attend 
clfiksses  every  evening ;  and,  in  the  next 
place,  the  difficulty  with  regard  to  girls 
would  be  even  greater.  On  this  point 
Archdeacon  Barber,  for  12  years  Dio 
cesan  Inspector  in  the  Diocese  of  Oxford, 
when  before  the  Royal  Commission,  was 
asked  (Question  49,779)— 

**  Should  you  be  prepared  to  say  whether  you 
thought  it  a  feasible  plan  to  require  compulsory 
attendance  in  evening  schools  r — A.  I  should 
hardly  think  that  it  was  feasible.*' 

Question  49,780— 

''That  must  apply  specially  to  rural  dis- 
trictoP— A.  Yes." 

Then  the  Rev.  F.  Synge,  who  was  ap- 
pointed by  the  Education  Department 
to  the  Norwich  district  in  1869,  and  has 
been  there  ever  since,  and  was  made 
Chief  Inspector  of  the  Eastern  Division 
in  1886,  was  asked  (Question  58,330)  — 

**  You  would  not  think  it  desirable  that  there 
should  not  be  evening  schools? — A.  I  think 
that  some  of  the  most  useful  of  the  evening 
schools,  are  those  which  it  would  be  impossible  to 
inspect  and  assess  grants  for  fairly,  and  that  they 
do  their  work  much  better,  being  free  from  aU 
riovemment  restrictions  " 

Question  58,334— 

*'  ^Ve  have  had  a   considerable  amount   of 
evidence  l>efore  the  Commission  very  strongly 
favour    of    much 
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Question  58,336 — 

''  And  perhaps  even  more  to  ooonfaTHhod^ 
because  of  the  long  distanoes  aad  ths  imfa^ 
quented  lanes  they  woold  have  to  piaf- 
A.  Ye8;Ithink80> 

Those  who  know  any  thing  about  iml 
districts  will  admit  that  to  eovpd 
children  over  the  age  of  IStoattM 
evening  schools  womd  be  nolluBglsa 
than  insanity,  and,  in  fact,  it  eooli 
not  possibly  be  done.  A  Bjitaoi  of 
compulsory  attendance  at  enniiiff 
schools  must  apply  equally  to  bm 
sexes,  and  the  House,  bmbre  it  coBMto 
a  decision,  must  carefully  ^^^'■■^  ths 
question  as  it  affects  the  eirls.  I  bdwfi 
the  universal  feeling  of  me  Boysl  Oon* 
mission  was  that  it  was  absoloteW 
impossible  to  enforce  compulsoiy  attsn- 
ance  at  night  schools  on  ffirls.  OfoouM^ 
it  is  comparatively  easy  for  boys  in  gmt 
centres  of  industrial  oocnpatioB  to  bi 
compelled  to  attend,  but  when  joa  ooM 
to  deal  with  rural  districts  the  phiMil 
difficulties  in  the  matter  are  exosonidy 
great.  The  districts  are  scattered,  aal it 
is  almost  impossible  for  boys  ^lo  hits 
been  at  hard  work  in  agricultural  psmili 
during  long  hours  to  be  **«»Bp«m  to 
attend  night  schools.  ItherefbmMmttit 
the  House  will  not  be  led  awaybjpdks- 
thropists  to  enforce  a  syatem  of  eounl- 
sion,  which,  if  pushed  too  far,  Buht 
have  a  disastrous  effect  in  sTiitfVff 
public  feeling  in  rural  districts  and  in- 
ducing a  re-action  which  we  might  hm 
to  deplore.  And  then,  too.  then  ii  At 
matter  of  expense.  When  the  vffd 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  Pkesidest  ol 
the  Education  Department  aad  the  ligkK 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  dM 
Exchequer  come  to  address  thsmsBlfsi 
to  this  subject  they  will  haTe  to  m^ 
up  their  minds  to  dip  their  hands  vnioq 
deeply  into  the  taxpayers'  poekela  b 
the  first  place,  the  existing  staff  of 
school  teachers  will  not  be  adequstf  for 
the    additional   labour    whidli   will  be 

as  aasigs* 


in    tavour    oi    mucn    greater    encouragement     •        i     j       t  j 

Uins:  eiven   to  evening   schools ;  and  it  has  I  l^^^OA^'ea.  ^   1  do  not  say 

sometime«i  been  sugcrested  to  the  witnesses  that,  •  ment  against  continuation  ^hoftJl^  bvtit 

though  they  misht  be  OLmparatively  easy  for  '  is  a  matter  which  the  House  and  fts 

l<ys,  they  w^uM  bw^-ry  Jitiicult  to  organize  ;  country  should  deliberate  uDon  bafan 

f  r  girU.  owmer  to  the  necessity  for  caution  as  ■  „,,k:„„  t/>/^   u«„^:i„   -  ^T^J?*^^  ^fr 
t.  their  bein?  out  Ute  .i:  nijrht:-A.  I  think     f^^^inj?  ^00  nastily  m  to  this  WO^  J 

it    wo'ill    bv    ex.-eoiinslv 


•:rgaiuze   lt\r.\  <:•  th-^t 
gr-rater  evil  :hji.  ^ :-.<!." 

Question  o  S .  3  o -5  — 

•  W:ili  V  •;  tiplv  thit 

I,  ■  ■   »        •• 


thcv  would  no* 


didicult    to 
be   ;l 


.'k 


remark  to  cruntry 
sch'X'Is  r — A.  Yes  : 


hope,  if  we  undertake  the  work,  it  wiU 
indeed,  be  organized  on  a  libsni 
scale;  I  am  not  speaking  ftom  i 
pecuniary  point  of  view  only,  bnt  ■• 
asrainst  that  system  of  payment  bj 
results,  which  is  uniTeraally  deooiDieei 
by     the    best    friends    of    edaostkMi 


Jfr.J. 
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matti    which   will   be   Bpeoially   to   be 
dsfdored  if   it  is  applied    to   evening 
••duxds.      I  think  Uer  Majesty's  In- 
<q^eotor0,  instead  of  looking  to  see  if  the 
Mbools  pass  g^ven  standards,  should,  in 
#M  ease  of  evening  schools,  see  that  the 
iwhools  are  kept  in  eood  order,  that  the 
jroong  people  are  rewy  improving  them- 
•alvee,  that  the  apparatus  is  satisfactory, 
md  that  the  schools  are  doing  good 
vcirk.    Do  not  let  us,  in  fact,  be  tied 
4own    to    that    miserable    system    of 
—ruing  so  much    money  by  so  many 
|Wiinnn.  which  is  the  bane  of  the  day 
•duKdB.      An  hon.    Member  suggested 
UhlX  it  would  be   economical   to    em- 
ploy the  day  teachers  in  the  evening 
•mImoIs.     No  doubt   we   should  there- 
hj  spend  less  money,   but  we  might 
••zhaiist  our  material ;  and  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  wise  to  trust  to  that  means 
•of  supply  alone.     I  congratulate    the 
House  and  the  Government  on  the  tone 
4tf  the  discussion. 
♦Mm.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abereromby) :  I  can  add  little  that  is 
4rs6h  or  new  to  that  which  has  been 
said,  but  I  venture  to  address  the  House 
4M  an  hon.  Member  fully  alive  to  the 
importance  of  the  subject.      The  hon. 
If  ember  who  introduced  this  matter  has 
'Entitled  himself  to  the  thanks,  for  many 

ieara,  of  the  people  of  Liverpool  by  his 
ibend  hand  and  his  liberal  thoughts, 
«nd  I  am  quite  certain  that  I  express 
the  feeling  of  my  constituents  in  extend- 
inff  to  him,  on  their  behalf,  thanks  for 
bringing  this  matter  forward .  Two  hon. 
Membera  have  referred  to  the  squalor  of 
the  Gity  of  Liverpool,  and  those  who  do 
not  know  may  think  that,  in  some 
measure,  its  squalidity  is  owing  to  the 
want  of  action  on  the  part  of  the  School 
Board  or  of  the  Oorporation.  Now,  I 
•peak  in  the  knowledge  of  many  hon. 
Members  when  I  say  that  the  educa- 
tional authorities  of  Liverpool  are  fore- 
most in  the  educational  battle,  and  also 
that  the  great  Corporation  of  that  city 
has  been  foremost  in  extending  sanitary 
improvements  throughout  its  length  aud 
breadth.  The  hon.  Member  who  intro- 
duced this  matter  referred  to  the 
squalor  to  be  found  in  the  City  of  New 
York,  and  he  attributed  it,  in  a  great 
degree,  to  the  foreign  element  introduced 
from  outside  quarters.  I  think  he  would 
have  been  equally  accurate  if  he  had 
gone  on  to  state  that  the  squalor  of  the 
City  of  Liverpool  was  also,  to  a  large 


extent,  attributable  to  the  outside  element 
brought  into  its  borders.     Li  classical 
hidtory  we  read  of  a  certain  people  who 
were  doomed  to  pour  water  into  vessels 
without  a  bottom,  and  sometimes  I  think, 
when  I  look  round  the  streets  and  courts 
of  Liverpool,  with  which  I  have  been 
intimately  acquainted  all  my  life,  that 
the  authorities   of  Liverpool  are   very 
much  like  those  unhappy  people,  who. 
after  all  their  efforts,  find  that  a  great 
deal  still  remains  to  be  done.  I  cordially  . 
approve  of  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
and   perhaps  I   do  so    more    cordially 
because  it  keeps  clear  of  details  ;   but  I 
think  that,  even  about  the  details,  there 
will  be  a  large  amount  of  common  agree- 
ment, and  when  the  question  comes  to 
be  reduced  into  practice,  we  shall   find 
hon.   Members    on  both   sides   of  the 
House  combiniug  to  further  the  better 
instruction   of  our  children     who    are 
gprowing  into  men.     I  cordially  approve 
of  the  proposal  to  extend  the  school  age 
of  children,   and  I  am  quite  in  favour 
of    promoting     continuation     schools, 
which,       I       feel      convinced,       will 
do    a    great    deal    to    bridge      over 
that  time  when    children    are  turned 
loose  from  their  regular  schools  to  enter 
on  the  battle  of  life.    It  seems  to  me 
the  real  crux  of  the  whole  thing  is  the 
matter  of  compulsion.     I  myself  would 
strongly  deprecate  trying  to  compel  these 
children  to  go  to  the  evening  schools.    I 
believe,   with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member    for  Oxford    University,  that, 
whether    it    be  in  rural    or  in    urban 
districts,  compulsion  is    prcustically  im- 
possible.    You  can  neither  punish  the 
child  by  imprisonment  or  fine  for  play- 
ing the  truant  from  evening  schools,  nor 
can  you  punish  the  parent  who,  because 
the  child  does  not  come  back  after  work, 
unable    to  send  him  to   school.     I 
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therefore  think  that  the  compulsion 
would  break  down,  and  that  it  would  be 
a  thousand  pities  that  it  should  be  tried. 
We  have  been  told  that,  in  the  City  of 
London,  at  least  £20,000  or  £30,000  is 
spent  yearly  on  compulsion ;  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet,  who  so  ably 
represents  the  London  School  Board  in 
this  House  took  to  his  Board  great 
credit  for  the  way  in  which  they  swept 
the  streets  of  London.  But  if  I  may 
make  a  remark,  I  should  say  that  in  the 
Bermondsey  district  the  streets  are  by  no 
means  adequstely  swept  of  waifs  aud 
strays.     Indeed,    I    think    compulsion 

4  B  2 


_t    t 


'_''  V".     x*- 


-    T-^l^    -lii—ilrltJi.l."'     ^1.   lilt     2*i.iIZIL     fc»'*TXfcr     xir    jjir    nuiUBC 


^      ^l 


■•IT   T  Tlil*»v     '—    -w^.^j-^  •'■irrl    IXllC   H.  Hit      iltn?*'^ 


t-r^.'j,  U'^l  '    '         "^    .    -■'   -"         -    .--         -TP-    ._"  -^^       w««-      T.-f-      ..TP» 


I.^    i»       T^iK 


•  - 


1S81 


{Mabch  15,  18>9|  Contini atton  Schools.     1882 


«qltiinl    punuitB   to    attend    evening 
•diools  under  a  ajrtam  of  compulsion. 
Bnt  why  not  introduce  the  system  of 
hall-timan  ?    Why  not  let  the  boys  go 
to  work  in  the  morning  and  rest  daring 
4ho  afternoon?  They  would  then  come 
IMh  to  their  educational  studies,  which 
wronld  have  a  charm  for  them  after  their 
lialf-holiday.    I  have  done  a  good  deal 
of  voluntary  work  in  evening  schools  in 
Xjondon*  and  I  know  how  difficult  it  is  to 
•OTOroome  the  natural  drowsiness  of  boys 
coming  into  a  heated  atmosphere  from 
-tho  ftesh  air  after  a  long  and  hard  day's 
work.    As  to  the  expense  of  the  compul- 
ooiy  Vfstem,  it  has  been  said  that  £20,000 
is  spent  yearly  in  sweeping  the  streets 
of  London  of  the  waifs  and  strays.   But 
that   is  a  mere  bagatelle,   when  you 
oome  to  remember  that  there  is  a  popu- 
lation of  five  millions  to  deal  with.    I 
do  not  wish  to  make  this  a  Party  ques- 
tion j  but  when  hon.  Members  opposite 
ludd  up  their  hands  because  an  increase 
of  sscpenditure  is  proposed  in  connection 
with  national  education,  I  would  point 
ont  that  there  is  no  difficulty  in  finding 
millioDS  when  we  want  to  increase  the 
Navy  and  add  to  the  Army  Estimates. 
We  ought  not  to  bo  alarmed  at  a  little 
inerease  of  expenditure  on  our  schools. 
That  outlay  is,  in  the  long  run,  abso- 
lutely productive,   whereas   the  money 
spent  on  the  Army  and  Navy  is  not ; 
indeed,    the  latter  only  increases  the 
class  dependent  on  the  labouring  com- 
munity, and  abstracts  wealth  from  tho 
population  and  impoverishes  the  country, 
wmle  the  money  spent  upon  the  educa- 
tion of  the  people  makes  them  better 
wage  earners  and  wealth  producers.    It 
is  a  matter  forcongpratulation  that  while, 
since  1870,  the  amount  spent  on  educa- 
tion has  increased,  the  expense  of  pau- 
perism has  decreased  and  the  number  of 
criminals   has    diminished.      In    other 
words,  we  have  forced  open  the  door  of 
our  elementary  schools  and  havo  com- 
pelled the  children  to  go  in,  but  in  doing 
•o  we  have  closed  the  door  of  the  gaol 
and  the  workhouse  to  them ;  and  this  is 
a  distinct  economic  advantage,  if  wo  look 
on  it  from  no  other  point  of  view.    With 
^gard  to  the  pauperism  that  now  actu- 
ally prevails  in  our  midst,  hou.  Gentle- 
men opposite  appear  to    have  under- 
estimated the  amount  of  it.     My  hon. 
iFriend    who     introduced     the    Motion 
stated    that    he    believed    the    pauper 
population  of  this  country  to  be  some- 


thing like  three  millions.  Well,  I  am 
afraid  that  this  pauperism  is  double  the 
number  at  which  he  set  it.  Instead  of 
the  number  being  only  three  millions,  I 

freatly  fear  it  is  nearer  six  millions.    I 
o  not  regard  the  pauper  population  as 
only  those  who,  at  any  one  given  mo- 
ment, are  in  receipt  of  pauper  relief.    I 
maintain   that    if  the    condition   of    a 
man    is  such   that   last    year  he    was 
a    pauper,    and     that    he    is    looking 
forwara  to  being  a  pauper  again  next 
year,  he  is  in  that  state  of  abject  fear, 
misery,  despondency,  dread,  doubt,  and 
difficulty  which  necessarily  classes  him 
amongst    the    paupers.     If    you   find 
statistics     which    show     that   when    a 
man's  life  comes  to  an  end  he  has  no 
alternative  but  to  be  classed  with  tlie 
paupers,    I    maintain    that    that    man 
oelongs  to  the  pauper  class.     I  hold  in 
my  hand  some   statistics  compiled   by 
Mr.  M*Dougall.  Vice  Chairman  of  the 
Manchester  Board  of  Guardians,  accord- 
ing to  which  it  appears  that  there  are  iu 
the  City  of  Manchester,  living  in  a  state 
of  actual  pauperism,  10*88  per  cent  of 
tho  entire  population.     But  that  is  not 
all.     The  number  who  actually  die  in 
the  workhouse,  or  in  receipt  of  parish 
relief,    is   one  in   every   5*84  ;  that  is, 
more  than  17  per  cent,  of  the  popula- 
tion die  under  the  shadow  of  the  work- 
house  at   last.      It    seems   almost    in- 
credible to  think  that  when  you  have  an 
audience  before  you  of  1,000  people  in 
tho  City  of  Manchester,  you  can  say  17 1 
of  these  people  will   die  in    tho   work- 
house, or  at  the  time  of  their  death  will 
be  in  receipt  of  workhouse  relief.     I  do 
not  take  these  figures    merely  on  the 
statement     of     Mr.     ^I'Dougall,    Vice 
Chairman  of  the  Manchester  Board  of 
Guardians,  but  I  refer  to  one   of  his 
authorities  —  namely,     the     Begistrar 
General's    Eeport     for    1^79,     and*    I 
find  there    that  in  public  institutions, 
including  workhouses,   infirmaries,  and 
public  lunatic   asylums,  the  deaths  re- 
corded were    equal  to    lO'l    of  all  the 
deaths   in  the    whole  of  England   and 
Wales.     This   does  not    include  those 
who  died  in  receipt  of  outdoor  relief, 
nor  the  many  m>re  who  die  as  bene- 
ficiaries at  home,  and  in   hospitals    of 
benevolent   and    philanthropic    institu- 
tions.    Therefore,  it  is  indisputable  that 
beyond  the  10  per  cent  of  the  popu- 
lation which  die  in  the  workhouse  and 
other    instiutions,    those    who    live    in 
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poverty  but  escape  the  workhouse  at  the 
end  of    life  are    also   very  numerous. 
This  reveals  a  most  miserable  state  of 
things,  and  I  am  glad  my  hon.  Friend 
has  brought  forward  one  aspect  of  this 
case  of  pauperism,  and  has    made  an 
effort    in    one    direction    of    relieving 
it.      I    do    not    believe    his  plan  will 
have  the  far-reaching  effect  and  influ- 
ence   which    he    expects.     There    are 
many  disintegrating    causes    at    work. 
Education  alone  will  not  be  enough  to 
relieve  us  from  the  miserable  position 
in  which  we  are  placed.     I  look  to  other 
social  efforts.     I  look  forward  to  the 
time   when  workhouses  will  be    done 
away  with,  and  we  shall  have  work- 
fields  and  workyards  where  those  now 
driven  to  the  so-called  workhouse  can  earn 
a  livelihood.    I  look  forward  to  the  time 
when  men  and  women,  having  a  larger 
share  of  the  wealth  they  create,  will  be 
released  from  the  necessities  and  troubles 
which  now  surround    them,  and    will 
gladly  contribute  to   the  education   of 
others,  as  we  now  insist  that  they  shall 
share     better    educational    advantages 
from  the  State. 
♦Tub     VICE-PEESIDENT    of    the 
COUNCIL  (Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke,  Kent, 
Dartford) :  I  will  not  detain  the  House 
by    enlarging   on,   or  dealing  further 
with  the  sad  and  gloomy  topics  wliich 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
brought    under  our  notice.     I  do  not 
admit  the  correctness  of  his  figures,  or 
the  accuracy  of  the  conclusions  he   has 
drawn,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
he  seems  disposed  to  paint  the  shadows 
rather  too  darkly,  and  to  admit  too  little 
sunshine    into  the  picture.      I    would 
rather  go    back  to  the  more  pleasant 
aspect  of  the  case.      So  far  as  I  am 
concerned  I  am  sure  there  is  no  Mem- 
ber in  the  House  who  feels  the  difficulty 
of  the  position  that  I  have  the  honour 
to  hold  thau  I  do,  or  the  inadequacy 
with  which  I  fill  it.     If  there  is  any- 
thing that  can  encourage  a  man  in  my 
position,  it  is  the  candid  and  generous 
treatment  I  have  received  on  all  sides  of 
the  House,  and  if  I  disagree  from  some 
of  my  friends  and  their  conclusions   it 
will  be  in  no   hypercritical  or  conten- 
tious spirit,  but  in  an  earnest  desire  to 
carry  out  the  object  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber   for    Flintshire    has    in    view    in 
bringing     forward     the     Motion.       It 
is     rather      difficult     to     deal     with 
the  formal  Resolution  on  the  Paper,  be- 
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cause  it  is  partly  shadowed  <»  aooomf 
panied  by  a  Bill;  and  between  fhe  t«» 
there  is  some  divergence.    The  BmqIi^ 
tion    refers  to     those  who  leave  d^ 
schools  early;  but  the  hon.  MeoilMt^  ia 
his  speech,  oontemplatee  sehoolsfbra- 
day  scholars  of  fr«>m  12  to  16,  aadftr 
those  who  have  passed    the  eaumpSm 
standard.    The  hon.  Member  somib 
that  the  last  standard  may  be  tun  ia 
the   continuation    school;     but  I  ui 
strongly  of  opinion  that  there  would  W 
something  hazardous  in  breaking  n 
day-sohool  life.    If  you  fix  a  Mf^T^^ 
of  exemption,  you  ought  to  seooze  thit 
the  education  iis  comj^eted  in  the  dij 
school.    If  I  had  any   doubts  on  tht 
point  beforehand,  they  have  been  eofr 
firmed  by  the  debate.     The  State  has  a 
right  to  demand  abaolufce  seooxxtj  for 
the  value  of  that  for  which  it  pays,  and 
I  think  we  have  had  ample  indicdtiflnt 
in  this  debate  to  show  that  if  the  sdo* 
cation  in  the  last  standard  is  ffmM^ 
to  night  schools  the  seourity  as  to  flisft 
standard  will  be  of  an  illusory  ohuaeter. 
The  day-school   education   shoidd  bt 
completed  at  the  day  school,  from  vUA 
the  continuation  school  should  be  kept 
quite  distinct.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool   gave  a    gloomy  piotme  df 
neglected  children  in  large  towns;  but 
the  hon.  Member  appeared  to  be  OKxifld 
away  by  his  enthusiasm,  for,  go  wluro 
you  will,  to  town  or  agricultunddiitrie^ 
there  is  a  general  conourrenoe  ia  ths 
statement  that  children  are  now  bettor 
fed,  clothed,  oared  for,  and  educated  thia 
they  were  10  or  12  years  ago.    Theboi. 
Member  has  quoted  the  City  of  livor- 
pool  with  which  he  is  well  aoqnaiiitad, 
but  I  maintain  that  the  oonaitioa  of 
things  there  is  exceptional,   and  that 
people  of  the  knowledge  and  oonunoB 
sense  of  Members  of  this  House  who  sro 
constantly'  travelling  and   visiting  tho 
large  centres  of  the  country  will  oonfiim 
the  view  I  have  just  expressed.    I  on 
speak  confidently  in  this  matter  <rf  tho 
condition   of  the  children  of  the  wsgf 
earning  class  in  the  affricultural  disbioto 
of  Kent.  And,  Sir,  when  the  hoB.lEom< 
ber  presents  to  the  House  his  fjioooDf 
picture  of  the  state  of  these  unfortonsto* 
neglected  children  in  our  large  towtf' 
I  would  appeal  to  something  strongor 
and  more  material  than  our  own  oHn^ 
vation  and  experience,  I  would  appeiL 
to  the  statistics  of  crime— for,  ailsr  ill 
if  the  picture  the  ho^..  ICeuJiigc  4lV0 
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anything  of  truth  in  it,  it  means 
infimt  crime.  If  these  vast  numbers  of 
aagleoted  children  which  he  pictured  are 
ooostantlj  running  about  the  streets  by 
nighty  contaminated  by  everything  evil, 
I  nr  it  can  only  lead  to  one  possible 
ragolt — ^namely,  infant  crime.  What  is 
the  main  result  of  the  statistics  ?  They 
amount  to  this,  that  since  Mr.  Forster's 
Aet  of  1870  was  passed  our  population 
has  increased  by  one-fourth,  and  in 
spite  of  that  increase  that  our  juvenile 
eiime  is  to-day  exactl}  half  what  it  was 
in  1870.  I  think,  therefore,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  painted 
the  picture  in  too  deep  and  fervid  a 
eolonr.  There  is  perfect  unanimity  as  to 
the  object  in  view.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons 18  unanimous  on  the  subject,  and 
the  Boyal  Commission  unanimously 
fepOTted  in  favour  of  encouraging  the 
ijjvtem  of  evening  and  continuation 
eohoola.  I  shall,  no  doubt,  be  asked 
what  is  the  view  of  Her  Maiesty's  Go- 
Temment  in  the  matter.  In  reply  to 
this  inquiry,  I  am  obliged  to  contest 
mnch  that  has  been  said  as  to  the  actual 
position  of  our  evening  school  system. 
Many  gentlemen,  in  referring  to  that 
mtem,  have  dealt  only  with  the  bare 
figures  as  they  appear  in  connexion  with 
the  grants  paid  by  the  Education 
Department ;  but  that  is  an  altogether 
fBlIaoious  view  to  take.  It  ignores  the 
Tast  amount  of  good  that  has  been  done 
bj  voluntary  effort  and  in  other  ways. 
The  minority  Report  of  the  Commission, 
in  dealing  with  this  question,  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  extending  the 
BTstem  of  continuation  schools.  Yet 
thej  concluded  witli  some  very  remark- 
able observations  —  that  while  they 
thought  the  State,  through  the  Educa- 
tion  Department,  should  help  these 
schools  as  much  as  possible,  and  while 
the  local  machinery  of  School  Boards 
should  also  be  directed  to  their  improve- 
ment and  extension, 

**  We  are  of  opinion  that  this  is  a  branch  of 
edaostion  in  which  we  must  endeavour  very 
largely  to  enlist  voluntary  activity  and  co- 
opmtion." 

To  my  mind,  taking  the  view  I  do  of 
the  existing  state  of  things— that  is  a 
very  encouraging  sentence — and,  in  view 
of  that,  I  should  like  to  point  to  another 
sentence  in  the  Minority  Report,  in 
which  the  Commissioners  allude  to  the 
B}  stematixing  of  science  and  art  schools, 
the  expansion  of  mechanics'  institutions. 


and  other  agencies.  From  the  first  day 
I  entered  the  Education  Department  I 
have  given  most  earnest  attention  to 
this  question,  and  the  first  motive  which 
induced  me  to  introduce  a  Technical 
Instruction  Bill  was  that  a  vast  number 
of  youths  and  others  would,  under  the 
operation  of  such  a  measure,  be  attracted 
to  evening  classes.  In  addition  to  the 
voluntary  agencies  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  the  Recreative  Evening 
Schools  Association  is  doing  a  vast 
amount  of  good  in  our  large  towns,  and 
there  are  also  the  Science  and  Art  classes. 
I  often  think  it  is  too  much  the  fashion 
to  ignore  the  extraordinary  amount  of 
good  which  these  classes  are  doing.  In 
making  these  observations  I  am  not 
pleading  against  the  Motion,  nor  against 
any  assistance  the  G-overnment  can  g^ve 
to  continuation  schools,  but  simply 
pointing  out  what  is  being  done  by  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  and 
showing  the  extraordinary  increase 
which  is  yearly  going  on  in  connection 
with  these  classes.  At  the  April,  May, 
and  June  examinations  in  1888,  the 
number  of  Science  Schools  examined 
was  2,03i» ;  and  up  to  November  last 
the  number  of  applications  sent  in  by 
schools  for  forms  in  the  present  year 
has  been  2,212,  showing  an  increase  in 
one  year  of  200  schools.  Take  the 
number  of  students  in  the  schools. 
In  1888,  the  number  of  students  was 
113,000;  and  in  the  Estimates  for 
1889-90,  the  Department  Estimates  for 
125.000— an  increase  of  12,000  scholars 
— and  a  proportionate  increase  is  antici- 
pated in  the  Art  Glasses.  These  figures 
show  that  a  vast  movement  is  every 
year  going  on  in  connection  with  these 
classes  at  the  expense  of  the  Exchequer. 
As  regards  evening  classes,  there  is  a 
gprowth  of  something  like  8  per  cent, 
this  year,  and  there  is  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  students  receiving 
instruction  in  additional  subjects 
There  is  another  very  important  element 
which,  I  think,  we  ought  to  consider  in 
dealing  with  the  question,  and  that  is 
the  one  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
has  referred  to,  technical  education.  I  am 
glad  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  appealed 
to  me  on  it,  and  I  hope  that  before  the 
end  of  the  Session  he  will  appeal  to  me 
in  still  more  harsh  terms  if  nothing  is 
done.  I  am  most  anxious  to  carry  the 
Bill  dealing  with  that  subject,^  and 
J  although  it  is  not  distinctly  mentioned 
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in  the  Qae  n's  Speech,  my  colleagues  in 
the  Government  are  equally  anxious  to 
see  the  measure  passed.  There  are  one 
or  two  difficulties  in  the  way,  but  I  hope 
we  shall  be  able  to  surmount  them  ; 
and,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  will 
leave  no  stone  unturned  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  the  present  Session. 
Something  has  been  done  to  remove  the 
extraordinary  hindrance  which  has 
hitherto  jeen  placed  in  the  way  of 
evening  schools  by  the  stringent  require- 
ment of  the  Department  as  to  elementary 
subjects.  It  has  been  discovered  that 
the  sooner  this  restriction  is  removed 
the  better  will  it  be  for  the  evening 
schools  and  for  the  cause  of  education. 
It  has  been  stated  that  if  this  hindrance 
were  removed,  the  30,000  schools  would 
become  60,000,  and  I  do  not  regard 
that  an  exaggerated  estimate.  I  am 
not  divulging  any  Cabinet  secret  if  I 
state  that  in  the  new  Education  Code 
there  will  be  a  provision  whereby  any 
scholar  who  can  show  that  within  six 
months  of  the  time  of  his  appearing  in 
the  school  he  has  passed  a  certain 
standard,  he  will  not  be  bothered  with 
any  of  the  elementary  subjects,  but  will 
be  free  to  bo  put  in  additional  subjects, 
as  the  locality  may  deem  necessary.  I 
hold  that  in  a  question  of  this  kind,  the 
common-sense  view  is  to  leave  the  locali- 
ties to  deal  with  the  curriculum  as  much 
as  possible,  although  with  State  aid  it 
is,  of  course,  necessary  to  have  some 
security  that  the  money  is  not  wasted.  I 
do  not  say  these  things  in  antagonism  to 
the  Motion,  but  simply  to  show  that  as 
far  as  the  Government  are  concerned 
they  are  not  blind  to  the  necessities  of 
the  day,  and  that  they  recognize  as  one 
of  the  chief  and  most  urgent  necessities 
of  the  day  the  advance  and  encourage- 
ment of  evening  and  continuation  schools 
in  every  possible  way.  As  to  the  stan- 
dard of  exemption  in  Elementary  Schools 
I  am  not  prepared  to  join  issue  with 
hon.  Members.  It  is  a  very  large  and 
important  question  affecting  not  only 
the  educational  future  of  the  country, 
but  the  labour  market.  The  one  com- 
mercial centre  moat  affected  by  the  half- 
timers —  Bradford — resents  most  strougly 
any  interference  with  the  present  stan- 
dard of  exemption.  I  have  here  a 
memorial  from  the  school  authorities 
ia  Bradford  which,  referring  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  Bill  of  last  year, 
riaid — 

Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke 


**  As  the  Bill  now  Btands  it  would  creaU  an 
impracticable  condition  of  things  in  Bradford  if 
it  did  not  give  rise  to  an  .open  revolt  agaioit  the 
Education  Act  as  a  whole. 

I  quote  this  merely  to  show  that  the  Go- 
vernment cannot   introduce  legislatioii 
without  a  due  consideration  of  the  whole 
subject.     Then  the  question  of  the  tap- 
ply  of  teachers— K>ne  on  whioh  both  the 
minority  and  majority  of  the  Oommii- 
sion  insisted — has  to  be  faced  in  any 
attempt    to   provide    the    continnation 
schools  suggested.    I  do  not  agree  wift 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eve- 
sham   (Sir    E.    Temple)    in    suggest- 
ing   that    the    day    teachers    u^iild 
be    employed    in    the    night    schools. 
The    teachers    are    an    already    over- 
worked   body  of    men    haying    quite 
enough   to  attend   to  during  the  day. 
Again,    the    question    of     oompulsioii 
has  to  be  met  in  any  attempt  to  deal 
with    the    question    in    the    terms  of 
the  Eesolution  before  the  Hoose.    The 
minority  of  the  Commission  were  not 
prepared  to  advocltte  the  system  of  com- 
pulsion.   A  State-aided  system  to  be 
successful  ought  to  be  universal;  and 
then  there  are  difficulties  to  be  met  ia 
suburbs  and  agricultural  districts,  whoe 
scholars  will  have  to  travel  a  great  dis- 
tance.    Some  security  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided that  the  schools  will  be  suocesonl 
and  that  the  children  will  attend.    It 
has  been  urged,  and  I  am  of  opinion  it 
would  be  better  to  lessen  the  harshnsee 
and    asperity  of  school  life  and  adopt 
some  system  more  likely  to  make  the 
schools  draw.     But  then  the  taxpayers 
ought  to  be  consulted  on  the  point  b«lore 
they  are  asked  to  put  their  hands  into 
their  pockets.     They  ought  to  have  the 
chance  of  asking  the  question,  '*  Where 
is  education  to  end  and  where  is  amuse- 
ment   to   begin  in  these  continuation 
schools  ? ''     Then  another  question  that 
will  rise  will  be  that  of  secondary  edu- 
cation.    I  do  not  say  whether  it  is  right 
that  the  State  should  pay  for  it  or  not ; 
but  I  maintain  that  if  the  taxpayers  are 
to  pay  for  secondary  education,  it  is  only 
fair  that  they  should  tirst  be  told  of  the 
new  incubus  to  be  laid  upon  them.    I 
assure  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  that  any  measure  which  may 
be  introduced  on  the  subject  will  receive 
the  candid  consideration  of  the  Gk)vern- 
ment ;   but  as  far  as  legislation  daring 
this  Session  is  concerned,  I  must  say 
I  that  I  do  not  think  there  will  be  mnoh 
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chance  for  it  if  the  present  rate  of  pro- 
proes  is  maintained.  I  should  be  glad 
if  I  could  oarrjp  a  measure  dealing  with 
technical  education ;  but,  so  far,  it  seems 
that  the  Session  is  to  be  one  for  Supply 
only.  Independently  of  that,  however, 
It  in  my  responsible  position,  will  do  my 
utmost  to  promote  the  cause  which  has 
to-night  been  advocated  in  the  House. 
^  Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side):  I  think  all  hon.  Members  will 
fsel  we  are  indebted  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Flintshire  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  not  only 
for  the  admirable  speech  he  has  delivered 
but  also  for  one  of  the  most  useful  and 
interesting  debates  we  have  had  for 
some  time.  I  find  myself  in  agreement 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  nearly  all 
Che  statements  he  made.  I  think,  how- 
ever, my  hon.  Friend  underrated  the 
enormous  work  already  done  in  education, 
and  exaggerated,  somewhat,  the  results 
which  we  may  hope  to  follow  upon  the 
establishment  of  continuation  schools. 
How  is  it  that  my  hon.  Friend  is  able 
Co  draw  such  a  deplorable  picture  of  the 
state  of  our  elementary  education  after 
18  years  of  work  and  the  large  expen- 
diture of  money  which  has  taken  place 
durinff  that  period?  It  is  not  at  all 
difflcmt  to  explain.  When  Mr.  Fors- 
ter  brought  in  his  Education  Bill 
there  were  3,000,000  fewer  children 
at  school  than  there  are  to-day. 
Mr.  Forster  was  so  anxious  to 
obtain  a  recognition  of  a  standard 
for  labour  that  when  the  local  authorities 
came  to  him  and  fixed  a  Standard  at 
which  children  should  pass  out  of  school 
Bmd  take  employment,  he  was  glad  to 
Bu:cept  almost  any  standard  they 
brought,  and  he  did  in  some  in.btances 
Moept  a  standard  for  total  exemption  as 
low  as  the  third.  But  Standard  lY.  pre- 
rails  very  largely  throughout  the 
M>untE7,  and  especially  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts. What  has  happened  ?  Standard 
LY.  is  a  standard  which,  when  Mr. 
Porster  passed  the  Act,  was  not  attain- 
ible  by  children  until  they  were  some- 
;hing  like  12  or  18  years  of  age,  but  now 
t  is  commonly  attainable  by  children  of 
10  years  of  age.  Better  the  regularity 
)f  attendance,  better  the  quality  of 
caching,  and  the  same  children  pass  the 
Standards  of  education,  until  it  has  come 
o  this,  that  clever  children  in  large 
lumbers  pass  the  necessary  Standard  at 
in  early  age,  and,  especially  in  rural 
Ustricts,  pass  out  of  school.      There  can 


be  no  more  wasteful  system  than  to 
allow  children  to  pass  out  of  school  at 
10  years  of  age,  and  forget  at  the  time 
they  are  about  13  nearly  all  they 
have  acquired  at  so  much  expense. 
The  Yice- President  of  the  Committee 
(Sir  W.  Hart  Dyke)  has  expressed  his 
approval  of  the  object  the  hon.  Member 
for  Flintshire  has  at  heart.  The  Yice- 
President  is  always  courteous  and 
always  sympathetic,  but  then  he  has 
not  always  got  the  power  to  carry  ouc 
his  good  wishes  and  intentions.  When 
hoc.  Members  reproach  the  Yice-Presi- 
dent  with  the  pedantry  of  his  Depart- 
ment, they  must  recollect  that  it  is  m>t 
the  pedantry  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment that  is  to  be  complained  of,  but  it 
is  the  parsimony  of  the  Treasury.  It  is 
no  use  blaming  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man because  he  does  not  give  a  larger 
amount  of  grant  or  a  larger  latitude  to 
School  Boards,  but  it  is  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  who  is  to  be  com- 
plained of.  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  present, 
because  I  want  to  make  a  request,  which 
I  trust  he  will  find  it  difficult  to  refuse. 
In  1887  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  ad- 
dressing a  large  audience  in  the  Free 
Trade  Hall,  Manchester,  pointed  out 
how  important  it  was  that  the  children  of 
the  country  should  enjoy  the  advantages 
of  technical  education,  and  hoped  the 
people  would  not  let  Irish  obstruction 
stand  between  theui  and  the  education 
of  their  children.  There  is  no  Iribh 
obstruction  now  ;  it  is  Treasury  obstruc- 
tion. The  Yice- President  hopes  he 
will  be  able  to  carry  his  Technical 
Education  Bill,  but  he  seems  to  fear 
delay  in  the  House.  There  will 
be  no  delay  in  the  House.  fMr. 
GoscHEN :  Will  you  see  to  that  ?] 
Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  produce 
his  Bill.  We  have  had  it  mentioned 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  twice,  and  two 
Bills  have  been  laid  on  the  Table,  but 
both  have  been  withdrawn.  Why  ? 
Because  they  have  been  -  condemned  by 
the  Liberal  Unionists,  supporters  of  the 
Government.  Let  us  have  a  good  mea- 
sure introduced ;  let  us  have  it  soon, 
and  I  think  I  can  promise  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  will  not  occupy 
many — I  will  not  say  days,  but  hours,  to 
pass.  I  must  say  another  word  in  defence 
of  the  good  work  that  has  been  done  by 
the  Education  Department.  My  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  S.  Smith)  pointed  out  that 
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only  128,000  children  have  passed  an- 
nually the  YI  and  YII  Standards.     I 
agree  with  him  that  every  child  who 
passes  out  of  school  should  pass  the  YI 
standard,    but  what  was  the  state   of 
things  18  years  ago  ?  When  Mr.  Forster 
introduced    his  Bill,    the    number    of 
children  presented  in  the  YI  Standard 
in  any  one  year  was  only  24,000.    Then 
the  YI  Standard  was  the  present  Y ; 
there  was  no  YI  and  YII ;  and  what 
have  we  done?      Last    year    265,000 
children  were  presented  in  the  Y  Stan- 
dard, (formerly  the  YI,)  and  12  8, 000  chil- 
dren were  presented  in  the  YI  and  YII. 
That  is  a  marvellous  advance,  one  which 
must  be  a  source  of  rejoicing  to  everyone. 
I  agree  with  a  good  deal  of  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   Evesham   (Sir    E.   Temple).    The 
London  School  Board  are  doing  magnifi- 
cent work  in  the  Metropolis.  They  have 
done  more  to  civilize  and  humanize  the 
poor  and  wretched  classes  than  any  other 
body  in  the  Metropolis.  I  hope  they  will 
continue  in  the  good  work,  and  not  flinch 
because  it  costs  another  ^d.  or  ^d.  in  the 
rate.  We  are  very  economical  whenever 
education  is  mentioned.     As  a  matter  of 
fact  we  are  wasteful,  because  we  do  not 
complete  our  work.    There  is  no  man  of 
business  would  ever  dream  of  doing  his 
business  as  we  do  ours — Cleaving  off  in 
the  middle  and  letting  the  part  we  have 
done  perish  because  we  will  not  furnish 
the  remainder.     Now,  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  while  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Flintshire  refers  only  to 
night  schools,  the  hon.  Gentleman  prac- 
ticaly  impeaches  the  whole  of  our  educa- 
tional arrangements.  I  think  he  is  right, 
because  the  arrangements  made  by  the 
Education  Act  of  1870  became  obsolete 
by  1880.     The  Yice  President  has  said 
that  Bradford  objects  to  any  interference 
with  the  half-time  Standard.     It  used 
to  be  Standard  II,  but  now  it  is  Stan 
dard    III.      Will    he    believe  that  in 
Yorkshire,  in  Lancashire,  and   in    the 
Midlandsthere  are  factory  towns  in  which 
factory  labour  is  important  and  where 
there      is     Standard     lY      for     half- 
timers  and  Standard  YI  for  full-timers. 
I  hope  that  the   Report  of  the  Hoyal 
Commission  will   not    be   left    without 
Legislation.     I  trust  that  we  shall  raise 
the  age  of  exemption  throughout  by  law. 
With   the  exception    of   Belgium    and 
Hussia,    England    works    its    children 
longer  hours  and  harder  than  any  other 
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country  in  Europe.    In  most  countries 
children  cannot  leave  Bchool  until  they 
are     14,    but    in     England     ohildreB 
are    allowed    to    begin    work    at   10. 
Now,  while  compulsion  is  necessair  for 
day  schools,   I   think  it  very  douotfal 
whether  it  should  be  applied  to  the 
night  schools,  which  should  be  made 
attractive.    With  the  ¥ride8t  range  of 
colonies  in  the  world,  we  want  to  see- 
our  people  enterprizing  and  ready  to  go 
out  into  the  world  rather  than  sit  at 
home  and  starve.    Therefore  we  should 
teach  them  the  geojnraphy  and  resonroes 
of  our  colonies.    Those  also  who  are 
intended  to  engage  in  oommeroe  should 
have  the  advantage  of  being  aUe  to 
learn  a  foreign  language,     fiat,  more- 
than  all,  what  is  wanted  from  one  end 
of  England  to  the  other  is  technical* 
education.    We  are  told  by  everybody 
— by  Professor  Huxley,  by  Lord  Salis- 
bury, the  Prime  Minister,  by  the  Ghan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  bj  others 
— how  important  technical  education  is 
for  the  people,  and  yet  we  oannot  get  a 
fair  Bill  laid  on  the  Table.    A  BiB  on 
that  subject  might  be  passed  in  lees  time 
than  this  debate  has  taken.    Why  not 
refer  it  to  a  Grand  Committee,  as  was 
done  in  the  case  of  the  Kailway  Bill  last 
year  ?   Again,  I  entirely  agree  that  it  is- 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  maintain 
our  infant  schools.     That  is  a  part  of 
our  system  of  which  we  have  reason  to- 
be  proud.  I  do  not  believe  any  system  in 
Europe  can  compare  favourably  with  it. 
My    hon.    Friend    made   reference    to* 
Berlin,  and  spoke  of  the  kind  of  educa- 
tion given  there.    When  I  was  there 
some  three  years  ago,  and  investigated- 
this  matter  for  myself,  I  was  astounded 
to  find  the  numbers  of  children  who- 
attended  the  principal  schools  in  Berlin. 
There  is  a  school  within  a  few  yards  of 
the  British  Embassy,  through  which  I 
was  told  in  three  years  2,000  scholars- 
under  17  had  passed  in  the  higher  curri* 
culum  adopted,  and  in  the  various  indus- 
tries of  Berlin  they  desired  to  follow. 
In  all  the  19  arrondissements  of  Paris, 
languages,  technical  education,  art  and 
science  teaching,  as  applied  to  industry,, 
can  be  obtained  free  of  cost  by  any  mane 
coming  out  of  the  street  in  any  of  the 
schools  of  the  arrondissements.  Nothing 
is  more  astonishing  to  an  Englishman 
than  to  see  the  sacrifices  foreign  nations- 
are  making  to  enable  their  workmen  to 
compete  in  the  production  and  beauti^ 
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of  manufactures.  The  Yice- 
ident  has  assured  us  that  when  he 
laja  the  New  Code  upon  the  Table  we 
akall  find  in  it  some  of  the  provisions  we 
an  ao  anxiously  looking  for,  and  I  can 
promise  him  in  this  matter  of  the  Oode 
that  anything  that  appears  there  shall 
lunre  not  only  our  most  careful  but  our 
moat  fayourable  consideration.  I  know 
the  difficulties  of  his  position  in  regard 
to  payments  by  results.  The  hon. 
Glentleman  opposite  (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot) 
apoke  in  a  tone  of  strong  condemnation 
of  the  system,  and  is  anxious  that 
we  should  abandon  it,  but  I  am 
anrpriaed  to  hear  from  him,  an  advocate 
of  tne  voluntary  system,  a  condemnation 
of  payments  by  results.  I  want  to 
know  how  you  are  going  to  pay  away 
millions  from  the  Exchequer  without 
having  some  test  of  the  application  of 
the  money.  The  whole  difficulty  is  a 
oonaequence  of  the  voluntary  system, 
whether  we  like  it  or  not.  You  cannot 
pay  into  the  hands  of  voluntary 
managers  money  without  exacting  some 
TOOof  that  the  money  is  well  expended. 
You  may  pay  it  to  local  authorities, 
to  elected  bodies  over  whom  yon  exer- 
oiae  supervision,  but  it  is  not  possible  to 
pay  to  private  persons,  however  good 
may  be  their  intentions  and  however 
good  their  management,  without  some 
teat  aa  to  how  the  money  is  expended. 
I  only  hope  the  Vice-President  will  lay, 
not  only  the  Code,  but  his  Technical 
Ihatraotion  Bill,  upon  the  Table,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  advanced  with  the  least 
poaaible  delay.  He  may  be  assured  it 
will  be  received  with  the  most  sym- 
pathetic consideration  by  the  House. 

Majob  BASCH  (Essex  S.E.):  As  a 
Member  for  an  agricultural  constituency 
I  cannot  help  offering  a  most  emphatic 
nroteat  against  the  bare  idea  of  continu- 
mg  compulsory  educasion  after  the  age 
of  13.  In  towns  it  may  be  well  and 
ffood,  but  in  agricultural  and  rural 
diatriota  it  would  be  an  absolute  and 
complete  fiasco.  What  the  agricultural 
labourer  wants,  and  what  he  has  some 
eznectation  of  having,  is  that  his 
children  shall  not  be  kept  entirely  at 
school  after  the  age  of  12,  when  they 
are  able  to  work.  Where  the  affricul< 
toral  ahoe  pinches,  is  not  in  the  ta'st  of 
having  to  pay  school  pence— I  believe 
the  hon.  Member  for  Spalding  (Mr.  H. 
Stewart)  will  agree  with  me — but  the 
fact  that   the  labourers'  children  are 


taken  away  precisely  at  the  time  when 
they  are  wanted — to  use   a   colloquial 
expression — ''to  keep  the  pot  boiling.'^ 
To  tell  him  that  his  children  are  to  be 
kept  at  school  till  the  age  of  23  is  to- 
pile  up  the  agony,  to  put  the  last  straw 
upon  an   agricultural  labourer's  back, 
wnen  he  is  extremely  ill  able  to  bear  it. 
♦Mr.    PICTON    (Leicester):    I    join 
in   the   meads    of  praise    which  have 
been  so  repeatedly  uttered  concerning 
the     service    done    to    the    cause    of 
Education    by    the  hon.    Member  for 
Flintshire  in  introducing  this  discussion, 
but  I  cannot  help  thinking  the  discussion 
has  often  strayed  from  the  immediate 
purpose  of  the  Motion  the  hon.  Member 
I  has  given  notice  of,  and    would  have 
moved  had  the    forms    of  the  House 
permitted.     The  subject  of  this  Motion 
is    the    desirability   of   establishing   a 
system  of  Evening  Continuation  Schools. 
Now  we  have  heard  a  great  deal  about 
the  whole  system  of  Elementary  School s- 
in  the  country,  but  we  have  not  heard 
so  much  as  I  would  have  desired  to 
have    heard    concerning    the    especial 
subject  of  the  hon.  Member's  Motion. 
In  order  to  explain  the  point  of  view  I 
desire  to  lay  before  the   House,  I  will 
call   attention  to  a  phrase  used  in  the 
Hesolution  that  gives  some  reason  for 
possible  differences  between   Members 
w]|^o  are  heartily  in  sympathy  with  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  object  he  has  in 
view.     The  Motion  speaks  of  Evening 
Continuation  Schools  '^  where  children 
who  leave  Elementary  Day  Schools  at  a 
very  early  age  may  continue  their  educa- 
tion."    Now   we  ought  to  distinguish 
two  entirely  different  things;    on   the 
one    hand    real    continuation    schools 
adapted  to  prolong  the  normal  culture 
of   children,   to   give    them    a   further 
amount  of  knowledge  and  develop  the 
instruction   they  have  received  at  day 
schools  up  to  the  age  of  13  or  14  ;  and,, 
on  the  other  band,  evening  schools  to  do- 
the  work    left  undone  by  day  schooleh 
in  the  case   of  very    young  children.. 
These  are  two  entirely  different  things.. 
The  hon.  Member  and  others  have  re- 
ferred to  evening  schools  carried  on  in^ 
considerable  numbers    by    Continental* 
nations,  but  these  are  schools  to  continue 
the  education  and  culture  children  have 
previously  received,  and  in  a  measure* 
perfectly  received  up  to  the  age  of  13  or- 
H.  But  the  very  notion  of  schools  heldi 
in  the  evening  in.  which,  hard-workedi 
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youDg  children  of  10  or  11  years  of  age  ( 
are  to  attend  after  some  four  or  five 
hours'  manual  labour  during  the  day, 
and  weary  their  brains  with  endeavours 
to  master  reading,  writing,  and  arith- 
metic, is  wholly  foreign  to  any  idea  of 
education  in  any  country  on  the  Con- 
tinent, and  I  wish  it  were  foreign  to 
every  civilized  nation.  Hon.  Qentlemon 
have  spoken  as  if  it  were  quite  within 
the  limit  of  human  nature  for 
boys  and  girls  of  11  and  12 
years  of  age  to  go  to  the  evening 
school,  and  there  weary  their  young, 
immature  minds  after  engaging  in 
manual  labour  during  the  day.  The 
very  idea  of  the  thing  is,  to  my  mind, 
most  cruel  and  inhuman.  I  would  ask 
fathers  of  families  who  know  what  the 
burden  imposed  upon  boys  and  girls  by 
evening  after- scbool  lessons  is,  what 
they  think  of  such  a  proposition  ?  Over 
and  over  again  we  have  had  complaints 
of  the  evening  study  required  from 
boys  and  girls  at  high  schools.  It 
has  been  asked  is  it  wise,  is  it 
healthy  for  young  children  to  spend 
as  much  as  two  hours'  mental  labour  in 
the  evening?  I  know  that  head-mas- 
ters and  principals  of  girls'  schools 
have  issued  instructions  to  parents  that 
for  children  of  10  or  12  not  more  than 
an  hour's  evening  study  is  desirable, 
and  for  older  children  not  more  than 
two.  With  what  decency,  with  what 
pretence  to  human  sympathy,  can  we 
propose  that  young  and  tender  children 
should  occupy  four  or  five  hours  in 
manual  labour  during  the  day  and  then 
attend  school  in  the  evening  ?  It  is  im- 
possible that  they  can  derive  any  benefit 
from  it.  Therefore  I  cannot  sympathize 
or  agree  with  any  portion  of  the  speech 
of  my  hon.  Friend  in  which,  if 
I  rightly  interpreted  him,  he  seemed 
to  favour  the  idea  that  we  could 
supply  the  defects  of  our  system  of  ele- 
mentary education  in  allowing  a  short 
time  at  day  schools  by  sending  children 
to  school  in  the  evening.  [Mr.  Samuel 
Smith:  I  did  not  advocate  that.]  I  am 
sorry  if  I  misunderstood  him,  but  I  can 
claim  some  justification  from  the  terms  of 
the  Eesolution  itself — '*  children  who 
leave  day  schools  at  a  very  early  age." 
That  must  surely  mean  children  under  12 
years,  and,  if  so,  I  say  such  children 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  attend  schools 
in  the  evenings.  I  deprecate  that  most 
<;arnestly,  most  emphatically.     I  am  of 
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opinion  that  proper  continuation  sohooli 
are  in  the  highest  degree  desirable  for 
boys  and  girls  who  leave  ordinary 
schools  at  the  age  of  13  or  14.  I  am 
very  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  (Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Major  Basch)  should 
consider  it  necessary  to  protest  against 
children  continuing  at  school  until  they 
are  14.  Why,  as  the  tis^^  ^on.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Hr. 
Mundella)  says,  in  no  European  natioii 
that  boasts  any  high  rank  in  edaoatioii 
is  such  a  thing  tolerated  as  that  a  child 
should  leave  school  before  the  age  of  14 
unless  under  very  peculiar  circumstanoes, 
and  I  trust  to  see  the  tims  oome  when 
no  child  shall  be  allowed  to  go  to  work 
before  the  age  of  14.  I  know  it  is  often 
said  that  it  is  very  necessary  to  poor 
parents  that  their  children  should 
go  to  work  at  an  early  age,  bat 
I  deny  it  altogether.  I  say  it  is 
wholly  against  the  interest  of  the 
labouring  classes  that  child-labour  should 
be  introduced  so  profusely  as  it  is.  It 
lowers  the  standard  of  life ;  it  lowers  the 
standard  of  expenses  a  parent  is  expected 
to  meet,  and,  therefore,  it  lowers  the 
standard  of  wages.  If  no  parent  had  a 
prospect  of  sending  his  cnild  to  work 
until  the  age  of  14,  the  standard  of 
wages  would  rise,  for  parents  would 
always  have  to  consider  and  hare  to 
regard  the  neces^iity  of  providing  for 
their  children  up  to  that  age.  It  is  a 
most  short-sighted,  unsound  view  to 
take  of  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes,  that  they  should  be  allowed  to 
send  the  labour  of  young,  immature 
children  to  compete  with  adult  labour — 
for  that  is  really  the  meaning  of  it. 
Therefore,  so  far  as  my  remarks  are  con- 
cerned, I  wish  to  deal  only  with  proper 
continuation  schools — schools  for  yoang 
people  between  the  ages  of  14  and  17, 
at  which  the  culture  they  have  received 
at  the  day  schools  may  be  continued  and 
developed.  So  far  as  the  Vice  President 
has  replied  on  the  subject,  I  think  we 
may  congratulate  ourselves  very  highly 
on  the  tone  of  his  observations,  and  I,  as 
having  had  some  experience  in  the 
matter — I  as  member  of  the  earli- 
est School  Board  of  London  for 
nine  years,  and  for  country  School 
Boards  after  that,  besides  being  con- 
cerned in  various  enterprizes  for  pro- 
moting culture — I  say  I  heard  the 
remarks  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  with  the    greatest  pleasure.    I 
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oongrfttalaie  him  upon  recognizlDg,  as 
he  did,  the  necessity  for  considerably 
more  elasticity  in  the  relations  between 
the  Edacation  Department  and  the  local 
mana^rs  of  evening  schools,  continua- 
tion aqjiools,  or  others.  I  recognize 
also  with  pleasure  the  extent  to  which 
he  approved  of  making  evening  schools 
attractive  as  a  substitution  for  compul- 
aion.  I  do  not  think  it  possible  in  this 
oonntiy  to  apply  the  principle  of  com- 
pulflion  to  evening  schools.  I  know  it 
IS  done  to  some  extent  in  Qermany,  but 
we  have  other  ideas  of  freedom  here  than 
ihoee  which  obtain  in  Qermany.  I  do 
not  think  the  thing  is  possible.  We 
must  make  these  schools  attractive  if 
we  would  bring  young  people  into  them. 
On  one  point  I  cannot  help  disagreeing 
with  the  Vice  President ;  he  seemed  to 
desire  rather  more  supervision  on  the 
part  of  the  Education  Department  than 
IS  absolutely  necessary.  He  said — 
"Of  course  to  the  Education  De- 
partment must  be  reserved  the 
ultimate  decision  whether  the  course  of 
education  devised  for  an  evening  school 
is  wise  or  not."  Well,  I  know,  if  the 
Government  are  to  grant  money,  they 
nrast  be  consulted,  and  that  their  autho- 
rity must  have  weight  in  regard  to  the 
oorrionlum  we  adopt ;  but  I  beseech  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  get  rid  of  the 
superstition  that  while  obscurity  reigns 
outside  the  Department,  but  that 
Whitehall  has  a  peculiarly  luminous 
atmosphere. 

♦Sib  W.  HAET  DYKE :  May  I  ex- 
plain  f  What  I  referred  to  was  super- 
vision to  see  no  subject  was  taught  that 
was  practically  absurd.  I  always  sup- 
posed there  wOuld  be  a  liberal  curricu- 
lum. 

♦Mb.  PICTON  :  Of  course,  I  am  un- 
able to  contravene  the  view  urged  that  no 
subject  which  is  absurd  should  be 
taught;  but  I  think  it  is  highly  im- 
probable that  any  local  authorities 
would  desire  to  have  such  a  subject 
taught.  All  I  want  to  say  is  this — that 
human  nature  is  the  same  in  Whitehall 
or  Little  Pedlingtou,  but  Little  Pedling- 
ton  understands  its  own  requirements 
better  than  Whitehall ;  and  there  should 
be  considerable  room  for  experience — 
greater  elasticity  or  freedom — allowed 
to  local  authorities  in  this  matter.  An- 
other subject  referred  to  is  the  creation 
of  the  evening  school  staff  to 
be   employed;     and,    as    to   the  cost, 


various  hon.  Gentlemen    have    spoken 
with     some    fear,    if    all    the    young 
people  are  gathered  into  these  schools 
as  we  should  ]ike  to  see  them.     When 
I  heard  these  remarks,  T  could  not  but 
call  to    mind    those    discussions   upon 
which  we  have  recently  been  occupied. 
Of  course  I  should  not  be  in  order  to  go 
into  them,  but  I  may  refer  for  a  moment 
to   the    proposal    for    granting    extra- 
ordinary sums  for   naval  and  military 
expenditure.     It  seems  there  is  no  limit 
to  extravagance  when  these  destructive 
services  are  concerned;    but  when  the 
building  up  of  our  civilization,  the  culture 
of  our  race,  is  concerned,  parsimony  and 
timidity  reign  supreme!      I  suppose  I 
may  not  hope  to  live  to  see  the  day,  but 
I  hope   it   may   be  in  the  time  of  my 
great  grandchildren,   or   within   a  few 
generations,  when  more  money  will  be 
spent  on  schools  than  on  the  Army  and 
Navy.     For  that  end  I  think  we  ought 
to  work.     If  money  is  wanted  for  our 
schools,  and  we  cannot — and  we  ought 
not  to— raise  it  by  fresh  taxation,  then 
it  should  be   economized   from   money 
saved   out  of   warlike   and  destructive 
expenditure.      But   I   pass  from  that. 
There  was  considerable  reason  in  the 
discursive    allusions    that    have    been 
made  repeatedly    during    the  eveuing 
to  the  system  pursued  in  our  ordinary 
day  schools,  and  many  reasons  have  been 
given  for  the  difficulties  that  have  been 
found  in  working  our  evening  schools  as- 
we  should  desire.     It  seems  to  me  the 
chief  difficulty  lies  in  the  inefficiency  of. 
our  day  school  system.    It  is  well  known 
that  children  do  not  for  the  most  part — 
I  know  there    are  exceptions — ao  not 
leave  the  day  school  having  passed  the 
Fifth  or  Sixth  Standard,  with  any  en- 
thusifiuatio  desire  to  learn  more.      Thev 
whole  system  has  been  so  mechanical, 
so  painful  and  tiresome,  that  all   but 
exceptional  children  are  glad  to  get  rid^ 
of  school,  and  dread  the  idea  of  entering  a 
continuation    school.     I  may    be  per- 
mitted to  refer  to  a  principle  I  have  at 
times  enunciated   when  the  subject  of 
education  has  been  before  us,  the  need 
of  moulding,  of  co-ordinating  our  whole 
educational  system  into  a  unity — a  unity 
of  organic  development.  In  this  point  of 
view,  infant  schools  have  been  rightly 
referred  to.     I  am  sorry  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  S.  Smith)  does  not  seem  sufficiently 
to     appreciate     the     work    of    infant 
schools;     but    I    am  convinced     that 
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in  the  most  improred  mdliodB  of 
school  trminmg,  snch  as  Froehers,  we 
hare  the  proper  sjstem  which  hj 
natural  derelopment  (x>ald  be  pnmed 
throaghout  ordinarj  dar  echoola,  ind 
widioat  any  detriment  to  leaning  in 
the  erening  schools,  and  it  would  be 
so  attraetiTe  to  the  scholars  that  tKere 
would  be  no  temptation-  to  staj  awaj. 
We  cannot  treat  one  part  of  onr 
educational  rrstem  wiihout  regardkig 
the  whole,  and  if  this  leads  ns  to  appre- 
ciate the  necessitT  for  one  principle 
mnnicg  through  our  whole  srstem,  tJiis 
discusdon  will  not  hare  heen  in  rsin. 
Though  I  differ  from  mj  hon.  Friend  on 
some  points,  I  cannot  help  oongrata- 
lating  him  on  what,  I  hope,  will  be  the 
^Tiitfalness  of  the  discTUBiou  he  has 
raised. 

*Ma.  D£  LISLE  'Leicestershire,  ICd  : 
I  hare  been  rery  much  interested  in  the 
debate,  bat  I  hare  heard  rerr  litde  in 
f  aTour  of  the  Hotion.  and  if  it  had  been 
pc'ssible  to  call  a  IHrision  I  should  hare 
Toted  against  the  Hotion.  Had  it  been 
possible  to  more  an  Amendment  to  the 
Besolation.  I  should  hare  propoGed  it 
in  this  form — 
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*•  TLfc:  h  i*  dr«»::e  to  dereiop  the  €ai«nsg 

cLildren  wto  Lire  left  eliciKiifcrv  -imr  §ci>ji*. 
sot  befc3T«theT  L^re  fcaaizifd  tLe'ag^'of  IG  md 
hAT«  puKd  the  sixth  i&ftcdkrd,  msT  ccssznne 
their  edocatioii." 

That  I  think  would  express  the  ojnnion 
of  the  generality  of  speakers  this  eren- 
ing. Ae  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  made  an  eloquent 
speech  in  farour  of  technical  education, 
but  I  do  not  think  he  said  anything  in 
faTour  of  the  Resolution.  In  the  re- 
marks that  fell  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  ^Mr.  Pieton'  there  is  much 
with  which  I  agree.  We  must  all  see 
the  gravity  of  the  problem  presented. 
We  see  the  expense  of  our  system  grow- 
ing at  a  fearful  ratio,  while  we  see  in 
our  great  cities  a  great  amount  of  human 
misery.  In  the  development  of  educa- 
tion lies  the  best  influence  on  the  future 
of  the  working  classes.  Certainly,  I 
should  like  to  see  the  age  of  compulsory 
attendance  raised  to  13.  and  no  chilS 
allowed  to  leave  .^hool  un:il  he  passes 
the  Sixth  Standard.  I  know  the  difScul- 
ties ;  I  view  the  future  with  anxiety. 
iLd  I  feel  how  *ad  is  the  picture  the 
hoD.  Member  .Mr.  S.  Smith'  has  pu^ 
before  the  House.     Ba:  in  the  exten- 
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of   a  true,   sound,   ntwwial,  and 
Chziadan  system  of  edncatian,  I  see  tht 
best  hope* for  thie  fntore.     EdnflatJoa 
leads  to  emigration,  and  in  emigwtioa 
there  are  the  means  of  enape  for  him* 
dredfi  of  thousands  fromliTeB  of  nuflVT.  I 
do  not.  however,  think  a  propoaal  mdiaa 
this  win  asBSt  us.    If  the  Gowmnimt 
can  aee  tlieir  way  to  rainng  tiie  age  ol 
exemption   from  actendanee  at   sdiod 
and  raise  the  standard  of  edncatinn  tiifly 
win  do  a  wise  and  just  thing: ;  hatf  m. 
other    hand,  I  do    not   minimis   tlie 
difficuhiet  inv<dved  in   siidi   a  pofioj 
— iVumi  fst  rtWrf ,  ifim  pkUut^mtn — 
and  our  agrienltunl  rlsHsmt  ean  SBandy 
keep  their  children  from  starvatiott  in 
many  cases,  so  that  the  benefits  of  edn- 
canon  often  seem  to  them  to  be  a  cniel 
mockcxT.     However,  I  congrstalsts  tlis 
hon.  Member  for  F&ntahireon  hafing 
brought  this  matter  before  the  House, 
I  as  Iihinkitbasresuhad  in  aTaiynselbl 
debate.     But.  so  far  as  the  Molian  is 
ccfnoemed.  it  is  certsinlT  one  I  should 
hare  TOted  againsi.  if  it  had  been  in  mj 
power  to  do  so. 

M^  ILLIXGWOBTH  ^Bmdtod): 
I  wish  to  make  an  explanation  as  to  As 
poisitian  taken  by  the  borfNigii  I  hafs 
I  the  honour  to  reprBsent  in  regard  to 
'  the  representation  made  to  the  Ednoa- 
I  tion  Deparnneni — ^referred  to  by  tiis 
right  hon.  •j^nileman — in  the  Msoio- 
rial  that  was  sent  in  in  regard  to  the 
half-time  system.  I  should  be  soity  if 
the  impression  were  to  get  abroad  that 
Bradford  is  inii^ereni  tD  ednoatiflo. 
The  House  will  k:«ow  that  no  town  in 
the  oountzy  xnteresci^i  is»^  in  adncatwm 
with  more  zeaL  and  rigonr.  and  libe- 
rality a:  the  tizie  of  the  jt^Mowi^  of  the 
Educadon  Ao:  o£  the  la^  Mr.  Fonter; 
but  it  should  be  known  that  nearly  half 
the  whole  number  of  half-timeis  en- 
gaged in  the  textile  industry  of  England 
are  engaged  in  the  iis^ct  of  Bradford. 
Bradford,  ther^ioire.  is  singled  oat  in 
reference  to  this  q~^esci'>n  affecting  the 
great  industrial  co=i::.unity.  I  wish  the 
House  to  uni€r«:a=.i  tiia:  if  any  arln- 
trary  or  severe  s:«p  is  taken  in  raising 
the  ssandard  5uiie=Iy  and  inconside- 
rately, i:  will  b'f  tie  iri:h-rIow  for  years 
to  the  industry  ,•:'  tie  :o  wn  I  represent. 
Lhir  niv-hincrr  ±ni  tie  daracter  of  the 
industry  vMrtie-i  :n  tuij^e  it  absolutely 
neveesary  thi:  y  ;un*:  p^.-^ple  should  be 
engaged  in  .-ertjiin  brinches  of  that  in- 
dustry.    We  idTe  jklreiiiy  had  a  raising 
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I  the  Btandardy  aod  I  have  no  doubt 
lat  in  a  moderate  time  it  will  be  possi- 
le  to  go  a  step  further.  An  hon. 
[ember  opposite  aptly  quoted  the  old 
roTerb,  "  It  is  necessary  to  live  before 
90  begin  to  philosophize."  Many 
sople  oome  to  these  towns  because 
lej  have  ohildren.  Widows  come  in 
age  numbers  because  their  children 
lete  oan  find  employment.  I  do  not 
iah  to  dwell  upon  this  subject,  the 
ifflenlty  of  which  will  be  understood  by 
le  Education  Department,  but  I  wish 
>  remove  any  misapprehension  there 
laj  be  as  to  the  desire  of  Bradford,  or 
le  Bradford  School  Board,  to  do  any- 
ling  to  hamper  the  cause  of  education. 
eongratulate  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
[ember  for  Flintshire  on  the  discussion 
B  has  raised  to-night.  He  has  stimu- 
ited  our  desire  to  see  something  done 
B  this  question — he  has  done  more 
lan  that,  for  he  has  been  instrumental 
I  eliciting  from  the  representative  of 
le  Education  Department  an  utterance 
(rinting  more  to  an  advancement  in 
luoation  than  anything  we  have 
itherto  had.  I  can  only  say  that  I 
link  the  House  and  the  country 
re  to  be  congratulated  upon  there 
aving  been  an  interlude  of  this 
ind.  I  can  only  hope  that 
le  Gkyvemment,  having  listened  to 
lis  debate,  will  take  a  somewhat 
ifferent  view  from  that  which  seems  to 
revail  at  this  moment,  which  is,  that 
le  taxpayers  are  prepared  for  any  ez- 
ravagant  expenditure  in  ships  of  war 
'hioh  may  go  to  the  bottom  of  the  sea, 
ad  only  become  parsimonious  when  this 
oeetion  of  education  is  mentioned. 
or  a  very  small  expenditure — only 
ime  £150,000 — we  should  be  able  to 
ffer  to  children  of  superior  capacity  in 
U  parts  of  the  country  an  opportunity 
f  carrying  their  education  further  and 
f  developing  g^fts  which  now  lie  waste, 
nd  I  am  sure  the  country  would  never 
bject  to  the  necessary  expenditure.  I 
'ast  the  hoo.  Gentleman  the  Member 
»r  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  will  re-echo 
le  sentiments  he  has  expressed,  not 
oly  to  the  House,  but  throughout  the 
)nntry,  and  that  the  country  will  force 
a  this  and  other  Governments  the 
)nviction  that  when  they  are  asked  for 
)mething  like  liberality  and  breadth  in 
le  consideration  of  this  educational 
roblem  it  will  not  do  to  be  at  all 
araimonious.    If  the  Government  bring 


forward  the  Measure  foreshadowed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  for 
which  the  country  is  panting,  I  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella) 
that  it  will  be  received  on  all  sides  with 
real  unanimity. 

♦Mr.  OONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  desire  to  congratulate  hon. 
Members  generally,  on  the  tone  of  this 
debate  and  on  the  fact  that  the  dis- 
cussion has  not  been  altogether  left  to 
this  side  cf  the  House.  But,  whilst  I 
am  content  to  join  in  the  general  chorus 
of  self-congratulation,  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  have  been  asking  myself  while  I 
have  been  listening  to  the  latter  part  of 
this  debate,  how  far  there  is  any 
prospect  of  solid  results  arising 
out  of  it.  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford has  not  gone  a  little  too  far  in 
eulogizing  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Council  for  the 
speech  he  has  made,  not  that  I  have 
anything  to  find  fault  with  in  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  see  that  what 
he  said  advances  much  the  cause  of  those 
evening  continuatioif  schools,  whose 
establishment  we  are  advocating  this 
evening.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Council,  really  amounts 
to  no  more  than  this,  that  he  will  intro- 
duce certain  alterations  in  the  code 
which  will  tend  to  facilitate  the  working 
of  the  existing  evening  classes,  and 
that,  if  allowed  to  do  so  by  his  colleagues, 
and  if  time  permits,  he  will  introduce 
and  carry  a  Technical  Education  Bill. 
I  should  have  been  glad  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  have  seen  his 
way  to  have  suggested  other  alterations 
in  the  law,  which  would  not  have  tended 
to  raise  our  evening  classes  to  a  higher 
level  of  usefulness  and  of  perfection.  I 
should  like  to  point  out  one  or  two 
directions  in  which  I  think  that  might  be 
done.  With  regard  to  expense,  I 
heartily  concur  with  the  observations 
which  have  fallen  from  my  hon.  Friends 
the  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton) 
and  Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth),  as  to 
the  folly  of  our  continually  squandering 
large  sums  of  money  upon  hostile  de- 
structive purposes,  and  refusing  in  a 
niggardly  spirit  to  spend  a  few  thousands 
on  the  immensely  important  business  of 
the  education  of  our  artizans.    When  I 
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point  out  that  in  this  country  wo  are 
spending  only  a  miserable  sum  of 
£6,000,000  on  education  against 
£30,000,000  on  the  Army  and  Navy, 
whilst  in  the  United  States  the  sum 
spent  on  education  is  at  least  double 
that  spent  on  armaments,  the  House 
will  see  at  once  one  great  reason 
why  we  have  to  fear  the 
competition  of  our  cousins  across  the 
Atlantic,  and  one  great  cause  why  they 
are  so  far  ahead  of  us  in  everything 
connected  with  commerce  and  industry. 
The  more  you  spend  on  this  remunera- 
tive business  of  education  the  more  you 
get  back.  It  is  absurd  to  be  pottering 
over  a  few  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  on  this  subject  of  education 
when  we  ought  to  be  glad  to  invest  our 
millions  on  it.  I  am  certain  that  if  the 
people  of  the  country,  burdened  as  they 
are  now  with  rates  and  taxes,  could  see 
that  they  are  now  being  robbed  of 
millions  for  worse  than  useless  purposes 
and  that  the  same  millions  could  be 
employed  on  the  advancement  and 
developement  of  their  own  children, 
they  would  not  in  the  least  make  an 
outcry  when  it  was  proposed  so  to  spend 
their  money;  but  would  be  only  too 
pleased  to  pay  whatever  amount  might 
be  considered  necessary.  Another  matter 
I  desire  to  refer  to  is,  the  question  of 
compulsion.  Something  has  been  said 
as  to  the  impossibility  of  compelling 
children  to  attend  night  schools.  I  can 
only  say  it  has  not  been  found  impos- 
sible to  secure  the  attendance  of  children 
at  such  schools  which  already  exist  par- 
ticularly in  Switzerland.  I  am  not 
anxious  to  increase  the  terrors  of  com- 
pulsion to  the  parents  of  children,  be- 
cause I  believe  that  it  is  not  by  forcible 
means,  such  as  prosecutions  and  so 
forth,  that  you  can  inculcate  a  true 
respect  and  love  for  your  education  in 
paents  any  more  than  you  are  likely  to 
instil  into  the  children  a  love  for  learn- 
ing by  frequent  applications  of  the  cane. 
This  I  believe,  mat  if  you  adopt  that 
sensible  course  of  instruction  which  is 
advocated  by  the  Becreative  Evening 
Classes  Association,  even  though  it  may 
be  difficult,  sometimes,  to  distinguish 
between  amusement  and  real  education 
— if  you  adopt  a  system  thoroughly 
in  harmouy  with  the  instincts  and 
feelings  of  the  children — you  will  have 
an  end  to  the  necessity  for  compulsion. 
If  you  make  your  teaching  sufficiently 
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attractive,  you  will  find  your  children 
glad  to  come  to  the  sohools,  and  their 
parents  delighted  to  send  them.  That, 
I  believe,  is  the  true  antidote  for  eom- 
pulsion.  I  would  illustrate  this  by  point- 
ing to  what  I  myself  had  experience  of 
before  I  came  to  the  House  to-day.  I 
was  visiting  one  of  the  schools  in  the 
district  which  I  happen  to  represent  oa 
the  London  School  Board,  and  I  found 
in  one  of  the  boys'  department,  that  it 
was  the  afternoon  for  object  iessonsi  and 
the  master  was  teachiog  his  pupils 
physical  science.  The  master  pointed 
with  pleasure  to  the  fact  that  on  these 
afternoons  whea  object  lessons  take 
place,  he  has  a  far  higher  attendance  of 
children  than  on  any  other  day  in  the 
week.  Well,  what  happened  in  this 
school,  will  happen  at  evening  classes  in 
higher  sohools.  If  you  teach  the  chil- 
dren something  besides  the  rules  of 
grammar — which  are  in  the  highest 
degree  distasteful  and  painful  to  those 
who  have  them  thrust  down  their  throats 
day  after  day — if  you  infuse  into  the 
minds  of  the  children  something  of  a 
more  practical  kind,  which  is  just  as 
wholesome,  and  as  calculated  to  benefit 
them  in  future  years,  you  will  ffet  rid 
af  the  necessity  for  compulsion.  £i  some 
of  the  reports  of  the  best  of  HerMajesfy's 
Inspectors,  you  will  find  statements  to 
the  effect  that  the  children  who  have  been 
the  brightest  and  the  most  advanced  in 
the  infant  classes  under  the  Kinderffarten 
system  when  sent  up  to  the  boys'  and  girls* 
branches  go  back  in  their  work  owing 
to  the  lack  of  interest  attaching  to  the 
subjects  taught,  and  owing  to  the  methods 
of  teaching,  This  shows  the  importance 
of  having  your  curriculum  adapted  to  the 
age  of  the  child — and  I  hope  that  this  is 
a  point  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Council  will 
devote  careful  consideration  to.  As 
to  the  teachers,  I  have  been  looking  over 
a  report  touching  the  educational  system 
of  the  City  of  Boston  in  the  United  States 
which  has,  perhaps,  the  highest  develop- 
ment of  the  highest  system  of 
education  which  this  world  can 
produce.  We  find  in  this  Report 
that  the  authorities  declare  in  favour  of 
having  the  best  teachers  at  the  night 
schools.  It  has  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Worcestershire  (Sir  B. 
Temple)  that  we  are  spending  too  much 
on  the  teaching  staff,  and  mat,  if  we 
are  going  to  give  more  teaching  iu  even- 
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iog  olasaea,  it  will  be  neoessar j  to  require 
the  tMohera  in  the  day  schools  to  work 
a  sort  of  doable  shift. 

*8iR  B.  TEMPLE:  I  said  that  some 
dflj-aefaool  teaohers  work  at  night  volun- 
tanlj  for  extra  remuneration.  I  did 
not  say  I  would  put  additional  work  on 
ihem  oompulsorily,  without  remunera- 
tion. 

•Mb.  CONTBEAEE:  I  know  that 
■ome  of  them  do  voluntarily  undertake 
additional  work,  and  where  they  do  that 
there  is  no  cause  to  complain ;  but  I 
want  to  point  out  that  there  are  a  great 
number  of  young  teachers  who  haye 
been  trained  at  great  public  cost  in  our 
training  colleffee  who  never  find  employ- 
ment at  all.  Why  should  we  not  avail 
ourselves  of  the  services  of  these 
teaohers,  who  are  amply  qualified  to 
teaoh,  and  who,  I  am  sure,  will  be  only 
too  ready  to  undertake  such  employ- 
ment. I  do  not  desire  to  go  into  sub- 
jecte  upon  which  we  are  all  more  or  less 
in  harmony ;  but  I  should  like  to  recall 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state- 
made  by  Sir  Charles  Warren,  when  Chief 
Gommissioner  of  Police — and  which  may 
be  verified  by  everv  hon.  Member  whe 
will  tdke  the  trouble  to  look  for  himself 
at  the  crowds  which  are  very  often  called, 
rightly  or  wrongly  **  the  unemployed" — 
that  numbers  of  those  who  meet  in  the 
open  spaces  of  London,  and  who  are 
arreeted  (and  otherwise  ill-treated)  by 
the  police,  are  youno;  boys.  Is  it  not  of 
importance  to  consider  that  whenever 
there  is  a  little  excitement,  political  or 
otherwise,  or  an  opportunity  for  people 
to  oome  toffether,  you  find  the  greater 
numbor  of  them  consisting  of  lads 
who  are  apparently  out  of  work.  It 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  considera- 
tion bearing  on  the  question,  and 
that  we  should  see  if  these  lads 
oould  not  be  beneficially  influenced 
hj  making  the  schools  more  attractive. 
Ijie  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
of  the  moral  results  of  evening  classes, 
and  thinks  that  you  ought  not  on 
that  ground  to  compel  attendance  at 
night  schools.  For  my  part,  I  do  not 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
think  the  moral  results  of  night  schools 
are,  and  will  continue  to  be,  in  every 
respect  admirable,  and  there  need  be  no 
fear  that  girls'  evening  schools  would 
prove  a  failure  on  this  score.  It  is 
•tiUed  that  not  onlv  is  no  complaint 
made  on  this  ground ;  but,  on  the  con- 
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trary,  those  who  are  familiar  with  the 
working  of  these  evening  classes  say 
they  are  conducive  to  moral  results, 
because,  by  providing  a  pleasant  and 
attractive  means  of  recreative  instruction 
in  well  -  conducted  and  well  -  lighted 
schoolrooms,  you  bring  under  better 
influences  those  who  would  otherwise 
be  going  about  the  streets.  Therefore, 
I  think  that  the  alarm  which  has  been 
expressed  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men is  unreal,  and  that  we  may  go  for- 
ward with  this  work  of  educating  our 
youth  without  fear,  let,  or  hindrance, 
only  hoping  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  will  do  whatever  they  can  with  a 
view  of  meeting  the  general  demand  for 
this  sort  of  instruction. 

CROWN  RIGHTS  IN  SCOTLAND. 

*Mr.  BUCHANAN  (calling  attention 
to  the  Question  of  the  rights  of  fishing 
in  Scotland,  and  suggesting  that  a 
Seloct  Committee  should  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  disposal  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Woods  and  Forests  of 
rights  of  fishing  and  other  Crown  rights 
in  Scotland),  said  :  On  the  discussion  on 
the  Woods  and  Forests  Vote  last  Novem- 
ber, the  Government,  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  agreed  that  the*)Eilien- 
ation  of  Crown  rights  of  Fishing  in 
Scotland  should  be  inquired  into,  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  gave 
it  as  his  impression  that  the  General 
Committee  of  Inquiry  into  the  Admini- 
stration of  the  Department,  already 
promised,  would  not  be  a  good  instru- 
ment for  this  inquiry.  A  more  special 
Committee,  mainly  consisting  of  Scotch 
Members,  would  be  preferable.  Accord- 
ingly, last  week,  I  put  a  Question  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to 
whether  he  intended  to  appoint  such  a 
Committee,  and  the  right  nen.  Gentle- 
man stated  in  reply  that — 

<*The  reference  to  the  proposed  CommittM 
would  not  exclude  the  disposal  of  Crown  rights 
in  Scotland  from  being  investigated  ;*' 

and  he  further  stated  that — 

<'  If  it  should  appear  that  a  Special 
Committee  was  necessary  the  Qovemment 
would  not  refuse  it.** 

If  the  case  for  the  appointment  of  such 
a  Special  Committee  was  strong  in 
November,  it  is  much  stronger  now ; 
and  this  on  Parliamentary  grounds  as 
well  as  on  general  grounds.  Since  1832 
two  Committees  have  been  appointed  to 
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inquire  into  the  administration  of  the 
Woods  and  Forests  Department — one 
in  1883,  and  another  in  1849.     I  have 
examined  the  Reports  of  those  Com- 
mittees, and  I  find  that  the  case  of  Scot- 
land was  entirely  overlooked,  the  evi- 
dence having  dealt  almost  exclusively 
with  larger  and  wider  questions  relat- 
ing to  England ;    and  if  the  Question 
is  to  be    referred   to    a    General   and 
not  to  Special  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
the  Scotch   Members  can   only  antici- 
pate   a  similar    result.     It    is    only  in 
recent  years  that  the  Woods  and  Forest 
Department  has  proceeded  to  make  sales 
of  fishing  rights   in  Scotland      These 
sales  began  about  the  year  1 872 .    In  the 
year  1883-84  there  were  seven  sales  of 
sea  salmon  fishing  rights  in   Scotland 
and  the  price  realized  was  £15,800  ;  in 
the  next  year,   1884-85  there  were  ten 
sales  of  sea  salmon  fishing  rights  in 
Scotland,  one  sale  of  foreshore  to  the 
bugh  of  Dumbarton,  and  one  of  river 
salmon  fishing,  the   total  price  being 
£4,600;  in  1885-86  there  was  one  sale 
of  sea  salmon  fishing^,   four   sales  of 
river  fishings  and  one  of  foreshore  for 
Tynabruaich    pier,    the     price    being 
£375  ;  in  1886-87  there  were  two  sales 
of  river  salmon  fishings,  of  which  the 
price  was  £45,  and  three  of  Loch  Morar 
salmon  fishing,  the  price  being  £270, 
namely,  one  to  Mrs.  Nicholson,  for  £60, 
one  to  Lord  Lovat  for  £150,  and  one  to 
Colonel  Macdonald  for  £60;  while  in 
1887-88   there   was  one  sale  of  Loch 
Morar    fishings   to    Mrs.  Cambell    for 
£150,  three  sales  of  sea  salmon  fishings 
for  a  total  of  £4,175  and  one  sale  of 
land  at  StirUng  for  £310.     I  and  my 
hon.  Friends  who  took  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  question  in  November 
last  contended  that  it  was  not  merely 
one  of  the  sale  of  the  rights  of  salmon 
fishing  in  a  particular  loch  in  Scotland, 
but  that  it  was  also  a    great    public 
question — that  it    was  not  the  actual 
value  of  the  rights  of  fishing  in  Loch 
Morar  that  would  ensue  from  the  con- 
cession of  these  salmon  fishing  riffhts  to 
the  riparian  proprietors ;  ana  what  we 
contended  for  has  been  amply  justified 
by  what  has  since  taken  plac^a.     It  has 
transpired    that    although    there    was 
trout  fishing,  there  was  no  salmon  fish- 
ing  in    L^h    Morar    and    what    has 
resulted    from  the  proceedinffs  in  the 
Court  of  Session  is  that  by  the  conces- 
sion of  the  rights  of  fishing  in  Loch 
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Morar,  the  riparian  proprietorB  have  beta 
able  to  shut  out  the  po blic  from  going  in 
boats  upon  the  loch  and  fromriiavigaaiig 
freely  on  that  water  as  they  have  been 
accustomed  to  do  from  time  immemoriiL 
Even    before    the   case    was    fanmgfat 
before  the  Court  of  Quarter  SeasionB, 
the  very  first  action  the  riparian  pro- 
prietors took  was  to  give  notice  to  the 
mhabitants  on  the  shores  of  the  lock, 
that  they  must  part  with  their  boats,  and 
that    they  could  not   be    any   longer 
allowed  to  use  their  boats  in  the  liMh. 
The    net   result    of  it    was  this — ^the 
application  was  made  and  stated  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
as  a  cession  of  the  right  of  fishing.    It 
has  been  found  to  be  a  right  which 
can  be  construed,  and  which  has  been 
construed  into  a  deprivation  of  the  gene- 
ral rights  of  the  people  in  the  enjoyment 
of  moving  freely  to  and  fro  upon  ffais  vast 
sheet  ot  wator.    No  doubt  Loch  ICorar 
is  a  very  long  way  off,  and  sitnated  in 
a  very  sparsely  populated  part  of  the 
country.    What  nais  been  done  in  the 
east  of  Loch  Morar  may  be  done  in  the 
case    of  many    others  of  the    waters 
of    Scotland.     As    my   hon.     Friend 
behind  me  also  says,   there  are  other 
fishing  rights  on  the  seashore  with  which 
the  Woods  and  Forests  have  to  do,  and 
there   is   the  question   of    foreshores, 
fishing  of    salmon,    and    the    fishing 
rights  of  the   foreshores.     3%ese   axe 
questions    which    I    wished    to    desl 
with  had  there  been  more  time  at  my 
disposal.    What  I  wish  to  urge  opon 
the  Government  is   this,   that   if  our 
case  was  strong,    as  it  was   acknow- 
ledged to  be  strong  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  First  Lord 
of    the    Treasurv    in    November    last, 
it    is  very  much  stronger  now.     We 
contonded  then  that  it  was  not  a  mere 
formal  question  of  fishing,  but  a  matter 
in  which  important  public  rights  were 
iuAolved.    And  that  has  been  dearly 
demonstrated  in  the  Court  of  Session. 
The  question  is  very  wide,  far  reach- 
ing,    and    important   to    the    public, 
and    is    one    which    commands    very 
ffreat  attention  in  Scotland;    and  the 
decision  of  the  Government  upon  it  is 
looked  forward    to   with   considerable 
eagerness  and  attention  in  Scotland.    It 
is  an  especially  Scotch  question,  which 
I  think  ought  to  be  investigated  by  an 
especially  Scotoh   Committee.     It  is  a 
question,  the  settlement  of  which,  the 
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Ittigttr  delayed,  will,  I  feel  perfectly 
oonnnoed  in  my  own  mind,  be  pro- 
dnfltiTe  of  still  more  wide  and  far 
reanhing  innes,  by  leading  to  further 
agitation  in  the  oountry,  and  to  a 
itroDgsr  oaae  being  brought  before  this 
House.  I  do  most  earnestly  urge  upon 
the  Ooremment  to  carry  out  what  I  cer- 
tainly thought  was  the  understanding 
in  November  last,  that  we  should  have 
a  apedal  inquiry  into  this  subject;  and 
that  this  special  inquiry  will  be  con- 
daoted  in  tne  manner  we  should  have 
■xpooted^nameiy,  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House,  consisting  mainly 
of  Scotch  Members. 

Mn.  ^  HALDAN£  (Haddington): 
rhere  is  one  point  on  which  I  should 
like  an  answer  from  the  Chancellor  of 
kha  Exchequer.  I  think  upon  the  last 
sooaaion  when  this  subject  was  dis- 
raasod,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
raiy  reasonably  recognised  the  necessity 
of  some  inquiry  into  this  matter.  He 
inggested  that  the  inquiry  could  be 
rery  satisfactorily  conducted  by  a 
Committee  representative  generally  of 
the  administration  of  Crown  rights. 
The  situation  seems  to  me  to  be  one 
irhioh  commands  some  consideration. 
kM  I  understand,  the  position  is  this — 
Jie  Crown  is  trustee  of  certain  rights 
tor  the  public,  that  is  to  say,  the  local 
public,  because  it  is  nonsense  to  talk 
of  the  Crown  being  trustee  of,  say,  the 
rights  of  foreshore  up  in  the  Northern 
isUnds,  or  the  rights  of  salmon-fishing 
in  those  regions.  The  public  generally, 
if  they  choose  to  go  there,  can  go ;  but 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  sense  in  which 
fon  are  tmstees  for  the  public  does 
not  fbar  a  moment  bear  out  the  sugges- 
don  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  there  was  a  difficult  and  delicate 
loeation  as  to  whether  it  might  not  be 
Sia  duty  of  the  Crown  to  dispose  of 
dioae  rights,  and  to  turn  them  into 
noney,  and  put  the  money  into 
Jonaolidated  Fund.  ^  It  seemes  to 
na  that  tiie  trusteeship  of  the  Crown 
s  an  open  trusteeship.  In  that 
lenae  it  cannot  be  a  question  or  matter 
'or  the  Committee  at  all  to  decide 
rhother  the  Crown  is  to  sell  those 
ighta  and  turn  them  into  money,  and 
ipply  ihem  to  the  benefit  of  the  Con- 
oudated  Fund.  You  might  just  as  well 
ay  that|  because  people  who  live  in  the 
f  QCtheni  Hebrides  m  not  coma  often 
0  St  Paul's  Ctethedral  or  Westminster 


Abbey  therefore,  you  might  seD  those 
edifices    and  apply  the  money  to  the 
Consolidated  Fund.    These  rights  are  of 
a  local  nature.     As  I  understand  the 
law  it  is  this.     Some  of  these  rights  the 
Crown  cannot  alienate  at  all.      Others 
they  can    alienate    under    their  direct 
trusteeship  for  local  interests,  but  only 
on   certain   statutory  conditions  which 
are  imposed  upon  the  localities.    I  think 
in  the  2nd  William  IT.  there  was  an 
Act  passed  which  placed  all  those  Crown 
rights  under  the  provisions  of  an  earlier 
Act,  10th  George  IV.,  which  was  passed 
for      their      regulation     in     England. 
In      that      earlier      Act      you      can 
only  dispose  of  those  Crown  rights  under 
certain  restrictions.     There  must  be  a 
broader    application,    and,    unless    the 
purchase  money  is  less  than   100  years, 
there  are  certain  other  conditions  which 
have  to  be  observed.     What  we  want 
is  a  Select  Committee  of  some  kind, 
which  should  not  merely  inquire  into 
general  matters.     It  should  not  even 
discuss  such  questions  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has   suggested,  and 
which  seem  to  me  to  be  questions  for 
this  House,  and  not  for  any  Committee. 
It  should  inquire  not  merely  into  the 
restriction  which  is  to  be  imposed  upon 
the  action  of  the  Commissioners,  acting 
under  the  direction  of  the  Treasury,  for 
the  future,  but  also  into  the  validity  of 
some  transactions  which  have  taken  place 
within  the  last  ten  years,   and  which 
seems  to  me  to  be  very  doubtful.    It  is 
perfectly  true  there  is  a  provision  in  the 
Statute  protecting  h(md  fide  purchasers 
against  irregularities ;  but  if,  as  ocourred 
in     two    or    three    transactions,     the 
Solicitor       to       the       Woods       and 
Forests    Commissioners    was    at    once 
acting  for  the  Crown    and  a  private 
purchaser,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  is  a 
matter  which  ought  to  be  the  subject  of 
some  investigation   by  a   special  Com- 
mittee.   In  that  view,  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  accept  the  suggestion  that  a 
general  Oonmiittee,  extending  thescope  of 
the  inquiry  to  England,  could  look  satis- 
factorily into  that  matter.    There  must 
be  a  special  Committee  for  this  purpose. 
I  trust  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, who  seemed   to  take  a  most 
reasonable  view  of  this  matter  on  the 
last  occasion,  will  give  an  expression  of 
assent  to  an  opinion  which  I  am  oonfident 
is  the  opinion  of  the  whole  of  the  Sootoh 
Members. 
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♦Mb.  C.  FRASBR  MACKINTOSH 
(InTemess-shire) :  After  what  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  said  last  year,  I 
am  rather  disappointed  with  the  course 
of  the  debate  this  year.  If  a  Scottish 
Committee  is  not  granted,  a  great  deal 
more  will  be  heard  about  this  subject. 
One  word  in  illustration  of  these 
Crown  rights.  Many  years  ago,  the 
foreshore  of  the  island  of  Lewis,  ex- 
tending to  several  hundred  miles,  was 
sold  for  £400,  but  when  the  Harbour 
Commissioners  of  Stornoway  wanted  a 
small  piece  of  ground  to  extend  their 
harbour,  they  were  asked  to  pay  no  less 
than  £100  a-year.  These  are  matters 
worthy  of  consideration,  and  I  must 
say  that  a  special  Committee  of  Inquiry 
will  be  the  most  advantageous. 

Mb.  JACKSON:  The  Government 
cannot  consent  to  the  granting  of  the 
special  Committee  the  hon.  Member  is 
asking  for.  It  will  be  in  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  House,  in  the 
autumn  of  last  year,  agreed  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  of  Inquiry 
into  the  administration  of  Woods  and 
Forests  and  Crown  Revenues.  That 
Committee  of  Inquiry  will  shortly  be 
appointed — as  soon  as  I  can  get  the 
names.  The  question  which  die  hon. 
Member  has  brought  forward  is  one  of 
which  I  quite  admit  the  importance  to 
the  localities  interested ;  nevertheless  it 
is  a  question  which  may  be  inquired  into 
by  such  a  Committee  as  we  propose, 
while  at  the  same  time  other  questions 
affecting  other  localities  could  be  inves- 
tigated. Now  the  administration  of 
Woods  and  Forests  affects  not  only 
Scotiand,  but  Ireland,  England,'  and 
Wales,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
whole  subject  would  be  thoroughly  con- 
sidered. I  may  point  out  that  there  have 
been  very  few  transactions  of  the  kind 
which  the  hon.  Member  complains  of. 
Of  course  the  pledge  will  be  kept  that  no 
more  transactions  of  that  kind  should 
take  place  until  the  Committee  had 
made  its  inquiries,  and  thoroughly  inves- 
tigated the  subject.  And  I  should 
expect  that  the  hon.  Member  will  admit 
that  the  Government  have  shown 
their  desire  to  meet  him  as  far  as  they 
possibly  can.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  I  think,  in  an 
answer  to  a  question,  expressly  stated 
that  this  subject  could  not  be  excluded 
from  the  inquiry ;  and  I  hope  that  on 


the  Committee  we  shall  have  Sootoh 
Members  thoroughly  conversant  with 
the  details,  and  who  will  take  very 
good  care  that  the  question  is  tho- 
roughly investigate.  I  do  not  think, 
Sir,  I  can  say  more  than  that.  It  is 
not  advisable  to  have  a  separate  Com- 
mittee to  deal  with  this  question ;  and 
if  the  Government  do  what  they  pro- 
pose, I  believe  it  will  prove  satisfactory 
to  all  parties. 

Mb.  HALDANE  :  Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  the  Committee  to  be  ap- 
pointed will  have  within  its  scope 
inquiry  into  the  validity  of  past  trans- 
actions ? 

♦Mb.  JACKSON :  I  should  not  like 
to  answer  that  question  offhand. 
The  Committee  would,  of  course,  have 
power  to  deal  with  all  questions  of  ad- 
ministration, and  would  have  the  power 
to  observe  not  only  action  in  the  past, 
but  what  action  should  be  taken  in 
future. 

Db.  CAMEEON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  cannot  help  saying  that  the  promise 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  eminently  un- 
satisfactory. The  law  respecting  these 
public  rights  in  Scotland  is  perfectiy 
different  to  what  the  law  is  in  England, 
and  no  general  Committee  can  give  any 
attention  to  the  matter,  or  arrive  at  any 
decision  on  the  subject  which  will  com- 
mend itself  to  the  confidence  of  the 
people  of  Scotland. 

It  being  midnight,  Mr.  Speaker  inter- 
rupted the  business. 

House  resumed. 


SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

Besolutions  [  1 4th  March]  reported. 

(1.)  ''That  a  Supplementary  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £46,0(>0,  be  granted  to  Her  Majestj, 
to  defray  the  Expense  of  various  Miacellaiieoas 
Effective  Services,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1889." 

(2.)  "That  65,400  men  and  boys  bo  employed 
for  the  Sea  and  Coast  Guard  Services  for  the  year 
ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1890,  inciad- 
ing  14,000  Royal  Marines." 

(3.)  **That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,201,700 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Ex- 
pense of  Wages,  &c.,  to  Officers,  Seamen,  and 
Boys,  Coast  Guard,  and  Royal  Marines,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1890.'* 

(4.)  <'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,061, 100,  be 
granted  to  Her  Migesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Victualling  and  Clotldng  for  the  Navy,  in- 
oludLog  the  cost  of  YictoalBng  Establiihmsiits 
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at  Home  and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the 
Slat  day  of  March  1890.*' 

Beaolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Resolution  which, 
upon  the  14th  instant,  was  reported  from  the 
Committee  of  Supply,  and  which  was  then 
agreed  to  by  the  House,  be  now  read ; 

'*  That  a  number  of  Land  Forces,  not  exceed- 
ing 162,282,  all  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the 
Service  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  ex- 
cluding Her  Majesty's  Indian  Possessions, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1890.'^ 

Ordered,  That,  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  provide,  during  Twelve  Months,  for 
the  Discipline  and  Regulation  of  the  Army; 
and  that  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord  George 
Hamilton,  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  and 
Mr.  Brodrick,  do  prepare  and  bring  it  in. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  161.] 


SELECT    COMMITTEE    ON    SMALL 
HOLDINGS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee 
be  re-appointed  to  inquire  into  the  facili- 
ties which  exists  for  the  creation  of 
Small  Holdings  in  Land  in  Qreat 
Britain ;  whether  either  in  connection 
with  an  improved  system  of  Local 
Government  or  otherwise,  those  facilities 
may  be  extended:  whether,  in  recent 
years  there,  there  has  been  any  diminu- 
tion in  the  number  of  Small  Owners  and 
Cultivators  of  Land ;  and  whether  there 
is  any  evidence  to  show  that  such 
diminution  is  due  to  legislation. 


Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  con- 
sist of  Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nomi- 
nated of, — Sir  Edward  Birkbeck,  Mr. 
Broadhurst,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr. 
Joseph  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr. 
Cobb,  Mr.  Jesse  Collinfi^s,  Viscount 
Curzon,  Sir  Charles  Dalrymple,  Sir 
William  Hart  Dyke,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis, 
Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Compton  Law- 
rence, Mr.  Llewellyn,  Mr.  James  Wil- 
liam Lowther,  Mr.  Halley  Stewart,  and 
Mr.  Angus  Sutherland,  with  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — 
{Mr,  Alcer 9' Douglas.) 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

De.  TANNEE  (Cork,  Mid) :  Seeing 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
place,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whether 
the  Government  have  received  any  in- 
telligence respecting  the  election  at 
Kennington  ? 

No  answer  being  returned, 

Db.  TANNEH  said  :  Beally  I  must 
press  for  an  answer,  Mr.  Speaker. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjoamed  at  five  minutes 
: after  Twelve  o'clock. 
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B7E:  mfiiseR  ■  ftcticnx 


oeUor  of  tLc: 

tif  t&e  debate  liiic  Teer.     If  b  Scordcir 

man  'vfll  be  b«srd  fkbont  "^ft  Biitn€>f!i 
Ox^  word  ii.  IliiuiamdaiL  of  "iheBe 
Omm  TiZ^*jL.  ILbizj  Toen  i«xi.  tue 
lomaLore  of  tLe  ifilaiid  cif  Ijcirk.  «x- 
taridrnf  lo  wTeor&I  inzfidred  iuiie&.  vu 
Kud  iar  £400  bm  irbem  tbe  HArbtiur 
CanuxdHdozien  of  »GmovmT  iraiiSBd  a 
amrnU  pkcie  of  pvmid  »&  ffx^eikd  their 
hu-bcnxr.  dkcr-v^are  aekfid  .o  pKT  nc  je» 
tli&XL  i:i{K)  a^TfiBr.  Txiffle 
wozthj  of  coDBidavaai.  sud  I  tchb: 
fiftT  tbkt  a  6p(»cdfu  OoimziiirMfe  cd  IikcuirT 
will  be  tbe  ziiMC  acrBHUi^wiuE. 

Mil.  JACKS-jX:  The  Goremizkexxi 
caxuKn  DcniMiit  ^o  ihe  grantinz  af  ihe 
apecaal  GodBxch^ffe  the  £obi.  M^smber  is 
audijg  lor.  Ii  wDl  he  is  the  T^orJais^ 
tka  (^  the  KouBe  thax  nj  zighi  hai. 
Fiiesd  the  Leader  of  the  Houae.  in  the 
autnxLB  of  last  jciar.  agnved  to  the  a^^ 
poiirtakeiit  of  a  Gcncxnisbw  of  Iikquirr 
mto  the  admixdcstratiosi  of  Woods  and 
Foreictc  and  Cr^wn  B^renTiefi.  Thai 
Conucittee  of  Inquirr  vill  shordj  be 
appointcrti-'as  a>.n  as  I  can  gvt  the 
fiaTTww  The  queauoa  which  ^e  hos. 
Member  has  brought  f  omrd  is  one  of 
vhich  I  quite  admit  the  importanoe  va 
the  kfcalrdei  interested ;  nererdieleai  is 
ia aqueatiion  whieh maj be  inqiDTad  irso 
by  anch  a  Committee  aa  ve 
vhlle  ax  the  aame  time  other 
affertrng  other  localitaea  eonid 
tigated.  Now  the  admiriiatrarion  of 
Woods  and  Foreata  afieets  not  onlj 
Soodand,  but  Ireland,  England^  and 
Wales,  and  I  hare  no  doubt  that  the 
vhiG4e  aobject  would  be  thoronghlT  eon- 
mdemL  1  maj  pcnnt  out  that  tliere  hare 
been  rery  few  transactions  of  the  kind 
which  the  hon.  Member  complains  of. 
Of  oonxie  the  pledge  will  be  kept  that  no 
more  tnnsactions  of  that  kizid  should 
take  {^aae  until  the  Committee  had 
made  its  inquiries,  and  thorougfal j  inrea- 
tigated  the  subjeet.  And  I  should 
expeet  that  the  hon.  Member  will  admit 
that  the  Goremment  hare  shown 
their  desire  to  meet  him  as  far  as  thej 
potaibl J  can.  Mj  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  I  think,  in  an 
answer  to  a  question,  expresdj  stated 
that  this  subject  oonld  not  be  excluded 
from  the  inquiry ;  and  I  hope  that  on 


the  OammiOBe  we  shall  ha;ve  Seolok 
Memben  ihonmf^ilT  eoDvenant  wifk 
the  oetaik.  and  who  will  take  rmj 
food  care  that  "die  qneation  is  tho- 
Ttmcrhiv  irvesiigalod.  I  do  not  think, 
Sir.  I  ea;ii  saj  more  than  that.  It  ii 
no:  adriaaifie  to  hare  a  aeparate  Com- 
mittee Vf  deal  with  this  queation ;  and 
if  ihe  GfveExnnflnt  do  what  Incy  pro- 
poae.  I  t»eiiieTe  it  will  prove  aatisfaftniy 
toaT 


Mil  HALI>AK£  :  Are  we  to  vnder- 
samc  thv:  the  CommitfeDe  to  be  ap- 
point^ w£L  have  wnimt  its  soops 
inquiry  intC'  the  xaliditT  of  past  Izaas- 


^Ll.  JACKSTiK  :  I  afaonld  iKrt  fike 
to  answer  xhai  qneedfla  offhand. 
The  OoniinittBe  would,  of  eoarae,  haYe 
power  tc.  dfaJ  wish  all  qTiitiims  of  ad- 
III  liUaj'Tififi  snd  would  haw  tiM  power 
to  cciMrre  not  odIt  aedon  in  tiM  past, 
l«ui  what   aesioiL  dunild    be  taken  in 


1^  CAMEBON  Glasgow,  GoDege} : 
I  cairn?!  heilp  sajing  that  the  pramiae 
of  ttie  hon.  Gcnskeman  is  enmientij  an- 
Bafr.rfafcarr.  T^  law  Afawwtinr  these 
pn  :*}ie  rigirts  ir  Soodand  is  petfesthr 
diS'a'Eint  to  what  the  law  is  in  Kwgiaafli 
and  no  general  Committee  can  give  any 
aitcflctaiiai  to  the  matter,  or  aiilm  at  any 
decaBOOL  on  the  sabjeet  whiek  vUl  com- 
mend  rraeilf  to  the  eanfideoDe  of  the 
people  of  Soodand. 

I:  becng  Tr.idnight,  Mr.  Speaker  intsr- 
rapfied  the  buEneaa. 


SVTFLY. ^REPORT. 
Beacluaons  ~14th  March]  reported. 


wpgrng  £*^M.<f.  zt  cnstAi  to  Ho*  Xajeatj, 
^  de£x&T  1^  ExpEsiK  :f  nnsoi  MiBoeDuu»ai 
Lr«&.  v^ict  will  cooDfr  in  oocizte  of 

iG^t  £=rizie  iir*>  vatr  enfiaa  en  tbe  Slit 

« 

:2.    -"njise^.i^Ci&KiaBibiTvlweDplored 
forlheSafcuiiCjaKG^audScr  ' 
cnsin^  oc  :i(f  Sl9i  dkr  of  lUvdi  ISM,  iadnd- 

S.  -'  I^i&s  &  F=a.  ikA  cxceediii^  £3.201^700 
be  5x«c:«c  tc  H«T  MA?eitr,  to  defray  tlie  Ez- 
"peoBit  sf  Wac<e&.  kz.,  to  OScctv  ^f  mnn.  and 
Blts.  Csaa  G^ATC.  &sd  R^taI  Itannea.  vhick 
ir£i  vxLit  ir  cft^zK-  :d  pariaeat  doiina  the 
rear  esidzz^  CiC  iLe  ilA  day  'd  March  ISM.** 

4/  * -Tla:  A  ssz^&x  exceeding  £1,061, 100.  be 
gzasted  to  Ha  ilafeetr,  to  defray  tike  Ezpenit 
of  VktaiuIzE^  MniCTjotiuJi^  far^iie  Xary,  in- 
cladnBg  tike  eoit  of  Yidaung 
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and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  coune  Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  oon- 

Siif23^ luS^SM*'  ^^  ^^^  ''''  ^^  ®^^  ^'  Seventeen  Members. 

^     «  ^                \  .  The  Committee  was  accordingly  nomi- 

Basolations  agreed  to.  ^^^^^  of,— Sir  Edward  Birkbeok,  Mr. 

Ordered,     That     the     Resolution     which,  Broadhurst,  Sir  George  Campbell,    Mr. 


"  That  a  number  of  Land  Forcee,  not  exceed-  tW-ii  •        tt       ^  i     %r     miT     ^  %»i i- 

i^  16S,282,  aU  ranks,  be  maintained  for  the  William  Hart  Djke,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis, 

Barrioa  of    the  United   Kingdom   of    Great  Sir  Walter  Foster,  Mr.  Compton   Law- 

fiiiteiii  and  Ireland  at  Home  and  Abroad,  ex-  rence,  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Mr.  James   Wil- 

flto^   Her    Majesty's   Indian    Possessions  jj^m  Lowther,  Mr.  Hailey  Stewart,  and 

j^l^  J«^  ^^«  ^-^  ^^  3^»'  ^y  ^^  Mr.  Angus  Sutherland,  with  power  to 

(Mmd,  That,  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records, 

a  Bin  to  nrovide,  during  Twelve  Months,  for  Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. — 

tta  IMMiDUne  and  Re^tion  of  the  Army ;  ( jf^.  Ah$rs- Douglas,) 
and  that  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Lord  George 

Hmfllon,  the  Judge  Advocate  General,  and  ■ 

Mir.  Brodriok,  do  prepare  and  bring  it  in.  j          j  /%       x«                     j 

Ml  prewnted,  and  read  first  time.  [Bill  161.J  ^^^^?."*??®'  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

BKLBOT    CX)MMITTEE    ON    SMALL  !>«•  TANNEE  (Cork,  Mid) :    Seeing 
HOLDINGS.  ^®  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  his 
n-j      J  mi.  ^  j.1.     a  1    *  n         -xa  place.  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whether 
Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  \^^  Government  have  received  any  in- 
ks re-appointed  to  inquire  into  the  facili-  telligence    respecting    the    election   at 
tiaa  which  exists  for  the   creation   of  Kenninirton? 
Small   Holdings    in    Land     in    Qreat  _.      ^^     ,    .          .         . 
Britain ;  whether  either  in  connection  No  answer  being  returned, 

with    an   improved    system    of    Local  Db.  TANNER  said :    Really  I  must 

Qovemment  or  otherwise,  those  facilities  press  for  an  answer,  Mr.  Speaker. 

maj  be  extended:  whether,  in  recent  TLr«*:^«  ^^^a  ♦/^ 

jJLn  there,  there  has  been  any  diminu-  ^^^'^'^  ^^^^  *^- 

turn  in  tJie  number  of  Small  Owners  and  House  adjoamed  at  five  minutes 

Oultivators  of  Land  ;  and  whether  there  l^after  Twelve  o'olook. 
IB    any    evidence  to    show    that    such 
diminution  is  due  to  legislation. 
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APPENDIX. 


Ibe  followiDg  is  the  oorreoted  yersion  of  the  Speech  delivered  by  the  ITndbb 
SiOBnART  of  Statb  for  FoBEiQN  Affaibs  (Sir  James  FsBOUssoir)  in  the 
course  of  the  Debate  upon  the  Address,  and  is  to  be  taken  in  place  of  the 
Beport  commencing  at  page  97  of  this  volume  : — 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
I%9irtday,  2Ut  Fehrmry,  1889. 


•Thi  under  secretary  of 
STATE  FOR  FOREIGN  AFFAIRS  (Sir 
J.  Fnaussov,  Manchester,  N.E.):  This 
detMtte  has  been  somewhat  desultory, 
beeause  bv  common  consent  the  dis- 
oiiiion  of  the  most  important  ques- 
tions  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech 
baa  been  postponed  until  the  measures 
aze  before  the  House.  Hon.  Members 
bave  complained  of  omissions  from  the 
Sipeeoih,  bat  that  is  a  little  at  variance 
with  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  who  hinted  in  his  remarks  that 
perhapa  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
lallen  into  the  error  of  proposing  too 
many  measures.  There  are,  I  think, 
plenty  of  topics  for  the  consideration 
of  Parliament  which  in  due  time  will 
ei^^a^  its  attention.  I  have  risen 
principally  to  notice  remarks  made  by 
some  hon.  Members  with  reference  to 
Foreign  Affairs  which  deserve  reply, 
and  particularly  those  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Bu- 
chanan), who  has  in  a  very  temperate 
speech  referred  to  subjects  which  have 
in  former  Sessions  been  discussed  by 
him.  The  hon.  Member  takes  a  warm 
and  very  natural  interest  in  the  safety 
of  trading  and  mission  stations  in  Cen- 
tral Africa.  Well,  I  cannot  on  this 
occasion  say  anjrthing  of  a  different 
nature  to  what  I  have  said  before,  which 
it  that,  while  those  stations,  whether 
oommereial  or  missionary,  are  entitled 
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to  all  the  respect  that  belongs  to  enter- 
prizes  most  honourable  in  themselves 
and  involving  great  personal  sacrifices 
on  the  part  of  their  promoters,  it  is 
impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  the  responsibility,  or 
to  impose  on  this  country  any  burdens 
in  connection  with  them.  These  enter- 
prizes  are  undertaken  by  the  free  act  of 
their  promoters,  and  are  in  a  region  with 
which  the  Government  of  this  country 
are  not  in  immediate  contact,  and  in 
which  no  assistance  the  Government 
can  render  them  could  proceed  from 
any  base.  It  is  therefore  impossible 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  could 
give  any  indication  that  those  persons 
could  depend  upon  any  material  assist- 
ance from  them.  I  have  stated  that 
there  are  certain  things  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  wul  require  on 
behalf  of  those  persons.  When  the 
Portuguese  endeavoured  to  close  the 
Zambesi,  except  to  vessels  carrying  the 
Portuguese  flaff,  their  right  to  do  so  was 
disputed,  and  it  was  stipulated 
that  our  countrymen  should  not  be 
interrupted  in  obtaining  those  war- 
like stores  which  might  be  necessary 
to  maintain  their  positions.  I  cannot 
recognize  the  justice  of  the  complaint 
that  the  Portuguese  had  established 
a  Custom-house  on  a  tributary  of  the 
Zambesi,  because  it  was  an  admission 
that  the  Portuguese  territory  ended 
there,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  rather  reason  to  complain  that 
that  Custom-house  has  been  removed. 
The  hon.  Member  suggested  that  the 
Government  should  interfere  with  the 
progress  of  the  Portuguese  f  oroOi  which 
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Gofommeiit  in  nndirttkiiii^  Oxb  iMgo- 
tiationt,  and  ia  a  tribnte  to  tha  ad- 
mirable waj  in  which  they  were 
earned  on  by  the  riribt  hon.  Gtontleman 
the  Member  for  Weet  Birmingham. 
The  hon.  Member  has  refened  to  the 
SaokTille  and  Morier  inddenta.  These 
are  not  matters  that  seriously  disturb  the 
relations  of  great  oonntries.  The 
Saekrille  incident  has  blown  over, 
and  we  can  afford  to  regard  the 
oommcDtB  which  haye  rendered  the  in- 
cident of  more  importance  than  it 
wonld  hare  otherwise  acquired ;  and  I 
am  quite  sure  the  relations  between  the 
great  American  Republic  and  our  own 
nation  will  not  be  permanently  injured 
by  a  trap  laid  for  ue  British  Minister, 
or  by  any  attempt  to  fan  the  affiir  into 
undeserved  importance  by  those  who 
do  not  wish  well  to  the  good  relations 
between  the  two  countries.    As  to  the 


aflEsir  in  which  the  name  of 
Majesty's  Ambassador  in  St  Peters- 
burg has  been  inTolred*  I  can 
only  say  that  I  do  not  think  that  there 
is  anyone  in  this  countiy  who  beUeres 
for  a  moment  that  that  distinguiahed 
British  servant  would  have  been  guilty 
of  any  act  which  was  unworthy  of  his 
position,  or  of  which  he  would  have  had 
cause  to  be  ashamed.  It  is  to  be  re- 
gretted thatmischief  makers  should  have 
dragged  his  name  forward  in  this  un- 
deserved manner ;  but  it  has  not  been 
necessary  by  any  public  action  to  clear  it. 
The  incident  has  passed  by  without  any  in- 
terruption of  the  good  relations  between 
those  great  countries  which  have  so 
many  common  interests,  and  whioh  axe 
so  concerned  in  the  advancement  of 
civilijBation  and  the  preservation  of 
European  peace 
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tde.  They  were  in  a  sense,  be-  I 
^  oomplied  with  the  invitation 
flie  enterprixe  and  undertake 
ilanoe  of  tneir  own  coast.  They 
)onc6med  in  the  operations  on 
[bar  coast  because  they  have 
don  from  the  Sultan ;  and  as 

0  war  in  their  country  it  was 
a  blockade  jure  gentium.  The 
B  not  parties  to  the  blockade  ; 
Frenon  have  no  immediate 
ich  as  Germany  and  England 
at  coast.  By  the  admission  of 
[i  Gh>yemment,  we  are  able  to 
[ye  action  against  the  import 
&nd  the  export  of  slaves  by 
out  an  effective  blockade  on 
it,     which  could    have   been 

no  other  way.  While 
h  are  as  much  opposed  to  the 
e  as  ourselves,  they  are  jealous 
amination  of  their  ships  by 
ur  of  other  nations,  and  had 
9ety's  Government  not  esta- 
blockade  jure  gentium  on  that 
y  would  not  have   had    the 

visit  vessels  flying  the 
flaff,     though     possibly    en- 

ue  slave   trade ;    therefore 

1  every  way  a  great  advantage 
Ijeots  in  which  all  civilized 
ave  a  part,  particularly  this 
by  joining  in  the  establish- 
U0  blockaide  on  the  Zanzibar 
ITe  have,  too,  by  our  joining  in 
■i  taken  up  a  position  which 
%lo  safeguard  the  rights  and 
M  Sultan.  I  have  said  that, 
|y,  in  the  British  sphere  of  in- 
flve  has  been  no  opposition  of 
rtance,  neither  has  there  been 
rruption  of  trade.  On  the 
trade  has  been  steadily  in- 
khe  relations  with  the  British 
tan  Company  have  been  con- 
proving,  and  I  am  sure,  while 
.  be  sorry  to  gain  at  the  ex- 
iny  rivals  and  competitors,  we 
nothing  in  our  sphere  of  in- 
reason  of  the  state  of  war  w  hich 
'  exists  in  the  German  sphere. 

therefore,  that  this  British 
I  is  tending  towards  a  happy 
id  is  destined  to  add  to  the 

triumphs  of  this  country,  and 
&n  addition  to  the  markets 
aanufactures  of  the  country. 
I  has    been    said    about  the 

affairs  in  Samoa.  Papers 
t   to   be    presented   on    the 


subject  which  will  give  the  proceedings 
at  the  Oonference  at  Washington,  and 
as  that  Conference  is  shortly  to  re- 
assemble, the  House  will  not  desire  to 
go  largely  into  the  state  of  affairs  in 
oamoa.  But  here,  as  with  reference  to 
Zanzibar,  it  is  right  that  I  should  point 
out  that,  while  the  two  Governments  of 
Germany  and  England  act  independently 
of  each  other  as  regards  the  immediate 
action  of  the  separate  Governments,  we 
have  an  understanding  with  the  German 
Government  as  to  the  best  means  of 
exercising  European  influence  over  the 
Native  Government  of  that  countiy  in 
the  time  coming.  It  is  manifest  from 
the  internal  troubles  which  have  existed 
for  so  many  years  in  Samoa  that  its 
Government  cannot  stand  alone,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  expressed  the 
opinion  at  the  Conference  at  Washing- 
ton that  it  would  be  better  that  one  Power 
should  exercise  influence  there  rather 
than  that  three  Governments  should  act 
through  their  representatives,  who  have 
failed  to  produce  any  satisfactory  result. 
We  have  had  no  difference  with  the 
United  States  on  the  matter,  but  they 
took  a  different  view  at  Washington; 
consequently  the  Conference  did  notresult 
then  in  any  settlement,  but  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  have  discussed 
the  matter  with  the  German  Govern- 
ment in  the  most  friendly  and  frank 
manner,  and  I  hope  that  when  the  Con- 
ference re- assembles  it  will  be  with  the 
prospect  of  coming  to  a  satisfactory  con- 
clusion. There  were  some  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
which  I  will  not  pass  over  entirely  with- 
out remark,  because  they  were  to 
some  extent  of  a  mischievous  tendency. 
The  hon.  Member  has  said  that  the 
negotiations  carried  on  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  for  the  settlement  of  the 
Fisheries  Question  have  proved  abortive 
on  account  of  the  dislixe  entertained 
towards  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by  a 
part  of  the  people  of  the  American  Ke- 
public.  Undoubtedly,  from  certain 
causes,  the  Fisheries  Treaty  has  not 
been  ratified ;  but  by  means  of  the  modtte 
Vivendi  provided  between  the  two 
Governments  not  a  single  Canadian 
or  American  vessel  has  been  seized 
since  the  arrangement  was  in  operation, 
and  no  trouble  occurred  last  year  in  the 
flsheriesof  the  Canadian  Coast.  This  fact 
alone  justifies  the  policy  of  Ber  Majet^'i 
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MEMORANDUM  OF  THE  SECRETARY  OF  STATE 


RELATING   TO    THE 


ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1889-90. 


PMmmUi  U  both  Bbusts  of  Parliament  by  Command  of  Her  Majesty,  March,  1889. 


In  the  preaent  year  it  i^  proposed  to  include  in  this  Memorandum  only  a  few 
details  in  explanation  of  the  Estimates,  and  to  reserve  any  general  review  of 

Klicy  and  progress  during  the  past  year,  for  a  statement  in   the    House   of 
immons. 

The  Eetimates  for  1 888-9,  including  the  Ordnance  Factories'  Vote,  showed 
•a  anticipated  expenditure  of  £13,710,700  for  effective,  and  £3,027,600  for  non- 
effective Services,  making  a  total  of  £16,738,300. 

For  1889-90,  the  Estimates  show  an  expenditure  of  £17,335,900,  of  which 
£14,322,500  is  for  effective,  and  £3,013,400  for  non-effective  Services,  being  au 
incxeaae  on  last  year  of  £597,600. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  main  cause  of  this  increase  is  the  provision  made  for 
eertaiD  Colonial  garrisons,  the  falling  off  of  Appropriations  in  Aid,  but,  above  all, 
the  necessity  of  pushing  forward  the  re-armament  of  our  Regular  troops  with 
weapons  of  the  newest  pattern. 

The  changes  to  be  noticed  in  the  various  arms  of  the  Service  in  the  present 
Estimates  are  not  very  numerous.  There  is  a  total  addition  to  the  Establishment 
of  2,615  men. 

Almost  the  whole  of  this  increase  has  been  occasioned  by  the  necessity  of 
strengthening  Colonial  garrisons,  in  view  of  the  new  armaments,  either  already 
sent  out,  or  about  to  be  shipped  during  the  present  year.  A  large  addition  is 
made,  both  of  Infantry  and  Artillery,  to  the  Garrison  of  Malta,  besides  the  Militia 
regiment  that  we  are  encouraged  to  hope  will  be  raised  there.  The  principal 
other  additions  made  are  to  some  of  our  distant  coaling  stations  ;  where,  however, 
the  policy  is  being  steadily  pursued  of  utilizing,  as  far  as  is  prudent  and  possible, 
the  service  of  Native  auxiliaries. 

It  will  be  seen  by  the  Report  of  the  Inspector  Goneral  of  Recruiting  that  the 
work  of  his  department  has  been  satisfactory  during  the  past  year.  Fewer  men 
were  required  than  in  1887  8,  and  it  is  gratifying  to  be  able  to  add  that  desertions 
were  fewer  in  number  by  more  than  1,000.  During  the  coming  year  there 
will  be  a  substantial  increase  to  the  Reserve,  which  will,  it  is  hoped, 
reach  58,300,  the  highest  point  yet  attained,  with  the  prospect  of  improvement 
in  future  years. 

The  Militia  is,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  2,039  weaker  in  numbers  than  last  year. 
In  some  districts  this  is  to  be  accounted  for  by  increased  competition  in 
recruiting,  owing  to  the  somewhat  different  class  now  admitted  into  the  ranks  of 
the  Volunteers.  In  several  cases  where  the  deficiency  in  Establishment  has 
been  very  marked,  adjoining  battalions  have  been  amalgamated.  In  others  the 
Establishments  in  unfavourable  localities  will  be  diminished  in  order  to  increase 
them  in  districts  more  favourable  to  recruiting.  The  percentage  of  loss  by 
desertion  and  fraud  continues  to  decrease,  and  the  confidential  reports  upon  the 
condition  of  Militia  battalions  are  on  the  whole  extremely  satisfactory.    Many 

OCCXXXTIT.    [thikd  ssaiss.]  [^App§ndix.'] 


STATEMENT  OF  FIRST  LORD  OF  THE  ADMIRALTY, 


EXPLANATORY   OF 


THE  NAVY  ESTIMATES,  1889-90. 


Pretenied   to    both    Houses    of  Parliament    by    Comnumd   of   Her   Majesty, 


Intboduotory  Bemarkb. 

The  full  rfpd  roee  statement  which  I  shall  have  to  make  in  explanation  of  the 
whole  scheme  of  shipbuilding  for  the  future,  with  its  attendant  consequences, 
wiU  anticipate  much  of  what  would  otherwise  have  been  dwelt  upon  in  this 
memorandum,  which  is  now  rather  of  the  nature  of  a  summary  than  an  exposition 
of  the  expenditure  contained  in  the  Navy  Estimates  1889-90. 

The  expenditure  is  estimated  to  be  £602,600  in  excess  of  that  voted  last  year. 
The  increases  are  mainly  in  the  ''Shipbuilding,"  ''Manning"  and  ''New 
Works"  Votes;  and  the  decrease  in  the  Vote  for  Naval  Ordnance.  A 
short  explanation  of  the  causes  of  these  variations  is  appended,  as  well  as  an 
aoooont  of  the  work  done  in  1888-89,  and  that  proposed  to  be  done  in  1889-90. 

SHIPBUILDING    PROGRAMME. 


PsooBESs  OF  New  Construotion  (Contraot)  in  1888-89. 

The  anticipations  expressed  in  my  Statement  of  February  1888  as  to  the 
progress  to  be  made  in  New  Construction  during  1888-89  have  been  realised  for 
the  most  part,  and  in  some  cases  surpassed. 

In  a  few  instances  the  performance  has  fallen  short  of  what  was  originally 
hoped  for;  but  there  have  been  special  circumstances  to  account  for  the 
difference. 

The  completion  for  sea  of  the  Fietoria  and  Sans  Pareil  after  their  delivery  by 
the  Contractors  has  been  effected,  as  it  was  feared  it  might  be,  by  the  dates  of 
delivery  of  the  11 0-ton  turret  guns.  Both  ships  are,  however,  now  fully  in 
hand,  and  it  Is  expected  that  the  Fietoria  will  be  ready  for  Commission  (as  flag- 
ship in  the  Mediterranean)  in  the  course  of  two  or  three  months. 

The  protected  cruiser  Magicienne  has  been  delivered  by  the  Contractors,  and 
is  about  to  proceed  on  her  steam  trials.  Her  sister  ship,  the  Marathon^  is  nearly 
ready  for  delivery. 

The  conclusion  of  a  Contract  for  the  hUnheim  was  purposely  delayed,  until 
September  1888,  for  reasons  that  need  not  here  be  given;  and  this  fact, 
together  with  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  an  adequate  supply  of  steel  materials 
in  consequence  of  the  great  demand  for  mercantile  shipbuilding,  acoounts  for  the 
expenditure  on  that  ship  having  fallen  short  of  what  was  originally  proposed. 

Similar  difficulties  in  obtaining  materials  have  been  experienced  by  the 
Contractors  for  the  Bellona  and  the  seven  vessels  for  Australasian  service,  but  it 
is  hoped  that  these  difficulties  have  now  been  surmounted,  and  that  in  subsequent 
stages  of  the  work  lost  ground  will  be  recovered. 
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Two  composite  gunboats,  the  Sparrow  and  Thrush^  complete  the  list  of 
armed  yessels  building  by  contract.  They  are  to  be  delivered  early  in  the  next 
financial  year. 

Besides  these  armed  vessels,  there  have  been  in  progress  in  private  yards  a 
considerable  number  of  coaling  craft,  designed  in  accordance  with  the  recom* 
mendations  of  a  Special  Committee  appointed  to  consider  the  arrangements 
suitable  for  coaling  the  Fleet. 

A  new  type  of  boat  has  also  been  designed  for  the  purpose  of  being  carried 
on  board  large  warships  and  employed  iu  mining  operations  or  in  coaling.  The 
first  example  of  the  type  is  now  undergoing  trial,  and,  if  successful,  it  is  proposed 
to  add  to  the  number  in  the  coming  financial  year. 

Six  first  class  and  ten  second  class  torpedo  boats  have  been  ordered  during 
1888-89  for  Naval  Service,  and  are  considerably  advanced. 

The  first  class  torpedo  boats  are  130  feet  long,  the  guaranteed  speed,  when 
fully  loaded,  is  22^  knots,  and  they  are  to  carry  an  armament  of  3-pr.  quick- 
firers  as  well  as  throe  torpedo  tubes. 

The  second  class  boats  are  of  an  improved  type  obtained  as  the  result  of  a 
competition  between  the  firms  most  experienced  in  this  class  of  work.  They  are 
60  feet  long,  have  a  guaranteed  speed  of  16  knots,  and  are  to  carry  a  machine 
gun  as  well  as  two  torpedo  dischargers. 

In  addition  to  these  torpedo  boats  the  Admiralty  have  advised  and 
assisted  the  India  Office  in  the  construction  of  seven  first  class  torpedo  boats, 
which  are  now  practically  complete  and  in  course  of  being  dispatched  to 
India. 

Desobiftion  of  New  Dssiqns. 

The  firsUeloBi  battle  ship»  to  be  laid  down  in  1889-90  include  two  ^ypes:  one 
armed  on  the  turret  system,  and  the  other  on  the  barbette  system.  It  is  proposed 
to  build  one  of  the  former  and  the  remainder  of  the  latter  type. 

They  are  to  be  superior  in  speed  and  auxilary  armament  to  all  preoeeding 
battle  ships  of  the  Hoyal  Navy ;  and  will  surpass  them  all  in  displacement. 

Their  principal  dimensions  are : — 

Length 380  feet. 

Breadth 76     „ 

Displacement  (about) 14,150  tons. 

Speed  on  measured  mile : — 

Forced  draught  (about)  17^^  knots. 

Natural     „  „  18      „ 

Goal  endurance : — 

Speed  of  10  knots  (about) 5,000      „ 

„  16    „  „  1,800  to  2,000  knots. 

The  armament  of  each  ship  will  include : — 

4  13^-in.  67-ton  guns  in  two  turrets  or  barbettes. 
10  6-in.  5-ton  guns,  broadside. 

18  to  24  6-pr.  and  3-pr.  quick-firers. 

5  torpedo  tubes  (above  water). 
2      „  „      (submerged). 

The  disposition  of  the  armament  has  been  most  exhaustively  considered.  It 
has  been  decided  as  follows : — 

To  adopt  an  arrangement  (in  plan)  similar  to  that  carried  out  in  the 

Trafalgar  and  Admiral  classes. 
To  place  each  pair  of  heavy  guns  in  a  separate  armoured  enclosure, 

situated  about  60  or  60  feet  from  the  bow  and  stem. 
To  carry  the  6-inch  guns  and  smaller  quick-firers   chiefly  in  a  long 

central  battery,  situated  between  the  heavy  gim  stations. 

The  armour  protection  of  the  hull  proper  includes  two  principal  features  :— 

(1)  A  belt,  8^  feet  broad,  extending  over  two^thirds  of  the  length  of  the 
vessel,    and    having    a    maximum    thickness    of    18-inGh    armour. 


Mbmo&ahbuic — Nayt  EsmcATBS,  1889-90. 


TransTene  armoured  bulkheads  complete  the  belt,  a  3-iQch  steel  deck 
is  fitted  above  it,  and  a  strong  protective  underwater  deck  completes  the 
protection  before  and  abaft  the  belt. 
(2)  The  broadside  above  the  thick  belt  is  protected,  to  the  height  of  about 
9i  feet  above  water  over  a  considerable  portion  of  the  length,  by  5- inch 
armour.  Screen  bulkheads,  similarly  armoured,  enclose  the  central 
battery. 

The  protection  of  the  heavy  guns  consists  of  1 8-inch  armour  on  the  turrets 
and  l7-inoh  on  the  redoubts  protecting  the  turret-bases,  &c.  In  the  barbette 
ships  the  armour  on  the  barbettes  is  1 7-inch. 

The  protection  of  the  guns  and  their  crews  in  the  auxiliary  armament,  as 
well  as  the  ammunition  supply,  have  been  carefully  arranged  for,  in  view  of  the 
development  of  high  explosives  and  quick-firing  guns. 

The  turret  and  barbette  designs  are  identical  in  nearly  all  the  above- 
mentioned  features.    The  essential  differences  between  them  are — 

(1)  That  the  freeboard  at  the  ends  of  the  barbette  ship  is  18  feet,  as  against 

Hi  feet  in  the  turret  ship. 

(2)  That  the  height  of  the  heavy  guns  above  water  is  23  feet  in  the  barbette 

ship,  as  against  17  feet  in  the  turret  ship. 

The  ieeond-eloit  ironcladt  will  be  reproductions  on  a  smaller  scale  of  the  first- 
dass  barbette  ironclads,  being  in  speed  and  coal  endurance  their  equal,  but 
carrying  a  somewhat  lighter  armament,  and  armour  of  less  thickness.  Their 
displacement  will  be  about  9,000  tons. 

The  Jirtt'Clati  protected  oruuere  which  are  to  be  commenced  have  been  designed 
to  carry  an  armament  practically  identical  with  that  of  the  Blake  and  Blenheim 
(of  which  a  full  description  was  given  last  year) ;  but  they  are  to  be  of 
considerably  less  size  and  cost,  to  steam  at  a  somewhat  lower  speed,  and  to 
have  a  smaller  coal-endurance  than  the  Blake  and  Blenheim,  although  they 
will  compare  very  favourably  in  these  respects  with  any  cruisers  building  for 
foreign  Navies. 

Their  dimensions  are — 

Length  . .         •  •         • .         . .         . .         . .         . .      360  feet. 

60 


Breadth 
Displacement  (about) . . 
Speed  on  measured  mile 
„    at  sea  (continuous  steaming) 


•  •         •  • 


7,350  tons. 
20  knots. 
18 


n 


if 

9f 


Badius  of  action — 

Speed  of  ]  0  knots  (about) 10,000 

,1  lo      ,,  ,,  ••  ••  ••  ••     ^,oUU 

Armament : — 

2  9'2-in.  (22-ton)  bow  and  stem  chasers. 
10  6-in.  (5-ton)  do.  do  and  broadside. 

12  6-pr.  quick-firers. 

4  Torpedo  tubes. 

The  protective  deck,  extending  throughout  the  length,  will  have  a  maximum 
thickness  of  5  inches  of  steel. 

Careful  consideration  was  given  to  the  question  of  the  best  system  of  protect- 
ing these  vessels,  their  guns  and  guns'  crews,  before  the  arrangements  approved 
were  finally  decided.  The  use  of  a  very  strong  protective  deck  over  the  vitals, 
in  association  with  certain  novel  arrangements  for  protecting  the  guns  and  their 
crews  from  shell-fire,  was  preferred  to  alternative  plans  in  which  the  broadsides, 
to  a  certain  extent,  were  protected  by  comparatively  thin  vertical  armour. 
Special  care  has  also  been  bestowed  upon  the  protection  of  the  ammimition 
daring  its  passage  from  the  magazines  to  the  guns,  and  unusual  facilities  have 
been  provided  for  the  transport  of  the  anmiunition. 
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300  feet 

43    „ 
3,400  tons. 
20  knots. 

18     „ 

8,000  knots. 
1,000    „ 
2,000    „ 

8ome  of  tho  vessels  of  this  type  will  be  wood-sheathed  and  coppered  in  order 
to  adapt  them  for  distant  service  on  stations  where  docks  will  not  be  avaihible,  it 
least  in  war  time.  This  will  add  somewhat  to  the  displacements  giyen  aboTe, 
and  cause  a  small  reduction  of  the  measured  mile  speed. 

Tho  second  data  Cruiiert,  of  which  it  is  proposed  to  constrnct  a  large 
number,  may  be  described  as  enlarged  Medeas,  In  protection,  enx:ine 
power,  speed,  and  coal  supply  they  are  practically  reproductions  of  the  Miis§ 
class.  They  are  more  heavily  armed  than  the  M$dea^  35  feet  longer,  and  of  aboat 
600  tons  greater  displacement. 

The  principal  dimensions,  &o.,  are : — 

Length  . .  . . 

Breadth 

Displacement  (about) . . 
Speed  on  measured  mile 
„     at  sea  (continuous  steaming) . . 

Radius  of  action : — 

Speed  of  10  knots  (about)    . . 

,,  lo        ,1  ;,  .  .  .  . 

Armament : — 

2  6-inch  (5-ton)  bow  and  stern  chasers. 
6  4'7-inoh  quick-firers,  broadside. 
9  6-pounders  and  3-pounders. 
4  Torpedo  tubes. 

Protective  dock :  maximum  thickness  (on  slopes)  2-inoh  steel  on  horixontal 
portions,  1-inch. 

It  is  proposed  to  wood-sheath  and  copper  the  bottoms  of  a  large  proportion 
of  these  vessels,  which  will  involve  an  increase  of  about  200  tons  in  ihd 
displacement  given  above,  and  a  reduction  of  about  one-quarter  of  a  knot  in  the 
measured  mile  speed. 

Four  proteetid  Cruissrs  of  the  Pandora  class  are  to  be  laid  down  in  the 
Dockyards.  They  are  to  be  built  from  the  same  design  as  the  five  Oruisersfor 
Australasian  service  described  in  my  Statement  of  last  year. 

A  description  of  the  Sharpshooter  class  ( Torpedo  gunhoaU)  appeared  in  the 
same  Statomout.  Tho  first  vessel  of  the  class  is  now  nearly  oomplete,  and  about 
to  enter  upon  )ior  steam  trials,  so  that  it  will  shortly  be  possible  to  decide,  as  the 
result  of  experience,  whether  any  changes  are  desirable  in  future  vessels  of  the 
class. 

Kleven  vessels  for  the  Hoyal  Navy  and  two  for  India  are  now  bnilding  from 
the  Sharpnhooter  design  ;  and  it  is  proposed  to  lay  down  four  more  Torpedo 
gunboats  in  the  Dockyards  in  1889-90. 


DOCKYARD  ADMINISTRATION. 

It  was  anticipated,  in  framing  the  Estimates  for  1888-89,  that  the  23  ships 
mentioned  in  the  programme  of  last  year  would  be  completed  and  passed  into  ine 
let  class  Reserve  by  tho  3l8t  March  1889,  and  this  would,  without  doubt,  have 
been  done  as  fur  as  tho  armoured  ships  are  concerned  but  for  the  delay  in  the 
dolivory  of  thoir  main  armament. 

Tho  Dockyard  work  is  complete  on  all  these  vessels,  except  Cmmperiown^ 
AmoH,  and  Aurora,  where  there  is  but  very  little  left  to  be  done,  and  that 
little  is  dopoudent  on  tho  receipt  of  guns. 

The  lYafalifar  might  be  completed  by  the  end  of  June  next,  but  her  last 
gun  will  not  be  delivered  until  31st  August  I8t9.  If  it  had  not  been  for  this, 
and  also  for  delays  of  materials  for  TraMqar^e  turret  roller  paths,  the  cost  of 
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building  would  be  less  than  is  now  expected.  A  reduotion  of  £85,000  for  labour, 
and  £15,000  for  material  has,  however,  been  made  on  her  original  building 
estimate. 

It  is  proposed  to  commence  building  in  the  Dockyards  during  the  present 
finanoial  year  the  following  *j,0  ships,  viz :  — 

4  Battle  Ships,   1st  class. 

1  „  2nd     „ 

3  Protected  Cruisers,  1st  class. 

2  „  „        2nd    „ 

4  Cruisers  (Pandoras). 

6  Torpedo  Gunboats  (Sharpshooter  class). 

To  enable  this  new  work  to  be  begun,  and  to  complete  26  out  of  the  30  ships 
now  bnilding,  as  well  as  push  on  the  repairs  and  reconstructions  above  mentioned 
the  Vote  for  Shipbuilding.  Repairs,  Maintenance,  &c.  (Vote  8)  has  been  increased 
by  £615,900.  The  sum  of  £202,465  is  the  net  increase  on  that  part  of  this 
expenditure,  as  detailed  in  Vote  B  appended  to  the  Estimates. 

A  special  order  has  been  issued  during  the  year,  by  which  a  higher  rate  of 
speed  than  that  known  '*  as  economical  speed,"  has  been  directed  for  the  future 
to  be  periodically  maintained  by  H.M.  Ships  when  making  passages.  The 
reasons  for  and  objects  of  this  order  are  explained  in  the  Circular  Letter  in  the 
Appendix. 

NAVAL    ORDNANCE. 

The  transfer  to  Naval  Votes  of  the  cost  of  Naval  Ordnance  has  been 
associated  during  the  past  year  with  the  difficulties  which  the  assumption  of 
new  duties  and  responsibilities  generally  entails.  In  this  instance  they  have 
been  aggravated  by  the  necessity  of  the  Admiralty  employing  as  their  agents 
the  very  Department  with  whom  they  were  not  always  in  accord  upon 
questions  where  the  interests  of  the  Army  and  Navy  where  not  identical. 

Considering  the  controversial  nature  of  the  points  to  be  settled  and  the 
financial  bearing  upon  the  expenditure  of  the  t^o  departments  by  the  division  of 
the  stores  hitherto  held  in  common,  the  work  done  has  been  remarkable.  In 
future  years,  now  that  the  ground  has  been  cleared,  there  is  little  likelihood  of 
a  recurrence  of  these  kinds  of  questions,  which  have  now  been  decided  once 
for  all. 

The  Estimates  as  submitted  by  the  Dockyard  Officers  for  items  of  incidental 
charges  were  reduced  by  more  that  £('iO,000,  but  it  appears,  from  the  latest 
returns  of  actual  expenditure,  that  a  saving  may  be  expected  at  the  end  of  the 
year  upon  the  approved  Estimates  as  reduced. 

Still  further  reductions  have  been  made  in  Estimates  of  this  class  for 
1889-90,  and  there  is  good  reason  to  hope,  that  in  a  short  time,  the  incidential 
expenditure  will  be  brought  down  to  a  reasonable  percentage  upon  the  direct 
charges. 

The  number  of  men  employed  on  board  the  various  tugs  and  harbour  craft 
have  been  considerably  reduced  without  loss  of  efficiency.  They  swelled  the 
incidental  expenditure  and  had  little  to  do,  so  that  action  in  this  direction  was 
urgently  needed. 

The  Cost  Account  System  has  worked  fairly  well  during  the  year,  and 
has  given  us  returns  of  expenditure  which  will  be  useful  in  checking  the  value 
of  work  done,  and  in  providing  reliable  data  for  estimating  purposes  in  the 
future. 

An  account  of  expenditure  upon  alterations  and  additions  separate  from  that 
upon  repairs  isabout  to  be  commenced  for  *'  Minotaur  "  and  "  Thunderer."  After  this 
has  been  started  and  tried  in  practice,  it  may  be  iound  possible  to  extend  the 
system  to  all  ships  upon  which  alterations  and  additions  are  ordered  to  be  carried 
out,  and  which  are  likely  to  cost  over  £200. 

The  cost  of  repairs,  alterations,  and  additions  to  the  vessels  which  took 
part  in  the  Summer   Manoeuvres  will  be  heavier  than  was  anticipated  when 
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the  Estimates  for  the  current  year  were  framed,  but  the  ezceee  is  due  to 
numerous  alterations  and  additions  proposed  to  be  carried  out  in  the  yarious 
ships. 

The ''  Nile,"  whose  original  estimate  has  been  reduced  by  £80,000  for 
labour,  and  £10,000  for  material,  has  been  advanced  during^  the  year  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  admit,  if  necessary,  of  her  completion  in  1889-90. 

Substantial  reductions  have  been  made  in  the  previous  estimates  for  building 
Barrosa"  (£3,000  for  labour),  <<Anson"  (£1,800  labour  and  £10,000  for  material), 
Howe"  (£700  for  labour  and  £3,300  material)  and  <' Beagle"  (£2,000  Ubonr 
and  material). 

Ships  repaired  or  repairing  for  recommission  : — 


II 


ft 


Ship. 


19 


"  Penelope 
"Tyne"  .. 
"Cleopatra" 
•*  Champion  " 
Victory".. 


<( 


Service  for  which  Repaired. 


Cost  of 
Bepain. 

(Dockyard.) 


Cape  of  Good  Hope    .. 
Troop  service    . . 
Reliefs    . .         . .         •  • 


Do.      .. 
Guardship 


£ 
11,767 

6,105 

31,500 

(Approximate.) 
30,500 

8,260 


Amount  less 

than  that 

taken  in  the 

Kstimates 

(Approzimate). 

£ 
1,000 

4,800 

4,000 

4,400 

1,740 


The  work  of  re-engining  "  Superb "  and  '*  Thunderer "  has  been 
commenced,  and  will  be  completed  next  year.  The  building  of  a  super- 
structure and  carrying  out  repairs  to  ''Hydra"  and  ''Cyclops" 
will  be  completed  this  year.  The  repair  of  "Triumph,"  "AohiUes^" 
"Minotaur,"  "Nelson,"  and  "Audacious,"  will  be  completed  during  the 
forthcoming  financial  year,  and  the  reconstruction  of  me  "Bupert"  and 
"Devastation"  will  be  well  advanced. 

The  amount  of  the  deficiencies  of  Ordnance  Stores  for  Naval  Service  has  now 
been  ascertained,  and,  although  they  are  serious,  it  is  hoped  they  may  be  made  up 
gradually  in  the  course  of  the  next  three  years,  without  in  the  meantime  running 
any  very  great  risk,  as,  by  means  of  the  increased  plant  recently  put  up  by  the 
Private  Trade,  ammunition  for  the  smaller  natures  of  guns  could  be  produced 
very  quickly  in  the  event  of  an  emergency,  whilst  as  regards  projectiles  of  the 
heavier  natures,  which  take  a  long  time  to  make,  arrangements  have  been  made 
for  ordering  these  in  larger  proportions  at  once. 

As  is  well-known,  tihere  has  been  very  great  delay  in  completing  ships  with 
guns.  This  delay  was  due  to  the  faulty  principle  which  was  adopted  in  the 
aesign  of  these  guns,  viz.,  that  of  placing  liners  in  the  bores ;  these  liners,  when 
the  guns  were  proved,  cracked,  and  very  considerable  delay  was  caused  before 
the  guns  were  repaired  and  made  efficient  for  issue  to  the  Fleet.  These  diffi- 
culties, it  is  believed,  have  now  been  got  over,  and  the  War  Office  are  of  opinion 
that  the  block  as  regards  ships  of  the  Admiral  Glass  and  the  belted  cruisers  will 
be  removed  by  June,  that  is,  m  sufficient  time  to  admit  of  all  the  ships  otherwise 
ready  taking  part  in  the  Summer  Manceuvres.  It  is  believed  that  no  further 
difficulties  or  delays  need  be  anticipated  in  the  future  delivery  of  guns,  as  in  the 
gun  designs  now  approved,  the  features  which  have  led  to  the  failures  above 
referred  to  have  been  eliminated. 

With  reference  to  the  new  Shipbuilding  Programme,  the  whole  of  the  require- 
ments for  the  large  guns  (that  is,  those  taking  more  than  a  year  to  manufacture) 
have  been  made  known  to  the  War  Office,  and  from  reliable  information  which 
has  been  received  and  verified  by  personal  inquiries,  there  seems  to  be  no  doubt, 
in  view  of  the  simpler  form  of  gun  designs  now  adopted,  and  of  the  larger  eaqjeri* 
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^nee  and  preatly  increased  plant  of  the  private  manofaoturers,  that  the  gans  will 
be  ready  in  ample  time  for  the  ships  requiring  them. 

The  4*7-inch  Quick-firing  Oun  has  been  brought  into  use  since  the  date  of 
my  last  Annual  Statement,  and  all  the  anticipations  have  been  fully  realized  as  to 
the  Tery  great  advantages  possessed  by  this  type  of  gun,  more  especially  in 
redBting  the  attacks  of  torpedo  vessels,  and  in  enabling  more  accurate  practice  to 
be  made  when  ships  are  moving  at  great  speed.  Practice  from  slow-firing  guns 
under  snoh  conditions  must  be  most  uncertain  on  account  of  the  very  great 
alteration  in  distance  between  the  rounds. 

Daring  the  year  ending  31st  December  1888,  160  new  Breech  Loading  Ouns 
bave  been  completed  for  the  Navy,  including  one  16^-inch  1 1 1-ton  gun,  6  1 3jt-inch 
68-toin,  9  12-inch  45-ton,  and  6  9  2 -inch  22-ton  guns.  During  the  same  period 
362  14-inoh  Whitehead  Torpedoes  have  been  manufactured  and  issued  for  Naval 
Serrioe. 

EXFERIHENTS  IN    1888-9. 

A  Special  Committee  has  been  appointed  by  the  War  Office  to  deal  with  the 
qneetion  of  Hiffh  Explosives ;  and  experiments  are  also  in  progress  with  several 
deacriptions  of  smokeless  powder  for  use  with  quick-firing  guns.  The 
ezpenmente  against  the  Resistance  with  shells  charged  with  high  explosives 
wiU  also  now  be  shortly  completed,  and  will  determine  several  important  points 
in  reference  to  Armament  and  Ammunition,  besides  affording  the  required 
information  as  to  the  most  suitable  form  of  defence  to  be  adopted. 

The  experiments  on  armour- plating,  mentioned  in  my  Statement  last  year 
have  been  carried  out  successfully,  valuable  information  having  been  obtained  as 
to  the  relative  qualities  of  steel-faced  and  steel  armour  when  attacked  by  modem 
guns  and  projectiles. 

Experiments  with  submerged  torpedo  discharges  in  vessels  of  high  speed 
have  been  continued ;  and  many  of  the  special  difficulties  incidental  to  that 
method  of  discharge  have  been  overcome. 

The  reduction  of  this  Vote  to  £1,463,000  has  been  possible  by  the  transfer 
to  another  fund  of  the  cost  of  armament  of  the  new  ships  which  it  is  proposed  to 
bnild  by  oontraot. 

NEW  WORKS. 

No  new  works  of  great  importanee  were  commenced  during  1888-89,  but 
the  nndermentioned  will  be  practically  completed  before  the  end  of  the  financial 
year: — 

Hanlbowline  (Extension)        . .     The  Caissons  are  in  place. 
Chatham  Dockyard       . .  New  Foundry. 

Gibraltar  Accommodation  for  Torpedo  Boats. 

Portsmouth        Torpedo  Range. 

Barracks  for  400  men  (commenced  1889). 

The  Estimate  of  Vote  10  for  1889-90  amounts  to  £451,000,  being '£74  700 
more  than  that  for  1888-89.  '       ' 

The  difference  is  caused  chiefly  by  the  provision  for — 

Improved  Coaling  Arrangements        £50,000 

Dredging  Medway         13,000 

Malta  Extension — Caissons,  &c.  11,700 

£74,700 

The  charges  for  Staff  have  been  reduced,  and  also  those  for  Repairs  and 
Maintenance. 

The  form  of  the  Estimate  has,  in  compliance  with  the  wish  of  the  Public 
Aooonnts  Committee,  been  changed  so  as  to  resemble  as  much  as  possible  that  of 
the  Army  Works  Estimate. 
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Prorinon  is  made  for  the  commencemeat  of  worki  to   faptlitate  eoaliBf 

Portland  Jetty 

Portamoatb  Bailvajs 

Kejham  Pier,  fte. 

The  only  other  large  work  to  be  commenced  during  1889-90  is  the  important 
dredeing  of  the  Medwaj  to  allow  of  the  largeet  men-of-war  panwfng  down 
the  riTor  at  any  high  tide,  the  remainder  of  the  new  harracks  oa  Whale  Uand, 
which  will  enable  old  hnlks  — yery  expennre  to  repair — to  be  giTe&  vp,  and  the 
continnation  of  the  reconatmction  of  the  large  trooping  jetty  at  Portmonth 
Dockyard. 

The  large  extension  works  at  Portsmouth  are  nearly  at  aa  eod,  and  those 
at  Malta  are  proceeding  vigorously. 


PERSONNEL. 

The  offices  of  Chaplain  of  the  Fleet  and  of  Inspector  of  Naval  Schoola  hare 
been  combined,  and  the  arrangement  seems  to  work  satisfactorily. 

The  arrangements  affecting  instruction  of  Engineer  studenta,  referred  to 
in  last  year's  Statement,  have  been  completed.  The  training  is  now  carried  on 
at  Davenport  alone.  The  students  have  been  made  subordinate  olBoera  of  the 
Boyal  Navy.  The  period  of  instruction  is  to  be  reduced  to  five  (and  in  some 
caries  four)  years.  Only  those  who  attain  a  certain  standard  at  the  final 
Examination  a  111  be  allowed  a  period  of  further  study  at  the  Boyal  Naval 
College ;  the  remainder  will  commence  service  afloat  at  once. 

The  direct  entry  of  Assistant  Engineers  at  the  Boyal  Naval  College  wiD 
commence  in  iH'jO. 

It  has  been  found  necessary  to  increase  the  number  of  Engine-room  Batings 
by  the  following  numbers : — 


125  Chief  or  Engine-room 
780  Leading  Stokers  or  Stokers. 

Besides  these  numbers  200  Stokers  have  been  added  to  the  Goaat  Ghiard; 
though  this  addition  tu  the  Coast  Ouard  will  hardly  be  attained  in  the  i^«"'"g 
year,  as  only  men  of  specified  service  and  very  good  character  are  appointed. 

Complaints  have  been  made  as  to  the  quality  of  the  Stokera  of  the  2nd  Glass. 
The  increase  which  it  has  been  found  necessary  to  make  in  thia  daas  haa  led  to 
numerous  entries,  and  as  many  of  the  men  are  rather  young,  effmrta  are 
made  to  obtain  men  of  better  physique. 

The  chief  increases  in  other  ratings 


Subordinate  Oflftcers. . 

280 

Seamen  class,  Men  and  Bojs 

390 

Artificers 

100 

Marines 

..    1,100 

including  in  the  Marines  men  added  to  the  Corps  on  account  of  duties  to  be 
performed  by  it  as  Buglers,  Lamptrimmers,  ftc.,  in  lieu  of  non  combatant 
ratings. 

Arrangements  have  been  made  for  the  gradual  reduction  of  Artificer  and 
.Stoker  Pensioners  in  the  Steam  Reserves,  whose  places  will  be  supplied  by  Active 
Service  men.  The  reduction  is  gradual,  owing  to  the  desire  not  to  deal  hardly 
with  men  who  do  their  Harbour  work  well,  though  rather  old  for  sea  aervioe  if 
called  on  in  an  emergency. 

The  pay  of  the  Signal  Class  has  been  improved,  to  put  them  on  an  equality 
with  other  Seamen  class  ratings,  who  oan  attain  the  higher  Gunnery  qualificatioDS 
from  which  they  are  debarred. 
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The  number  of  Signal  ratings  borne  in  Ships  will  be  increased,  and  pro- 
Tiaion  has  been  made  for  training  more  Signal  Boys. 

It  is  also  intended  to  establish  a  School  for  higher  training,  and  instruction 
givea  to  all  boys  whilst  in  their  Training  Ship 4  will  h-i  increased. 

Progress  has  been  made  in  reducing  some  of  the  non-combatant  ratings  which 
to  disappear  entirely,  or  almost  so. 


These  include 

Plumber's  Crew. 

Tinsmith. 

Lamptrimmer. 

Tailor. 

Shoemaker. 

Barber. 

Besides  these,  in  accordance  with  recommendations  of  the  Ratings  Committee 
or  previous  decisions,  the  following  ratings  will  be  abolished  : — 

Captain  of  the  Hold. 
2nd  Captain  of  the  Hold. 
Ordinary  2nd  Class. 
Yeoman  of  Store  Room. 
Ropemaker. 
Sailmaker's  Crew. 
Lithographer. 

Schoolmasters  are  to  be  withdrawn  from  all  but  Boys'  Training  Ships,  and 
the  numbers  will  be  considerably  reduced.  Those  selected  for  the  new  establishment 
will  reoeiTO  improved  pay  and  pension.  The  number  of  Schoolmasters  of  the  Royal 
Marines  has  been  reduced,  owing  to  abolition  of  compulsory  School  after  leaving 
the  Depdt. 

The  Carpenter  class  will  be  reduced  in  number  by  the  gradual  abolition  of 

Unskilled  I  ^?rP«°f«T;f  ^f"**"- 
I  Shipwright. 

Caulkers. 

Caulker's  Mate. 

Carpenter's  Crew. 

Skilled  Shipwrights  being  substituted  for  the  last  in  proportion  of  2  to  3. 
It  is  estimated  that  326  non-combatants  can  thus  be  reduced.  Skilled  Leading 
Shipwright,  2nd  Class  Petty  (Jfficer,  will  be  introduced. 

The  previous  compulsory  training  of  seamen  gunners  in  Torpedo  duties  has 
been  made  optional,  and  restricted  to  men  who  take  1st  class  in  Gunnery. 

Gymnastic  instruction  has  been  established  in  mastless  ships. 

These  changes  and  the  increase  to  the  number  voted  last  year  have  caused  a 
rise  in  Votes  1  and  2  of  £275,300,  as  compared  with  the  estimate  of  the  preceding 
year.  Of  this  amount,  £78,900  is  contained  in  a  new  Vote,  No.  l4,  which  deals 
with  half- pay  as  a  separate  item.  Half- pay  in  the  previous  year  was  contained 
in  a  subhead  of  Vote  I. 

Royal  Naval  Resbbves. 

Honorary  Commissions  as  Commander  and  Chief  Engineer  will  be  conferred, 
in  certain  cases,  on  Marine  Superintendents  and  Engineer  Superintendents  of 
large  Ship  Companies. 

A  larger  number  of  Officers  will  be  admitted  for  the  year's  training  in  the 
Bojal  Navy. 

It  is  proposed  to  relax  the  rules  as  to  appointment  of  Sub-Lieutenants,  with 
the  view  of  giving  more  Commissions  to  Officers  of  large  Mail  Lines,  who  are  at 
present  under  some  disadvantage,  as  their  advancement  in  the  service  in  which 
they  are  employed  is  rather  slow. 
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.    BOTAL  MABOnS    FOBGBS. 

Notwithstanding  the  heavy  demands  made  upon  Marine  Headquarters  to 
meet  the  additional  requirements  of  the  Fleet,  the  various  drills  and  courses  of 
instruction  have  been  kept  up,  and  the  efficiency  of  the  Corps  fully  maintained. 

Increased  attention  has  been  paid  especially  to  Naval  Oun  Dnll  training,  and 
much  improvement  effected  in  the  Armaments  of  the  Oun  Drill  Batteries. 

Classes  for  military  training  of  Officers  and  men,  and  Eeconnaissance  and 
Field  Sketching  Classes  for  Non-commissioned  Officers,  have  been  established. 
Eegular  classes  of  Officers  for  the  study  and  practice  of  the  War  Gttme  have  also 
been  introduced  at  each  Divisional  headquarters  with  good  results. 

Discipline  has  been  well  maintained.  Convictions  by  Courts  Martial  have 
been  for  many  years  steadily  on  the  decrease,  and  in  spite  of  the  drain  on  the 
Corps  by  the  facilities  freely  offered  to  all  ranks  to  take  their  discharge  and  to  be 
transferred  to  the  Navy,  Army,  and  Auxiliary  Forces,  the  Marines  find  no  difficulty 
in  enlisting  a  most  desirable  dass  of  recruits,  which  speaks  well  for  the  popularity 
of  the  Corps. 

In  view  of  the  growing  demands  of  the  Navy  and  the  adaptability  of  the 
Non-commissioned  Officers  and  Men  of  the  Marines  to  fulfil  many  duties  on  board 
ship  hitherto  performed  by  non-combatants,  it  has  been  considered  advisable  to 
increase  the  strength  of  the  Corps  from  12,900  to  14,000 — the  increase  going  to 
the  Infantry  branch. 

During  the  mobilization  of  the  Fleet,  the  various  detachments  were  embarked 
with  readiness  and  despatch. 

OEOBGE  HAMILTON. 

4th  March,  1889. 


NAVY. 


UYY  SHIPBUILDING  PROGRAMME,  1889-90. 


MEMORANDUM 
EXPLANATORY    OF    FINANCIAL    PROPOSALS. 


(PRESENTED  TO  PARLIAMENT  BY  HER  MAJE8TT8  COMMAND.) 


1.  The  total  estimated  cost  of  the  70  vessels  to  be  built  under  the  New 
Piogramme  is  £21,500,000,  including  armament  and  all  warlike  stores,  with  the 
neoessaTy  reserves.  Thirty- eight  of  the  vessels  will  be  built  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dookyaids  at  an  estimated  cost  of  £8,650,000  for  Hulls,  Machinery,  <bo.,  and 
£:2, 850,000  for  Armament,  all  provided  under  the  ordinary  Estimates.  The 
remaining  52  vessels  are  to  be  built  by  contract,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
£10,000,000,  including  armament,  <kc.,  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  proposed  Naval 
Defence  Account. 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  provide  the  funds  to  defray  the  cost  of  the  above  in  the 
following  manner :  The  increase  in  the  total  amount  proposed  to  be  voted  for 
Naval  purposes  in  the  ordinary  Estimates  of  1889-90  over  the  Estimates  for 
1888-89,  is  £602,600;  this  it  is  assumed  will  be  continued  in  each  of  the  four 
suooeeding  years. 

3.  In  addition  to  the  increased  annual  provision  thus  made  in  the  Navy 
Estimates,  it  is  propose  1  to  provide  a  further  sum  of  £10,000,000  from  a  Naval 
Defence  Account,  payable  in  seven  annual  instalments  of  £1,428,000  each, 
making,  with  the  £602,000  already  mentioned,  an  increase  in  the  annual  charge 
for  Naval  purposes  of  £2,030,000.  The  Treasury  are  to  be  empowered,  under 
the  Bill  creating  the  fund,  to  make  advances  in  anticipation  of  the  annual 
instalments,  charging  Navy  Funds  fur  interest  thereon. 

4.  Vote  8,  which  includes,  besides  Shipbuilding  and  Repairs,  the  Maintenance 
of  the  Fleet  in  Sea  Stores  and  Co^,  together  with  the  cost  of  the  Dockyards  at 
Home  and  Abroad,  amounts  to  £4,659,000.  In  this  amount  an  expenditure  of 
£2,650,000,  excluding  incidental  charges,  is  provided  for  the  special  purpose  of 
constructing  and  completing  the  vessels  now  in  process  of  construction  as  well  as 
those  to  be  laid  down  under  the  New  Programme  in  the  Dockyards,  except  only 
as  regsdrds  tiieir  Armament  and  Warlike  Stores. 

5.  Vote  9,  for  Ordnance  and  Warlike  Stores,  amounts  to  £1,463,500,  and 
indndes  the  amount  requisite  for  the  equipment  of  the  vessels  built  out  of  the 
funds  provided  imder  Vote  8. 
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6.  The  following  Tables  show  the  anticipated  Annual  Expenditure  on  the 
Programme,  together  with  the  provision  to  meet  the  same,  on  the  assumption  that 
the  Estimates  for  Votes  8  and  9  remain  unchanged  : — 

Thirty-eight  Ships  intended  by  the  New  Progpramme  to  be  Built  in  Her  Majesty's 
Dockyards,  the  Cost  of  which  is  to  be  included  in  the  Ordinary  Estimates. 


1889-90. 

1890-91. 

1891-92. 

1892-93. 

1893-94. 

TryTATj. 

VoU  8. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Amount  appropriated 
to  New   Construc- 
tion .  • 

2.660,000 

2,650,000 

2,660,000 

2,650,000 

2,660,000 

LeM, — Amount  re- 
required  to  com- 
plete   Ships     in 
progress 

1,290,000 
1,360,000 

256,000 

—_ 

-^^ 

Amount  available  for 
New  Programme... 

2,394,000 

2,660,000 

2,660,000 

2,660,000 

# 

Vote  9. 

Ordnance  Amount  ap- 
propriated for  Ar- 
maments   of    New 
Vesseln       

450,000 

600,000 

600,000 

600,000 

600,000 

Total 

1,810,000 

2,994,000 

3,260,000 

3,260,000 

3,260,000 

=  14,664,000 

Estimated    Expendi- 
ture on  New  Pro- 
gramme, including 
Ordnance  and  War- 
like Stores 

1,810,000 

2,940,000 

3,160,000 

2,260,000 

1,340,000 

=  11,600,000 

Difference 


...        .•  • 


£3,054,000 


The  difference  between  the  amounts  available  for  New  Construction,  &o.,  viz.,  £14,664,000, 
and  the  sums  required  to  complete  the  New  Programme,  viz.,  £11,500,000  can  be  either 
utilised  in  laying  down  New  Vessels,  or  in  reducing  the  Estimates  for  the  years  1892-93. 
1893-94. 

Thirty -two  Ships  included  in  the  New  Programme  to  be  Constructed  by  Contract 

and  paid  for  out  of  the  Naval  Defence  Account. 


Amount  available 
out  of  the  pro- 
ed  Naval  De- 


pose 
fen( 


ence  Account... 

Estimated       Ex- 
penditure 


1889-90. 


1,428,000 
2,845,000 


1890-91. 


I 


£ 

1,428,000 
4,416,000 


1891-92. 


1,428,000 
1,900,900 


1892-93. 


1,428,000 
740,000 


1893-94. 


1,428,000 


1894-95. 


1896-96. 


1,428,0001,432,000 


100,000,      — 


Total. 


10,000,000 
10,000,000 


The  Excess  Expenditure  in  some  years  over  the  instalment  payable  from  the 
Naved  Defence  Account  will,  as  already  explained,  be  met  by  Temporary  Advances 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  the  interest  thereon  being  charged  to  the  ordinary 
Navy  Estimates. 

8  March,  1889.  ARTHUR  B.  FORWOOD. 
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HANSARD'S    PARLIAMENTARY    DEBATES, 


VOLUME     CCCXXXIII. 


FIRST    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1889. 


Explanation  of  the  Abbbeyiationb. 

BiUi,  Head  1«,  9*  d«,  or  1*,  2%  S\  Read  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.^In  Speeches, 
IRm  9R,»  3 R.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  Firtt,  Second,  or  Third  Reading. — Amendt^  Amend- 
ment* — Re$»t  Resolation. — Comm,,  Committee. — Re-Comm,y  Re-Committal. — Rep,,  Report. — 
Com9%d.t  Conaideration. — Adj,,  Adjournment  or  Atyoumed. — eL,  Clause. — add,  eL,  Additional 
Claiite.^-iie^.,  Negatived. — M,  Q.,  Main  Question. — 0,  Q.,  Original  Question. — 0,  M.,  Original 
lloftlon.— P.  Q.,  Aevious  Question. — a.  p..  Report  Progress. — A.,  Ayes. — N„  Noes. — J/.,  Ma- 
Mri^^— 111.  Div.,2nd.  Div.,  First  or  Second  Diyision. — L,  Lords. — c.,  Commons. 
Whenin  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 

plaee  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 
When  in  the  Text  a  Speech  is  marked  thus*,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech  has  been 

rtriaed. 
The  mbjeets  of  debate  have  been,  as  far  as  possible,  classified  under  "  General  Ileadings : "— e.y.. 

Abut — Natt  ~^  Ihdia  —  iBiLAim  —  Scotland  —  Pabuamxnt  —  Poor  Law — Post  Ofvici — 

Mrbofous  —  Church   of    England  —  Education  —  Criminal   Law  —  Law  and  Jubticx 

AMD  PouoB,  Ae. 


ABERDEEN,  Earl  of  j  Adult  Suffirage  and  Dnration  of  Parlia- 

Poer   Law  Relief— Select  Committee  on,  I         ment  Bill 
890  c.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  Feb  32,  137       [Bill  86] 


Aceeis  to  KoiuitainB  (Scotland)  Bill 

€.  Ordeied  :  )•«  Feb  96,  368  [Bill  114] 


[Bill  103] 


Bill 

«.  Ordered ;  !•  •  F$b  25,  367 


ADxntALTT — ^First  Lord  («##  Hamilton, 
Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F.) 

Adxisaltt — CiTil  Lord  («##  Ashhsad- 
Babtlbtt,  Mr.  E.) 

Admiralty — Secretary  to  («mFobwood, 
Mr.  A.  B.) 

VOL.  OOCXXXni.      [tHIBD  BBRIE9.] 


Advertiflement  Bating  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*  •  Feb  22, 130        [Bill  35] 

ADVocATBy  The  Lord  {see  Eobertboit, 
Right  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Africa  (Central) 

Lake  Xyatia,  Question,  Mr.  Boohanan  :  An- 
swer.  The  Under  Secretary  of  i^tate  for 
Foreign  Afhirs  Mar  ]4,  1660 

Africa  (East  Coast) 

Murder  of  Mr,  Brooke— Imperial  Britieh  Eaet 
Afriean  Company,  Qoettions,  Mr.  Aleiander 
M*Arthar,  Mr.  Burdett-CootU ;  Answer, 
The  Under  SecreUrj  of  Sute  for  Foreign 
Ai&iirs  Mar  4,  827 
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Afrioa  (East  Coast) — cont, 

Zanzibar  and  Pemba,  Question,  Sir  John 
Kennaway ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  Mar  15,  1806 

Africa  (South  Coast) 

I.  Bechuanaland— Collision  between  Orobbelaar 
and  Messengers  of  the  Chief  Khama  and 
other  Proceedings — Report  on  the  Subject, 
Questions,  Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Dr.  Clark ; 
Answers.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  Feb  28,  669 

Cape  Colony — Prisons,  Questions,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  Feb  25,  256 ;  Mar  5,  965 

Ve  Beers  Mine,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlangh ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  Feb  25,  254 

Mattbeltland  —  The  Chief  Lo  Bengtui, 
Qi>tr.3ns,  Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Brad- 
laa  «h  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
Stftte  for  the  Colonies  Mar  11, 1401 ;  Ques- 
tioB,  Mr.  Alexander  M' Arthur  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  i/ar  15,  1795 

Swasiland,  Question,  Mr.  Alexander 
M* Arthur  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  Feb  25.  259 

Zulidand 

Rebellious  Chiefs,  Question,   Mr.    Alexander 

M*Arthur;   Answer,  The  Under    Secretary 

for  the  Colonies  Feb  25,  258 
Trial  of    Dinigulu,    Question,    Mr.  Walter 

M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Colonies  Mar  8. 1288  ;  Mar  14, 

1636 
Zibebu,    Question,    Mr.     Walter    McLaren ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Colonies,  Mar  14, 1637 

Africa  (West  Coast) 

Sierra  Leone — Disturbances  at  Sulymah,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  Robert  Fowler,  Dr.  Clark,  Mr. 
Picton,  Mr.  Winterbotham ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
Mar  8,  1272  ;  Questions,  Sir  R.  Fowler  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  Stata  for 
the  Colonies  Mar  14,  1635 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act^The  Lamb' 
eote  Tenant  Right  Case 
Question,  Mr.  Walter  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Mar  7,  1153 

Agricaltnral  Holdings  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22, 137         [Bill  79] 


Agricnltural   Holdings  (Scotland)  Act 
(1883)  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  Feb  22,  134      [Bill  58] 

Agricultural  Tenancies  Bating  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  V  Feb  25,  367    [Bill  101] 

Agricultural    Tenants'   Improvements 
BUI 

c.  Ordered  Feb  28,  684 


Agricultural  Tenants  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22.  127       [BiU  7] 

AiNSLiE,  Mx,  W.   G.,   Lancashire,   N.^ 
Lonsdale 
Railway  Rates,  835 

Aeebs-Douglas,    Mr.    A.    (Patronage 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury),  Kent, 
St.  Augtistine^s 
Parliament — New   Writ  (Lambeth,  Kenning- 
ton),  978 

Aldermen  (County  Councils)  Abolition 
Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  26,  388      Bill  123] 

Allison,  Mr.B.  A.,  Cumberland,  EekdaU 

Army— Volunteers  at  Aldershot,  1500 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  183 

Allotments  Act  (1887) 
Question,  Mr.  Cobb  ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  Mar  5,  955 

Allotments  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  22,  132       [BUI  47] 

Allotments  Act  (1887)  Amendment  (Ho* 
2)  BiU 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  27,  544    [BiU  182] 

Ancient    Monuments    Act — Ihe     North 

Roman  Wall 
Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  RusseU;    Answer,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  Mar  6,  946 

Andebsox,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 
Ireland— Imprisonment  of  Members,  968 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreti  in  An- 
swer to,  899, 905 
Scotland— Cautraydown  Farm  Case,  842 

Arbitration  Bill 

I  Presented  ;  read  1*  Feb  22, 115        (No.  5) 


Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall  Bill 

l.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  1,  885    (No.  12) 
Order  of  the  Day  for  the  2^  read  and  dis> 
charged  Mar  15, 1785 

AnMT 

Artillery  RC'Crganigation,  Question,  Lord 
Henry  Bruce;  Answer,  Tbe  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  Mar  7,  1134 

Defective  Swords,  Questions,  Mr.  Hanbnry, 
Mr.  Mundella ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  War  Feb  22, 118  ;  Questions.  Mr. 
Hanbury,  Lord  Henry  Bruce,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  Feb  28,  602;  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury ;  Answer,  Tlie  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  Mar  5,  954 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Han- 
bury, Sir  Frederick  Mappin  ;  Answers,  The 
SecreUry  of  State  for  War  Mar  7,  1 148 
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(In   Committee)    Mar   11,    1405; 
19, 1611 
lUmorandam  of  Seoretarj  of  State  relat- 
iMkg  to  {s€0  Appendix ) 

ArfjtoltMu  of    Military  PorU,     Question, 
▼lieomit  Cnnon ;    ADtwer,  The   Finanoial 
Smrnury  for  War  Mar  14, 1634 
Lm-mt-HU'SoUnt  {Light)- Railway  Bill,    2R. 

IIM 
O/iMTi^-'lAeuUHafU  Oeoghegan,  Qnestions,  Sir 
MT.  Ilareonrt,  Mr.  Theobald ;  Answers,  The 
ChMf  Sooretarj  tor  Ireland,  The  Secretary 
of  Suto  for  War  Mar  4,  849 ;  Qnestions, 
Mr.    TlMobald,    Mr.    W.    Macdonald,    Mr. 
SoitOD,  Sir  W.  Ilaroouri ;    Answers,    The 
Soentarj  of  State  for  War  Mar  7,  1124  ; 
^kaeatione,  Mr.  Theobald,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
■van,  The  Ghiet  Seoreurj  Mar  12,   1508  ; 
Qutatione,  Mr.  Theobald,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Johiutoii  :  Answers,  The  Solioiior  General 
for  IroUnd  Mar  14, 1641  \^Col.  Saunderson, 
QaMtioa,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  ifar  7,  1182 
Bmrrmdkt — Maual  Barracks^   DMin,    Qnes- 
tioQ,  Tho  Earl  of  Belmore;  Answer,  The 
Under  SeereUry  of  Sute  for  War  (Lord 
Hmtis)  Fa  90.  920 ;  Question,    Dr.  Far- 
qnharsoo  :  Aoswer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
tor  War  Fei  25,  260  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Lam- 
bert, Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  Sum  for  War  Feb  26,  374  ;  Ques- 
tioot,   Mr.  Mac  Neill;  Answers,  The   Sec- 
retary ot  Sute  for  War  Feb  28,  573  ;-Rich- 
wtond    Bmrrackt^    Questions,   CapUin    Sel- 
wyn.  Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Financial 
Seoretary  to  the  War  Ofilce  Mar  14,  1601 
Cammiitariat — Oncers  of  the  Late,  Question 
Mr.  Whitley ;    Answer,    The    SecreUry  of 
State  for  War  Jfor  11,  1367 
OMUratts—iSayOHst  Contract,   Question,  Mr. 
Keoriek ;  Answer,  The  SeoreUry  of  Sute 
lor  Warirar7, 1140 
Cadstt,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Woodall ;  Answer,  The 
Finaneiai    SecreUry    to    the    War    Office 
Jfor  14,  1606 
Cmnom    Cartridge  Bagt,    Question.    Lieut.- 
Coiooel  Sandys;    Answer,  The   SecreUry 
ot  State  for  War  ifor  12,  1500 
Edmaiim-'  TFoolwiek  Royal  Military  Academy 
^Revieed  Code  for  Examination  of  Candi- 
datee,  Qaestion,   Sir  Henry  Koscoe  ;   An- 
•wer.  The  Financial    Secretary  to  the  War 
OOoo  Mar  14,  1643 
.fiMnalM,    Obserrations,    The  SecreUry    of 
State  tor  War,  Sir  6.  Trerelyan,  Viscount 
Wolmer,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Brad- 
laogb  ;  Questions,  Dr.  Hunter,  Mr.    Han- 
bury;  Answers,   The    First    Lord    of   the 
Treasary  Jfar  11,  1403 ;  Considered  in  Com- 
AittM  Mar  U,  1400  ;  Mar  12,  1011 
Medicat  Department  —  Contracts,    Question, 
Mr.  Picteo  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  SUte 
tor  War  Feb  28,  585 
Regimente  —  The    Bi/le    Brigade,    Question, 
Mr.   Hayden ;   Answer,   The   Seoreury  of 
State  for  War  Mar  7,  1128 

Ordnance  Ikpartment 

OunC'^Falliter  Qun»,  Question,  Colonel  Nolan  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War 
Jf«r7, 1134;— IFtr#  Qwu—lU  Lonyridge 

[eoHt. 


J  Army — Ordnance  Department^-eont, 

System,  Questions,  Captain  Selwyn,  Mr. 
Hanbury  ;  Answers,  Tho  Finanoial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  Mar  14,  1643 

Xew  Magazine  Rifle,  Questions,  Mr.  Hnn- 
bury ;  Answers,  The  SecreUry  of  SUte  for 
War  Feb  26,  372 

Small  Anne — Major  Sareton^e  Claim,  Ques- 
tions, CapUin  Selwyn.  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  An- 
swers, The  Financial  Secretary  for  War 
Jfor  1,  693  ;  Questions,  Captain  Selwyn, 
Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answers,  The  SecreUry  of 
Sute  for  War  Mar  7,  1120 

Auxiliary  Forces — Volunteers 

City  of  London  Volunteers,  Question,  Sir 
John  Lubbock ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of 
SUte  for  War  Mar  11,  1367;  Question, 
Colonel  Laurie ;  Answer,  The  Finaneiai 
Secretary  to  the  War  Office  Mar  14,  1642 

Honourable  Artiilery  Company,  Question,  Mr, 
Brodie  Hoare  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of 
Sute  for  War  Mar  4,  834  ;  Question,  Mr. 
R.  K.  Causton  ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of 
Sute  for  War,  839 

Militia,  Question,  Vieibount  Baring ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  Mar  5,  956  ; 
Question,    Mr.    Cornwallis;    Answer,  The 
SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  Mar  12, 1490 

National  Rifle  Association — Accommodation 
for  Annual  Meeting,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  Sute  for 
War  ifar  8,  1272 

Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent  ; 
Answer,  Sir  H.  E.   Maxwell  Mar  15,  1787 

Vcltmteer  Brigades,  Question,  Mr.  NevQle  : 
Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  SUto  for  War 
Feb  28,  072 

Volunteers  at  Aldershot,  Question,  Mr.  Alli- 
son ;  Answer.  The  Secretary  of  Suto  for 
War  Jfar  12,  1500 

Army  —  Ouns  and   Prcgeotiles  {Palliser 
System) 
Address  lor  Returns  (Col,  Nolan)  Mar  8 

Army  (Annnal)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  *  Mar  10,  1913  [Bill  161] 

Ashmead-Bartlbtt,     Mr.     E.     (Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty),  Sheffield^ 
Ecelesall 
Navy — Greenwich  HospiUl  Fund,  Question. 
1790 

AsQUiTH,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Fife,  E. 

Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 
swer  to,  794 

Athebley-Joites,  Mr.  L.,  Durham,  If.  W. 

Farliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  401,450,406 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1079,  1080 

Atkinson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Boston 

Na?al  Defence— DebaU  on  Resolution  pro- 
posed in  Committee,  1904 

Post  Office— Letters  to  Membero  of  Parlia- 
ment, QtEw^ion,  902 
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Attorhet  Gexzral  U^     Webster,  Sir 

B.  r; 

ArsTRALiAir  Coi/)arfE8 

Queensland — 7A«  AuMtraiian  Squadron^  Qaas- 
tioD,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  Sute  (or  the  Colooiee 
Mar  14.  1643 

Western  Australia,  Qoettions,  Sir  George 
CampTjell ;  Answers,  The  Under  Seeretarj 
of  Sute  for  the  Colonies  Mar  11,  1378; 
Mar  14,  1646 

Baird,  Mr.  J.  G.  A.,  Glasgow^  Central 
North  British  Railway  Bill,  2EI.  1493 


Balfour  of  Burleigh,  Lord 

Parliament  —  I^ords —  Standing  Orders,  247. 

1782 
Poor  Law — Select  Committee  on  Poor   Law 

ReUef,  818 

Baltottr,  Bight  Hx)n.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to    the  Lord  Lieutenant    of 

Lreland),  Manchester ,  B, 
Ireland —  Questioris 

Colonel  Saunderson  and  Home  Role,  579, 

580 
Emigration,  1379 
Pnhlie  Works~Und  Drainage  Bill,  383; 

—The  Barrow  Drainage,  1134 

Crime  and  Ootrage — Agrarian  Crimes,  383 
Attempted  Murder  of  Mr.  Creagh,  1403 
Morder    of   District '  Inspector  Martin, 

1502 
Murder  of  Head  Constable  Whelehan, 

578 

Criminal  I^iw  and   Prooednre  Act  (1887)— 

Barbavilla  Prisoners,  578 

Father  Clark,  844,  845,  1146,  1286, 
1390 

Father  M'Fadden,  707, 1807 

Father  Stipbens,  1116, 1134,  1262,1650 

Imprisonment  of  Members — Treatment 
oi  Prisoners,  214,  219,  268,  377,  382, 
599,  600,  601,  717,  971,  1664 

Luke  Hajden,  953 

Mr.  Dunlpary,  837,  1508 

Mr.  J   Fitzgibbon,  1142 

Mr.  Moroney,  707,  708 

Number  of  Convictions,  590 

Prosecutions  for  Cheering,  Ac.  1403 

Resident  Magistrates  and  other  Adminis- 
trators, 706,  707 
Education— Irish  Education  OflBce,  1376  ;— 

(Queen's    Colleges,    697  ; — Teachers    in 

Unions,  1271 
Evictions— Abbey  feale,  1364,  1365 

Ballintubber,  1658 

Newiownards,  700,  950 

Olphert.  1370 

Portumiia,  1648 
Irish  Land  Commission  (Proceedings  oQi  689, 
9A0,  834,841,  1509 
(Officers)  —  Mr     Johnson,    1276  ;  —  Mr. 
MElvaine,  1128 
Landlord   an«l   Tenant  —  Ponionby   Estate, 
1504, 1652, 1806 

\wnt\ 


Pettj 


Balvocb.  Bight  Hon.  A.  J. 

Law  and  Jsstiee  and  Polk 
(CappoqaiB.  1139,1381 
(Killaraey),  1168 
(Rasbdram;,llS3 
Grmnd  Jniea,  1142. 1889 
PriMmers  (Irelaiii)  BBI,  SK.  1558,  1680.  IfIT, 
1598,1599.1600,1610 

Poor  Law  Oflleen — Bosvds  of 
Athy  Union.  1870 
Ckmea  and  other  Unions,  1271 
Dongarvan  Union.  875 
Limerick  Union.  1880 
North  Dablin  Union,  1180.  1971 
Prison  Administration,  578,  707,  708,  1141^ 

1659, 1805 
Pnrehaae  of  Land  Act.  1885, 117 
Resident  Magistratea^Mr.  CooU  Soflhe,  003, 
841,  1370,1808 
Captain  Segrave.  588, 1814 
Riots  and  Distarbanees  —  Diskartwooo  at   i 
CatboUe  Chapel  In  Clonmelr-OondQet  of 
Ueat.  Geoghegan,  850, 908, 1975, 1506 

Royal  Irish  Gonstabafaar^ArrMt  of  Twt 
ConsUbles,  1308 ;— Constablo  li'Neany, 
1200:— The  Morder  of  Distriot  Inspeetor 
Martin.  1289 ;— Identifleation  of  Con- 
stables, 878 ;— Probnblo  DIstariMiMOS  at 
Yooghal,1800 

Members  of  Pariiament  (Chaigoa  and  Allega- 
tions)—The   Speeial    ConmiHion— INs- 
appearanee  of  Mr.  Pigott.  MO,  484 
Irish  Prisoners  Mnllett  and  KaUy  m  Wit- 
nesses, 585 
Members  of  Royal  Iriah  Constabnliry  and 
other  Employ^  of  the  Irisli  (SovemniMit 
in  London.  588, 584. 712. 971. 973, 1144, 
1151,    1377,    1378,    1979,  1980^   1381, 
1383, 1384, 1385, 1893, 1398, 1895, 1896, 
1506,  1799, 1804 
The  Prisoner  Traoyaa  WitoMi,  830,831, 

966, 1151, 1377, 1385,  1050, 1054 
The   Informer  Gnllinane,  840,  878,  960, 

1132.1871,1054 
The  Prisoner  NaUy.  900, 1187 
Le  Caron.  900, 1183 

The  Conriot  Delaney  •«  a  Witnett,  1136 
Colleeuons  for  Defence  Fund,  1054 
Timothy  Cofl^,  1800,  1801, 1804 
Members  of  Parliament — Arrest  and  Prison 
Treatment  or(see  sob-bead  "  Criminal  Lav 
and  Proeedure  Act") 
Parliament — Queen's     Speech.     Address    io 
Answer    to,    278.    375,    281,     383,    390, 
391,  393,  294,  295,  290,  297.  398,  399,  800, 
306,  307,  308,  309,  310,  313,  818,  815, 316. 
331, 383,  413,  413,  416,  417,  490,  455,  467. 
543,  658,  673,  676,  679 

Balfour,  Mr.  Spencer,  BtitnUif 

Goal  Weighing,  1377 

BanJcruptey  Act ( 1 883) — Seetian  55 — Bit- 
claimer  of  Onerous  Property 
Question,  Colonel  Hill ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  8,  1369 

BanlQuptcy  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  I*'*  F^  22,  131        [BiU  41] 
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»v  Yiflcoimt,   Bedfordshire^  BiggleB- 

IGUUa  (Stmgth  of),  956 


BEL 


Boy 


[Baboio,  Kr.  T.  C,  London 

Aet  Comolidation  Bill,  2R.  1332 


\  Mr.  O.  0.  T.,  lilington,  N. 

Centrml  (Sabwaj)  Railway  Bill,   2R. 
ISM 
teving  Lift  at  Sea  Aot,  69A 
TbitM  md  Ezeeator  (Publio),  Appointment 


r.  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.  Sussex, 
N.W. 

ftriia— nt    BmintM  of  tht  House,  1163 
(WijjpU— Annj    Estimate!,    1511;    Morning 

mlogi,199Q 

Sopplraientary  Estimates,  1236 

Batr,  Marquess  of 

PkiriiaBMiic— Reform  of  the  House  of  Lords, 


BAmcAHiTy     Mr.     A.    A.,     Camherwell, 
Ftckkam 

Iidl»^llr.  Arthur  Crawford,  121 
PuUanMDt^Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  881 

BsAOH,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.   E.   Hicks 
(Freddent  of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
MriMtol,  W, 
Fa«Con'  AeU  Consolidation,  2R.  1332 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  Motion  to 
Ezpange   Kesolntion   of  22nd   June,   1880, 
from  the  Journals  of  the  House,  1317,  1320 
1331 
Qnettioos 

Bankmpfoj    Act  (1883)  —  Section     05— 

Diaelaimer  of  Onerous  Property,  1269 
Coantr    Councils   (Sea    Board)   and   Sea 

Fisheries,  1791 
Fisheries — Dorey  Fishery  Board,  1141 
Uirhthouses— Hebrides,  825 
Railways — Private  Bill  Legislation,  574 
Bye.l4iWB,  1127 

Eieessive  Hours  of  Labour,  1628 
Fatal  Accidents  to  Platelayers,  Ac.,  949, 

1379,1496,1799 
Rates,  121,380,  835.  1335,  1644 
Saving  Life  at  Sea  Aot,  695 
Welsh  County  Councils  and  Conserrancy 
Boards,  1131 

BsAi7CBAacp,  Earl 

Parliament —  1  A>rds — Private  Bills  ~  Standing 
Order  No.  128  (Payment  of  Interest  out  of 
Gapiul),  1618 

Standing  Orders — Report  of  Seleot  Com- 
mittee, 243,  249,  1750.  1751,  1755,  1773, 
1780 

Beer  Adulteration  Prevention  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  *  /e6  26,  388     [BiU  125] 


Belmore,  Earl  of 

Army — Dublin  Barracks,  22^ 

Parliament — Lords — Standing  Orders,  1773 


Bbntinck,  Right  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  White- 

haven 

Post  OflSee^London— Lamps  for  Mail  Carts, 
962 

Beresford,    Lord    C.   W.   de   la   P., 
Marylehonet  E, 
Guns    and    Ordnance    Stores   for  the    Naval 

Service,  1690,  1693,  1699 
Naval  Defence,  1183,  1202 
Navy— Ships— n. M.S.  "Sultan"  1290,  1668 
Parliaments-Commons — Business  of  the  House, 

1162 
Supply — Army  Estimates,  1444,  1529 

Navy  Estimates,  1703.   1714,   1715,  1716, 
1720 

Bethell,  Commander  G.  R.,  Tork,  E.R.^ 

Iloldemeas 
Supply— Navy  Estimates,  1706,  1716,  1743 

BiGGAR,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan,   W, 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act — Treatment  of  Mr.  O'Brien, 
1667 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— Special  Commission  — "  Parnellism 
and  Crime"  on  Bookstalls,  1616 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  623 

Supply ~  Army  EHtimntes,  1 I8S 

Supplementary     E.itimaten.     1210,     1220, 
1223,  1225,  1228 

BiGWOOD,  Mr.  J.,  Middlfnex,  Brentford 
Law  and  Police — Suburban  Burglaries,  1133 

BiRKBECK,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E. 

Post  OflBce— PoHtage  of  Circulars,  833 

Blane,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  S. 

Ireland— Criminal    Law  and  Procedure  Act-* 
Conviction  of  Father  Stophena,  1262 
Education— The  Queen's  Collegt^s,  696 
Magistracy — Petty    Sessions — Lord    Lur- 

gan's  Agent,  1789 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  1260 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in   An- 
swer to,  327,  329 

Board  of  Trade  —  President  {see 
Beacu,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E. 
Hicks) 

Board  of  Trade — Saving  Life  at  Sea  Act 
Question,    Mr.   Bartley  :  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  ot  Trade  Mar  1,  695 

Bond,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Dorset,  E, 

Margarine     Act    (1887)— Court    of   Quarter 

Sessions  of  Dorsetshire  964 
Navy — Coastguard    Signalmen — Increase    of 

Pay, 1797 
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Borneo  Company  {North  British) 
Question,    Sir  Qeorge    Campbell;    Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  F«d  35, 260 

Borough  and  Improvement  Bills — Special 
Committee 
Question,  Mr.  W.    A.   Hunter  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  1,  718 

Borough  Funds  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  22, 137        [Bill  81] 

Brabottbne,  Lord 

Farliament — Lords  —  Standing  Ordera,  1756, 
1762,  1763 

BRADLAiraH,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 

Argentine   Republic,  Emigration  to,  1629 

Army  Estimates,  1405 

Coal  Mines  KegulaUon  Act  (1S87>— CUose  10, 

258 
India  —  "  Congress     Catechism  "  ~  National 
Congress,  826,  827 
Mr.  Arthur  Crawford*  122 
Nuthoo  Wilson  (The  Case  of),  372 
Ireland — Law  and  Police — The  Case  of  Luke 
Hayden,  953 
Jories— Oaths  Act  (1888)— Affirmation  by 

Jurymen,  264 
Treatment  of   Prisoners  —  Mr.  Moloney, 
708 
Law    and     Justice — Criminal    Law — Lenient 

Sentence  on  John  Matthews,  1374 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  AUegm- 
tions)— The    Special    Commtsaion — Disap- 
pearance of  Mr.  Pigott,  385;~Irish  Con- 
stables  in  London,  487,  488.  490,  491 :— 
Secret  Serrice  Vote,  593; — Le  Caroa,  593 
Parliament— Bosineea   off  the  House,   1103; 
Motion  to  Expooge  Reaolntion  of  22  Jane, 
1880,  from  the  Joanttla  of  the  Uouse^ 
1309,1320,1321,  1326 
Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in   Answer  to, 
140,  160,  165,  432,  631,  1010,  1042 
Poor  Law  (England  and   Wales — Crvelty  to 

Paoper  Children,  697 
Salt  Thnt— Combiaatioa  to  Raise  Prices,  267, 

13d8 
Scotland' Clyde    Trust— PoUstioa  of  Lochs 

Loog  and  Goil,  1791 
Soath  Africa— Do  Beers  Bline,  254 
Cape  Colony— Prisons,  256, 965 
Matabekland— The  Chief  Lo  Beogvla,  1402 
Supply— Army  Entimates,  1483,  1484 

Bribeiry  (Pablie  BodiM)  Premtim  Bin 

«.  Ordered :  read  V  Marl^  1744     [BiU  158] 
B&iOHT,  Mr.  W.  L.,  St^kB-mpan-TrmU 

Loodon  Central  (Sebwsy)   (UUway  SliU  2K. 
1252 

BBOATinrRsr,  Mr.  H.,  NMntghmmy  W. 
Fmiorj  Acetdeats — ^*a0Cory  laspeelors,  566 
Law  sml  JnCM«--TW  New  Uw  CMrts»  254 
NolUnghaaa,  A   Be^wsc  to»  265 


Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  ( 
Secretary,  War  Departme 
ret/,  Guildford 
Questions 

Auxiliary  Forces— City  of  Lou 

teers— Opinion    of    a     late 

General,  1642 
Education— Royal  Military Acac 

tributions,  1606 
Fortification  of  Military  Ports, 
Ireland — Army — Richmond  Bai 
Ordnance      Department — Smal 

Major  Harston's   Claim,  694 
Ordnance    —     Wire     Guns 

System),  1644 
Speech  by  Mr.  Brodrick  oon< 

Pamell,  836 
Woolwich   Royal  Military  Aca 

▼ised  Code  for  Examination 

dates,  1643 
Supply — Army  Estioutes,  1468, 
1471 

Bbowk,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Hawick^  ^t 
Scotland— Criminal    Law— Peter 
1794 
Salmon  Fisheries  (Scotl^d)  Bi 

Bbowklow,  Earl  (Paymaster 

Metropolis— Hackney  Cab  Ref«la< 
RoTolTers — Sale  and  Use  of,  68 

BsTics,  Lord  H.,  WiMs^  Chippt 

Army — Artillery  Ro-organization, 
India — Army — DelectiTe  Swords,  < 
Parliament^  Queen's  Speech —  Adi 
swer  to^  209 

Brucb,  Mr.  Gkdnafard,  Fmd 

ham 
London  Central  (Snbway)   Railway 
1350 

Brxthhxr,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Cke^kira^ 

Local  Governmeat  Bear4— Telcgr 

Waraings,  1497 
Partiame^    —     Measbcrs      of 

(Charges    and    AllegaiioBs) — ^T 

Coaamissisa^'^  ParMUkm  aad 

BooksteUs,  719,  1158 

Brtcx,  Mr.  J.,  Ahtrdstm^  8. 
Charity    CoauniaasMffs  —  Citj 

Parochial  Charities  Act,  840 
India — Civil  SerTiee,  381 

—Queen's  Spaceh,  Adi 
to,  103 


Bjjchasajx,  Mr.  T.  R,  EdiniM 
Africa— Lake  NyaaA,  1664 
Edafstlnn — Drawiag  in  Schooia^  ] 
ladia— Berbers  (Attack  oak  837 
Na^y — Coauraets — Speech  o^  the 
recary  Ibr  tha  Bome  Depaifnaia 
Pariiimant  —  Quean's    Spesek, 
to,  63;  928^  939 
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Camxbon,  Dr.  C.—e<mt. 

Scotland  —  Criminal   Procedure    (Scotland) 


iMiWiWy  Mr.  T.  R.  — «pfil. 

8mIIm4— Grown  Righia,  974, 1906 

Liiv    and    Jnitica— Caotrajdown    Farm 

liffly^SapplMMiitarj  Eftimatci,  1289 


BucxnraBAii   avd  Chakdob,   Duke  of 
(duurman  of  Committees) 
FteliMMat— Lordt— PriTata  BiUa^Stonding 
<Mar,  No.  38  (Payment  of  Interest  out 
of  Oapital),  1632 
Slaiiding  Orden—  Report  of  Select  Com- 
260,  1748, 1779 


Act  (1874)  Amend. 

[BiU  90] 


MUlBf 

SAiitBiU 

4,  OMHed;  read  I'**  Feb  22, 138 


BimHRT-CoTjTTSy  Mr.   W.  L.   A.    B., 

ww^h  /mi  Ml  MtSIT 

Afrte  (Eaat   Coaat)— Imperial   British  £ast 
Afriean  Company,  828 

BixialiBOl 

«.  <Mmd :  nad  !••  iter  6, 993      [BiU  146] 
BusTt  Yiaooimt 

Parlkmani— >IiOrdi — Standing  Orders,  1775 

Buximr,    Mr.  8.  C,    Tower   Hamlets, 
FemUf 

hum  Oflkers  of  the  Crown  and  Private  Prac- 

tioo,  881 
Pariiamont — Morning  Sittings — Supply,  1295, 

1298«  1308  :  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

•wer  to,  875 
Zaniibar— Captain    Wissmann's    Expedition, 

964 

Cadoqam,  Earl  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

P^uiiaaeni^  Lords— Standing  Orders,  236, 
149^  350,  252,  1746,  1749,  1750,  1751, 
1753.  1757,  1768,  1773,  1775,  1777, 
1779, 1780, 1782,  1783, 1785 

CUnriy  Mr.  W.  8.,  Barrow-m-Fumeee 

Coitomt  —  Statistical  Department  —  Seren 
Honrt*  System,  1384 

Oalowxll,  Mr.  J.,  Qlaegow^  St.  RolUm 
Loeal  GoTomment  (England  and  Wales)  Act — 

Welsh  Version— Welsh  Language  at  Welsh 

County  Councils,  964 
Nafy— Royal  Na?al  Reocrre  Battery  at  Wool* 

wiofa,  1501 
Pariiamont —  Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  887, 913 
Scotland— Law    and     Justice  — The    Sheriff 

Dcpato  of  Caithness,  1630 
Supply  —  Supplementary     Estimates,     1223, 

1248 

Oaxxkoii,  Dr.  C,  Olaegow,  CoUege 
Pariiamont— Business  of  the  House,  1614, 1670 
lainffloienl   Notice  of  EibctiTc    Supply, 

1389 
Sittings  and  A<yoummont  of  the  House — 
Ash  Wadnoaday,  990 


Act — Case  of  John  Mackinnon,  1625 
Grown  Rights,  1912 

Dumhlane  Cathedral— Restoration,  1651 
Law  and  Justice^ Procurator    Fiscal    of 

Skye.  1386,  1499 
Legal  Procedure — The  Case  of  Alexander 
Murray,   1796 
Southern     Pacific- Samoa     (Germany     and 

Samoa),  1498 
Supply — Civil  Serrioe  and  Revenue  Supple- 
mentary  Estimates,  Class  3,  Motion  to  re- 
port Progress,  1548  ;  Navy  Estioutes,  1725, 
1728,  1733,  1734,1739,  1741;  Supplemen- 
tary Estimates,  1240,1244.  1245,  1246 

Campbell,  Sir  Q.,  Kirkcaldy j  Sfe. 

Army  Estimates,  1404 

Australia  ( Western) ~ Parliamentary  Govern- 
ment, 1373,  1646 
Civil  Service— Sir  Alfred  Slade,  702 
India — Bunnab    Ruby   Mines,    701 — Decoan 

Mining  Company,  701 
Law  and  Justioe^Criminal  Law— Edlingham 

Burglary,  1118 
Navy — Guns  and   Ordnance   Stores    for  the 

Naval  Service,  1700 
North  British  Borneo  Company,  260 
Parliament — Business   of  the  House— Morn- 
ing Sittings—Supply,  1306 
Public  Business,  1160 
Queen's  Speech,   Address  in  Answer  to, 

1101 
Scotch  Bills,  1398 
Post  Office— Australian  Rates,  1645,  1646 
Salt  Trust — Combination  Monopoly  of  Salt, 

266,  1397 
Supply— Army   Estimates,  1463,  1468,  1469, 
1470 ;     Supplementary     Estimates,     121 7i 
1221,  1231,  1233 

Campbell-Bannerman,  Bight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling^  8fc, 
Supply— Army  Estimates,   1425,  1473,  1481 
1483  » 

Canal  Development  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  25,  367      [Bill  104] 


Cardiff  ISavtnge  Bank 
Questions,  Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answers, 
The  Chancf  llor  of  the  Exchequer  Ftb  28, 
567 

Cabnabvok,  Earl  of 

Foreign   Affairs —Servia— The    Abdication  of 

King  Milan,  1106 
India  —  Bombay  —  Dock     Aocommodatioo, 

1355 
Lincoln,  Prosecution  of  the  Bishop  of,  110 
Navy— Gibraltar— Construciion    of    a  Dock 

820 
Parliament— Reform  of  the   House  of  Lords, 
551 
Standing     Orders  —  Report     of     Soloot 
Committee,  250, 1753,  1771 
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Cathedral  Churches  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Feb  26,  388      [Bill  124] 


OHI 


OLA 


Causton,  Mr.  E.  K.,  Southwark,  W, 
Army  —   Auxiliary    Forces    —    Honourable 

Artillery  Compauy,  839 
Parliameot — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

swer  to,  94,  1052 

Chambeblain,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Birming- 

ham,  W. 
Africa  ( South) —Matabeleland —The  Chief  Lo 

Bengula,  1401 
Companies   Acts  —  Joint    Stock    Companies, 

1668 
Parliament  —  Queen's    Speech,   Address     in 

Answer  to,  609,  612,  620,  623,  624,  625, 

628, 932 

Change,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny ,  8. 

Ireland  —  Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act — 
Imprisonment  of  Members  —Treatment 
of  Mr.  Carew,  379 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Alle* 
gations)  —  The  Special  'Commission — 
Disappearance  of  Mr.  Pigott,  484,  547 ; 
— Members  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary and  other  Employ6s  of^the  Irish 
GoTemment  in  London,  584 ; — Preaerra- 
tion  of  Official  Documents,  595 

Poor  Law  Officers  — Remuneration,  706, 
707 

Chanoellob,  The  Lobd  (^see  Halsbubyi 
Lord) 

Chakoellob    of    the    Exohequeb   (jtee 
G08OHEN,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.) 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton,  E, 
Church   of  England — Church  Property    and 

Revenues,  824 
Ireland — Landlord     and    Tenant— Ponsonby 

Estate,  1653,  1806 
Law  and  Justioe^Offenders  under  the  Vac- 
cination  Acts — Treatment  as    First   Class 
Misdemeanants,  1810 
Parliament — Queen's     Speech,     Address    in 

Answer  to,  492 
Railways— fixcessiTC  Hours  of  Labour.  1628 
Fatal  Accidents  to  Platelayers,  948,  949, 
1496,  1799 

Chaplin,  Bight  Hon.  H.,  LineolMhire, 
Sleaford 
Parliament — Morning  Sittings,  1298 

New  Writ  (Lambeth,  Kennington),  984 

Charity  Commissioners 
City  of  London  Parochial  Charities  Act,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  Bryce ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W, 
Lowther  Mar  4,  840 
Rtport  as  to  Charities  of  Denbighshire^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  Ellis;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  W. 
Lowther  if«r  11,  1391 


Ohildebs,  Eight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Edinm 

burghf  8. 
Local  QoTemment  Board — County  Connoilt — 

Farm  Labourers  Vote,  1551, 1558 
Naval    Defence  —  Committee,     1196,    1209, 

1212 ;— (Questions),  1290, 1640 
North  British  RaUway  BiU,  2R.  1493 
Parliament — Business    of    the    House,   1615,. 

1669 
Suppiy^Army  Estimates,  1485, 1486, 1548 
Supplementary  Estimates,  1236 

Chitbghill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  B.  H.  S.^ 

Paddington,  8, 
Metropolitan   Board   of   Works  —  BlaekwaU 

Tunnel,  1108 
Nayal  Defence— Committee,  1180, 1198 
Supply—Army  Estimates,  1430, 1432,   1433,. 

1435,  1444.1486 

Church  of  England 
Church  Property   and  Revenues,    Queetions* 

Mr.  C  banning  ;  Answers,  The  Under  Seere- 

tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  Mwr  4, 

824 
Removal  of  Coffins  from  Family  Vaultt-'Hemel 

Hempstead,  Question,  Mr.  Ebdley  Stewart ; 

Answer,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department  Mar  4,  838 

Church  Sites  (Compalsory  Powers  Be- 
peal)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;resAl''^Feb  22,  131     [Bill  36} 

Civil  Contingencies  Fund,  18S7-S 
Copy    ordered   and  presented   of  AMOonts, 
107 

Civil  EstahUehments — Royal  ComwUuion 
on 
Questions,  Mr,  John  Kelly;  Mr.  Piokengili ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treainry 
Mar  7, 1157 

Civil  List 
Expenditure— Royal    Grants,  Qaeetiont,  Mr. 

Labouchere,  Mr.  E.  Robertson;    Answers,. 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  I^b  28, 

584 
Pensions,  Question,  Mr.  Summers;  Answer,. 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar    5, 

975 

Civil  Service 
Sir  Alfred  Shade,  Questions,  Sir  George  Camp* 
bell ;     Answers,    The    Chancellor    of  the 
Exchequer  Mar  \,  702 

CiANOY,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 

Ireland — Criminal  Law  and  Prooedure  Act— 
Law  and  Police— Arrest  of  the  Rey.  Mr. 

Clarke,  845 
Poor  Law— Boards  of  Guardians — ^Norlb 

Dublin    Union    (Orerdrawal    of  Ao» 

counts),  1129 
The  Case  of  Luke  Hayden,  954 
Treatment  of  Mr.  Carew,  268,  548,  59»„ 
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COG 


COL 


CkuoT,  Kr.  J.  J. — cont. 

JiMbtn  «f  ParliADient  (Chargei  and  AUega- 
tim)  —  The  Special  Comminion  —  Royal 
Iriih  GonaUbalarj,  974 

PteUaBMBt — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
te, 529 


Gbu,  Dr  O.  B.y  Ca%thne»» 

AMea  (Soiith)—Bechuanaland~ Collision  be- 
tween Grobbelaar  and  Messengers  of  the 
Chief  Khama,  Ao.,  fi69 

AMea  (Weet  Ooast)— Sierra  Leone— Gabama 
OMbo,  1373 

Iaw  and  Jnstioe — The  City  Chamberlain's 
Goort^Sentenoe  on  an  Apprentice,  831 

Ftfliament  — -  Commons  —  Business    of   the 
Honie,  1 104 
Qoeen's   Speech,   Address   in  Answer  to, 
999,937,  1100.1101 

Fort  OIBoe— rosUge  of  Printed  Circalars,  832 

Si^^y— Navy  Estimates,  1736,  1740 
SapplemenUry  Estimates,  1226,  1239 

Clakkx,  Sir  £.  G-.   (Solicitor  General) 

Miinbere  of  Parliament  (Cliarges  and  AUega- 

tioiu)^"  Times  "    and    "  Farnellism     and 

Oiime,"  549 

Pftrilament— Business  of  the  House— Motion 

to  Eipange  from   the  JournaU   of  the 

flonse   Resolution  of  2'Jnd   June    1880, 

1314,  1336 

Qoeen's  Speech,    Address  in  Answer  to, 


Ooal  Duties  (London)  Abolition  Bill 

i.  (M«Ml :  read  1*  •  Feb  22,  126         [Bill  5] 

CM  Minui  Regulation  Act 

JttuhpkMd  Pit,  Questions,  Mr.  Cuninghame 
Graham  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  ot  State 
lor  the  Home  Department  Mar  11,  1373; 
Maris,  1793 

Cgrtifiemt$$,  Question,  Captain  Ileathcote ; 
Anawer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  Mar  8, 1286 

CUm9§  10,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  K.  Ellis,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Dt- partmeut  Feb  26,  267 

Coml  Weighing y  Question,  Mr.  Spencer  Bal- 
four; Answer,  Tlie  Secretary  ct  State  for 
the  Home  Department  Mar  11,  1877; — 
Ckeektffeighmen,  Election  off  Questions,  Mr. 
Cuninghame  Graham  ;  Answers,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Feh  38,  576  i—Knockterra  Pit,  Questions, 
Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham,  Mr.  Fenwick  ; 
Anawers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  Mar  8,  1260 

OoBB,  Mr.  H.  p.,  Wartcick,  S,K,  Rugby 
Allotments  Act  (1887) — Sanitary  Authorities, 

95A 
ParUauent — Membera  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 
—Robert  Anderson,  Mr.  Houston,  and  Le 
Caron,  957  ;— Irish  Constables  in  London, 
717;  —  The  Prisoner  Nally,  1282;—  Mr. 
Anderson,  I.e  Caron,  1801,  1802 


GooHiLL,   Mr.   D.  H.,   Netocastle-under- 
Lyme 
London  Central  (Subway)  Railway   Bill,  2R. 

1255 
Railways — Bye-Laws,  1127 
Salvation  Army— Treatment  of   Members  in 
Prison,  966 

CoLMAN,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Norwich 

Education — Board  Schools — Church  of  England 
Catechism,  1365 

CoLOMB,  Sir  J.    C.  R.,  Tower  Hamlets , 
Bow,  Sfo. 
Metropolitan    Board    of    Works  —  Black  wall 

Tunnel,  1807,  1808 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
awer to,  43 
Post  Office—  Free  Money  Orders  for  the  In* 

land  Revenue,  1502 
Supply— Navy  Estimates,  1722 

Colonial  Marriages  Legislation  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1"  •  Feb  22,  135       [Bill  71] 

CoLOSTiES  —  Secretary    of    State     {see 
Knutsford,  Lord) 

Colonies — Under  Secretary  of  State  {iee 
DB  Worms,  Baron  H.) 

Colonies 

BaJiania  Islands — Flogging  Inflicted  by  Order 
of  the  Chief  Justice  for  Contempt  of  Court, 
Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill,  Mr.  11.  IL  Fowler : 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  Feb  28,  582 :  Questions,  Mr. 
11.  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Pickersgill;  Answers, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  1,  709  ; 
Question,  Mr.  II.  H.  Fowler  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
Marl,  1147;  Questions,  Mr.  Pickersgill, 
Mr.  Mac  Neill  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
GeneralJ/ar  15,  1811 

Colonial  Constitutions t^\x\'%i\oxi,^v.  F.  Steven- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Undfr  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  Feb  26,  381 

Gibraltar — Constriction  of  Dock,  Question, 
Observations,  Viscount  Sidmouth,  Lord 
Elphinstonc,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  Mar  4, 
820 

Guernsey  —  The  Govermr,  Question,  Mr. 
Philipps;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
foi»  War  Feb  28,  575 

ColontMtion 
Address  for  Copy  of  the  Correspondence  from 
Colonial  Governments  in  answer  to  the  Me- 
morandum by  the  Parliamentary  Colonization 
Committee  ot  the  1st  day  of  May,  1888  Mar 
14. 1625 

CoLViLLE  of  GuLROSs,  Lord 

Metropolis^ Hackney  Cab  Kegnlationi,  691 
Navy— 11. M.S.  "  SulUn."  1617 
Parliament — Lords — Sunding  Orders—  Report 
of  Select  Committee,  247,  1754, 1759 


COM 


CON 
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doMMiNS,  Mr.  A.,  RoieommoHf  6\ 

Ireland—  Law  and  Police — The  Case  of  Lake 

Hayden,  953 
Parliament — Members  of  Tarliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations)— The  Special  Commis- 
sion—  Irish   Constables   in  London  and 
other  Towns  in  England,  489,  490,  491 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  449 

Combinations  to  Raise  the  Price  of  Articles 

of  Consumption 
Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Sir  Ljon  Playfair  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Fsh  26,  266  ;  Questions,  Sir  George  Camp- 
bell, Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  11,  1897 

Commissioners  for  Oaths  Bill 

l.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22,  115      (No.  6) 

Companies  Acts 
Joint    Stock    Companies,    Question,    Mr.    J. 
Chamberlain  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  Mar  li,  1663 

Condon,  Mr.  T.,  Tipper ary,  E, 
Ireland — Questions 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 

^Treatment  ot  Mr.  O'Brien,  1666 
Riots     and    Disturbances — ClonmeL    Dis- 
turbance, 968, 1275 

Consols  and  Reduced 
Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  26,  871 

Contempt  of  Court  BUI 

«.  Ordered ;  read  l""*  Feb  26,  388      [Bill  121] 

Conversion  of  Stock 
Question,  Mr.  MoUoy  ;  Answer,  The   Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Mar  5,  976 

CoNYBEABB,  Mr.   0.  A.  V.,    Cornwall, 
Camborne 
Education — Erening     Continuation     Schools, 

1902, 1905 
Housing  of  the  Poor  and  Condition  of  the  Nail 

and  Chainmakers  (Eleports  on),  969 
Ireland^ Criminal     Law — Murder     of    Head 
Constable   Whelehan  —  Cullinane  —  In- 
formers, 578 
Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
—Imprisonment   of    Mr.   Oarew,    M.P. 
972 
Drainage  Bills,  383 

Hiots  and  Disturbances — Captain  Segraye, 
R.M.,  688 
Law  and  Justice  and  Police — Ceunty  Courts — 
Stowmarket,  602  ;-~Conduct  of  Police,  599 ; 
— Public    Meetings  on    the    Horse  Guards 
Parade,  589  ; — Police  at,  970 ; — Metropolitan 
Police — Proclamations,  969 
Mining  Rents  and  Royalties,  592 
Parliament — Business    of   the   House,    1104, 
1616 
Contract  tor  Printing  the  Debates,  108 

Icont. 


osxB  E   ARE,  Mr.  C.  A.  V. — cont. 

Members    of  Parliament     (Charges    and 
Allegations)— The  Special  Commisiion— 
Disappearance  of  Mr.  Pigott,  386  ;— The 
Timet  and  **  Pamellism  and    Crime," 
547  ;  —Parliamentary  Vote,  594  ;~Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  791 
New  Writ  (Lambeth,  Kennington),  989,  990 
Queen's   Speech,  Address  in   Answer   to, 
479,    1032,    1070,    1086,   1087,    1090, 
1093 
Post  Office— Post  Offices— Stowmarket, 571 
School  Board  Cases  before  Magistrates,  124 
Seotland— The    Ballot    Act— Election    of   a 

Cbeckweigher,  948 
Supply — Army  Estimates,  1546 

Supplementary     Estimates,     1216,    1223, 
1228,  1232 

Corbet,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wicklow,  JS. 

Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land)  Act  —  Imprisonment    and   Treat- 
ment of  Father  CUrke,  843,  1146,  1285, 
1390 
Law  and  Justice — Petty  SeMions—Rath- 

drum,  1123 
Prisons — Classification  of  Irish  Prisoners, 
658 

OoRK  AND  Orrery,  Earl  of 

Parliament— Lords— Standing  Orders — Rsport 
of  Select  Committee,  251 

OoRNWAiiLis,     Mr.    F.    S.    Wykeham, 
Maidstone 

Arm7— Militia  (West  Kent),  1495 

Corporal  Punishment  Bill 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  Feb  22, 127      [BiU  12] 

CossuAM,  Mr.  n.y  Bristol^  E. 

Local  Grovernment  Board — County  Coanoillort 
— Goyemment  Employes,  1798 

Nary  Contracts— Speech  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  702,  703 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An- 
swer to,  99 

Supply — Nary  Bstimates,  1736 

CotUm    Weavers-^ateaming  in    JTewmg 

Hheds 
Questions,    Viscount    Cranbome,     Mr.     H. 
Byron  Reed ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  ifor  11,  1399 

Counties  and  Boroughs  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»  •  Feb  22  127         [Bill  9] 

County  and  Burgh  Voters'  Begistration 
Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  22,  133      [BiU  56] 

County  Court  Appeals  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  26,  389      [Bill  128] 
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Criminal  Evidence  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Feb  25,  269  [Bill  96] 


Cousmr,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Chairman  of 
Oommittoefl  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall^ 
B§imin 

hmion  Gtntral  (Sabway)  Railway  BUI,  2R. 
1167 

North  Brituh  Rvilway  Bill,  2R.  1494 

FuliaiiMiit — Qoemi't  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
■wcr  to,  662,  363,  354,  355,  734 

toplj— Army  Estimates,  1484,  1488 
Navy  Estimates,  1798, 1731,  1733,  1738 
SuralemeDtary     Estimates,    1214,     1215, 
lilie,  1318,  1225,  1228, 1229 

OowFBRyEarl 

Pitfliament — Reform  of  the  Hoase  of  Lords, 
664 

Cos,  ICr.  J.  B.,  Clare,  E. 

Irtland— Crimioal  Law -The  Murder  of  Ilead 
Constable  Whelehan  —  CulUoane  —  In- 
iMiDers  577 

Pkrliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allentions)— The  Special  Com- 
mission—The Informer  Cnllinane,  372, 
889,1132,  1371,  1654  :—UCaron,  1132; 
—  Placards  Announcing  Colleotion  for 
Defenoo  Fond,  1654 

Cbaio,  Mr.  J.,  Newea%tU'%ipon'Tyne 

Irdaad~- Criminal   Law  and  Procedure  (Ire- 
land) Act — Treatment  of  Prisoners,  1664 

ORANBOBNBy  Viscount,  Lancashire,  N,E,, 

JkHicen 
</0ttOB  WeaTtrt — Steaming  in  Weaving  Sheds, 

1899 
Edoeation  Code,  117 
Toitile  Fabrics  (Sising  and  Steaming)  Bill— 

A]^intment  of  Select  Committee,  1614 

Obahbbook,  Viscount  (Lord  President 

of  the  Gounoil) 
Ireland — Local    Government    Board  —  Cork 

Town  Coancil  and  Mr.  O'Brien,  1108 
Parliament — Lords — Standing  Orders  of  the 

House,  1752,  1756 

Obawtord,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N.E, 

Parliament— Commons — Select  Committees — 

Pnblie  Accounts  Committee,  1164 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1238 

Cbemer,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Shorediteh,  Hag- 
gereton 
Metropolis — Pablic    Meetings  on  the    llorse 

Goards  Parade,  589 
Naval  Defence,  1206,  1207,  1212 
Parliament— Queen*s     Speech,    Address     in 

Aniwer  to,  1014 
Sapfly^Army  Estimates,  1484,  1541 
Supplementary  Estimates,  1216, 1220 

Cboly,  Mr.  D.  Ma^o,  y. 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment 
Bill,  SR.  1344 


Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  •  Feb  22,  136        [Bill  73] 

Cross,  Viscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 
India) 
India — Bombay — Dock  Accommodation,  1355 

Factory  Legislation,  235 
Public     Service    Commission  —  Report    of, 
110 

Grossman,  Major  General  Sir  W.,  PortS' 
mouth 
Nary — Engineer  Officers,  1400 
Greenwich  Hospital  Fund,  1794 

Crown  RenU  and  Royalties 
Mining  Royaltiet  in    Wales,  Question,  Mr. 
Pritohard- Morgan  ;    Answer,     The    Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Mar  15,  1792 

Cmelty  to  Children  Preyention  Bill 

<?.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  22,  138        [Bill  87] 

CiTRRiE,  Sir  D.,  Perthshire,  W, 
Parliament  —  Queen's   Speech,    Address     in 
Answer  to,  84 

CuRzoN,  Viscount,  Bucks,  Wycomhe 
Army  ^Fortification  of  MiliUry  Ports,  1634 

CustofM 

Canadian  AppUs,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  The  Fioanoiai  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Jfar  7, 1126 

Cuatomi  and  other  Bonded  Warehouaet,  Earlier 
Opening  of.  Questions,  Mr.  Wootton  Isaac- 
son ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury Mar  11,  1376  ;  MarU,  1639 

Ofice  of  Chairman,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  ifar  1,  698 

Ojficers  of  Cuetomt  at  Liverpool,  Question,  Mr. 
Neville ;  Answer,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  Feb  2fi,  577  ;  Mar  8,  1274 

Statietieal  Department-^ Seven  Hours*  System, 
Question,  Mr.  Caine ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  yfar  11,  1384 

Dayey,  Sir  Horace,  Stockton 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  356 

Dawway,  Colonel  Hon.  L.  P.,  York,  N.E., 

nirsk 
Ways  and  Means— Inland  RcTenue— Land  Tax, 
1116 

Deacons  (Chorch  of  Ens^land)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  26,  481      [Bill  129] 

Deep  Sea  Oysters  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l*^'  Mar  13,  1614      [Bill  157] 
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Defence  of  British  and  Irish  Industries 
BiU 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Feb  25,  868      [Bill  110] 

DE   Lisle,  Mr.  E.  J,  L.  M.  P,  Leiees- 
tershirBf  Mid. 
Education  —  Evening  Continuation   Schools, 

1890 
Ireland — Treatment  of  Michael  Davitt  in  Con- 
vict PriBons,  1269 
Parliament— Morning  Sittings — Supply,  1305 
Supply— Navy  Estimates,  1709,  1714 

Derby,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Lords— Standing    Orders  —  Re- 
port of  Select  Committee,  251,  1772,  1781 

DE  Bos,  Lord 

Metropolis — llackney  Cab  Regulations,  690 
Parliament — Lords — Standing  Orders  —  Re- 
port of  Select  Committee,  1751 

DE  Worms,  Baron  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies),    Liver- 
pool, Sast  Toxtetk 
Questions 

Africa    (South) —Bechuanaland-Cjllision 
between   Grobbelaar  and    Messengers 
of  the  Chief  Khama,  dec,  569 
Cape  Colony  Prisons,  256^  965 
De  Beers  Mine,  255 
MaUbeleland— The   Chief  Lo   Bengula, 

1401.  1796 
Swaiiland,  259 
Zululand— Rebellious  Chiefs,  258;— Trial  of 

Dlnisulu,  1286, 1686  ;— Zibebu,  1637 
Africa  (West   Coast)— Sierra  Leone — The 

Disturbances  at  Sulymah,  1273,  1635 
Argentine  Republic,  Emigration  to,  1629 
Australian  Squadron— Queensland,  1663 
Australia  (Western)  —  Parliamentary  Go- 
vernment, 1374,  1646 
Bahama  Islands — Sentence  of  Flogging  for 
Contempt  of  Court— The  Chief  Justice, 
582,  709,  1147 
Colonies— Colonial  Constitutions,  381 
Ireland  —  Resident  Magistrates  —  Captain 

Segrave,  1814 
Sugar  Bounties  Bill,  976 
Sugar  Bounties^OflBcial  Returns,  827 
-  Sugar    Convention  —  Withdrawal     ot     a 
Colony,  1640 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  173,  174,  175, 186 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E, 

Ireland  —  Resident  Magistrates  —  Mr.  Cecil 
Roche,  K.M.,  841 

Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— The  Special  Commission  — Disap- 
pearance of  Mr.  Figott,  386  ;— The  Prisoner 
Tracey  as  Witness.  838 

Parliament —  Queen^s  Speech  —  Address  in 
Answer  to.  297,  308,  355.  406,  407,  412, 
413.  416,  418,  420,  475,  476,  477,  580,  612, 
664,  666 

Salvation  Array — Treatment  of  Members  in 
Prison,  9tt6 


DiLLWTN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea  Town 
Education   Department — Elementary  SchooU 

masters,  1389 
Law  and  Police— MerthyrTydvil  Police — Cap^ 

tain  Lionel  Lindsey,  1639 

DiMSDALE  Baron  B.,  HerU,  Eitehin 

Navy—  Engineer  Students,  1384 

Dispensary  Hoases  (Ireland)  Act  (1879  > 
Amendment  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Feb  26,  388     [Bill  120] 

Divorce  (England  and  Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Feb  22,  128        [BiU  14] 

DixoN,  Mr.  G.,  Birmingham^  Edgha%Um 
Education — Evening    Continuation     Schoola^ 
1871 

Dixon-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex^ 

Uxhridge 
Hampton  Court  Gardens— Richard  flolland's 
Pension,  1143 

DoRiNGTON,  Sir  J.  E.,  OloucesUr^  Tewhes- 
burp 

Local   Government   Bill — County   Counoils — 
Local  Taxation  Account,  1286 

Duff,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banfehire    ; 

Naval  Defence,  1210,  1378 

Navy — Guns  and    Ordnance    Stores  for    the 

Naral  Service,  1672, 1688, 1689 
Parliament  —  Commons  —  BonnoM    of    tho 

House,  1161 
Scotland — Local  Government  Bill,  1189 
Supply— Navy  Estimates,  1708, 1709 

DuNBAYEN,  Earl  of 

Naval  Defence,  1109 

Parliament — Reform  of  the  Uonte  of  Lords,. 

556 
Sweating  System,  Motion  for  a  Soleet  Com-^ 

mittee,  252 

Duration  of  Parliament  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22, 1S9        [BiU  88] 

Dnration  of  Speeches  in   Parliament 
BiU 

I.  Read  1*  •  Mar  15,  1745  (No.  81) 

Dykb,  Aight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 

President    of    the    Committee    of 

Council  on  Edacation),  Kent,  Dart' 

ford 

Education  Department  (England  and  Wales)— 

Board  School — Chnrch  of  England  Cate-^ 

chism,  1366 
Drawing  in  Schools— The  New  Code.  18Sa 
Education  Code,  117,  118,  IS42 
Education  in  the  Black  Oesotry,  IS57 
Elementary  Schoolmasters,  iS90 
Evening  Continoaiion  b      ols,  1883, 189T 
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Did,  Rigibt  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.— coii<. 

InereMe  in  DefeeiiTO  Viaion,  665 
Sehool    Teaehen  and   GooDtj    or   Town 
Connoili.  708 
Maud — Ednoation—Visit  of  Mr.  A.  Cole  to 

Laee  Makinn^  Centres,  1389 
PnrliaaMnt— Qoaen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  79 

Iwleiiartical .  Assessments    (Scotland) 
BiU 

tf.  Ordered;  read  !«•  Feb  25,  367      [Bill  105] 

Kedetiastical  Dilapidations  Bill 

€.  Ordered ;  read  !<>•  Mar  15, 1819    [Bill  159] 

Edttcation  Depabtment  (England  and 
Wajleb) 

Bomrd  SehooU— Church  of  England  Cate- 
ihiim,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Colman  ;  Answer,  The 
Viee  President  of  the  Committee  of  Oounoil 
on  Edneation  Mar  11,  1866 

Drawing  in  Sehooltf  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Roeeoe,  Mr.  Baobanan,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis; 
Answers,  The  Vioe  President  Mar  8,  126 

JUhuation  Code,  Questions,  Viscount  Cran- 
borne,  Mr.  Mondella ;  Answers,  The  Vice 
President  Feb  22, 117:  Question.  Mr.  Mun- 
della;  Answer,  The  Vioe  President  Mar  14, 
1643 

JSduemtien  in  the  Black  Country,  Questions, 
Mr.  Coninghame  Graham ;  Answer,  The 
Viee  President ;  Obserration,  Mr.  Brooke 
Robinson  Mar  14,  1657 

EUmentwry  Sehoolmastert,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillwyn;  Answer,  The  Vioe  President  Mar  11, 
1389 

Evetdng  Continuation  Schools,  On  Committee 
of  Supply,  Amendt.  {Mr,  S.  Smith)  Mar  15, 
1837 

Inereaie  in  Defective  Vision,  Question,  Dr. 
Farqnharson ;  Answer,  The  Vice  Presi- 
dent Feb  28,  565 

Frovineial  Colleges »  Oranis  in  Aid  to. 
Questions,  Mr.  Mundella;  Answers,  The 
Ghaneellorof  the  Exchequer  Feb  28,  581  ; 
ifcrU,  1659 

Schools  and  County  or  Town  Councils^ 
Teaehsrt,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  An- 
swer, The  Viee  President  Mar  1, 708 

EoiBToir,    Hon.  A.    de    T.,    Cheshire, 

MetropoliUn    Board    of   Works  —  Blackwall 
Tunnel,  1808, 1809,  1810 
Eneroeohments  on  Public  Road^  218 
looTpase  of  Salaries  and  Annuities,  846 
tions  and  Pensions,  1387 
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Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Acton,  &c.)  Bill 

I,  Read  1-  •  Mar  U,  1617  (No.  19) 


EOTPT 
Arabi    Pasha,   Question,  Mr.    William  Red- 
mond ;     Answer,  The  Under  Secretary    of 
SUto  for  Foreiffn  Aifiurs  Mar  14,  1662 

Sloetort'  ftnaliflcation  and  Registration 
Bill 

e.  Orderwl ;  nad  I**  •  Feb  32, 133        [Bill  45] 


Elliot,  Hon*.  A.  B.  D.,  Roxburgh 

Parliament  —  Commoos  —  Busioess  of  the 
House,  1102 

Ellis,    Mr.   J.  E.,    Nottingham,   Hush- 
cUjfe 
Coal  Mines,  Ac,  Regulation  Act,  1887,  Clause 

10,257 
Education  Code  (1888)— School  Teachers  and 

County  or  Town  Councils,  708 
Estimates — Date  of  Introduction,  718 
Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — Murder  of  In- 
spector Martin — Persons  Arrested,  1633 
Disturbances  at  Clonmel,  1275 
Land   Purchase  Acts,  1885  and  1888,  117, 

265 
Resident  Magistrates — Mr.  Hodder,  R.M.y 
and  the  Ennis  National  League,  257 ;   Mr. 
Cecil  Roche,  K.M.,  1362 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Arrest  of  Two 
Constables,  1364 
Police  Passes,  1632 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— The  Special  Commission  —  Dis- 
appearance of  Mr.  rigott — Royal  Irish 
Constabulary,   487;    Father    M*Fadden, 
1633 
Expenditure  from  Temporary  Commission 

Vote,  592 
Le  Caron  and  Mr.  Houston,  957 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  291,  340,  344,  348,  353,  354 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1598,  1509,  1600 

Ellis  Mr.  T.  E.  Merionethshire 

Charity   Commissioners — Report    as  to    the 

Charities  ot  Denbighshire,  1391 
Education— The  New  Code,  1263 
Fisherie8~Do?ey  Fishery  Board,  1141 
Law  and  Justice  and   Police — County  Court 
Judge  Bishop,  1377; — I'ublic  Proceedings  in 
Welsh,  1155;— Merlhyr    Tydvil  Police- 
Captain  Lionel  Lindsay,  1639 
Local  Government  (T.ngland   and   Wales)  Act 
— County  Councils  (Wel8h)^Deo  and  DoTcy 

Conservancy  Boards,  1131 
Provisional  Orders  for  Transferring  Powers 

under  Section  10,  572 
Welsh  Version  of  Act — Welsh  Language  at 
Welsh  County  Councils,  963,  1400 
Parliament— Morning  Sittings— Supply,  130] 

Elfhinstone,  Lord 

India— Bombay— Dock  Accommodation,  1354 
Gibraltar— Construction  of  a  Dock,  820 
H. M.S.  "Sultan"  1618 
Vancouver's  Island— Defence  of  the  Harbour 
of  Esquimault,  1489 

Emigration 

Argentine  Republie,  Questions,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh;  Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  The  Finanoial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  Mar  14,  1639 
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EssLEMONT,  Mr.  p.,  Aberdeenshire,  JS. 

Land   Law   (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment 

Bill,  2R.  1348 
Post  Office — Fatal  Accident  oauied    by    Mail 

Bag,  829 
Scotland— Burgh  Police  Bill, '254 

Evans,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Southampton 

Parliament  —  Queen'i    Speech,    Addreit    in 
Answer  to,  94 

Experiments  on  Living  Animah  Bill 

Address  for  Copy  of  Inspector's  Report  (Jtfr. 
Stuart  WorlUy), 1259 

Eyre,  Colonel  H.,  Lincolnshire,   Gains- 
borough 
Parliament  —  Queen's     Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  67 

Factors  Acts  Consolidatioii  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1  <»  •  JVft  22. 1 37        [Bill  80] 
Read  20  i/ar  8, 1331 

Factory    and    Workshop    Act    (1878) 
Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  25,  368      [Bill  109] 

Factory  Inspectors 

Additional  AppointmsntSt  Question,  Mr. 
Knowles ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  Afar  6, 
1061 

New  MiU,  near  Huddertfield,  Questions,  Mr. 
Henry  Wilson,  Mr.  Broadhurst;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment Feb  28,  565 
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with  the  Continent,  8 18 


Fraser,  General  C.  C,  Lambeth,  N. 

Supply — Army  Estimates,  1461 

Friendly  Societies  Act,  1875 
Select  Committee  appointed    and    nominated 
Feh  28,  684 

Friendly    Societies  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment Bill 
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Undon,  711,  712,  713,  714,  715,  716  ;— 
The    rriioner  Nally  —  Solieitor's  Visit 
to  Prisoners,  959,  960, 1139  ;  Le  Caron, 
967  ;— Capt.  Plunkett  and   other  Diri- 
sional  and  Resident  Magistrates  in  Lon- 
don, 972, 1151 ;— Magistrates  Communi- 
cating   with    Witnesses,    1151 ;— Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  586,  1151,  1395;— 
Mr.  Anderson,  1802,  1803 
Morning  Sittinge— Sopply,l294, 1307. 1308 
New  Writ  (Lambeth,  Kennington),  981 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in   Answer  to, 
294. 295,  624,  625 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  BUI,  2R.  1561 

QAR&iNQToir,     Mr.     T.     0.,    IMUn^ 
Barbour 
Ireland— Law  and  Jniiioo— Petty  Soiiioite — 
Killamey— Casey  and  KeHther,  157 

VOL.  OCCXXXin.  [thibd  noLiBS.] 


Habkis,  Lord  (Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War) 

Army— Dublin  Barracks,  229 
Lee     on  the    Solent    (Light)    Railway   Bill, 
2  R  1105 

Havblook-Allaw,  Sir  H.  M.,  Durham, 
S.E. 

Parliament  —  Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 

Answer  to,  667,  668 
Supply— Army  Estimates,  1523 

Hatden,  Mr.,  L.P.,  Leitrim,  8, 

Army— Regiments— The  Rifle  Brigade,  1128 
Ireland — Post  Oflice— Arrangements  at  Lei- 
trim,  1128 
Prisons  Board— Cast! ebar  Prison  (Mr.  J 
Fitzgibbon),  1142 

Hayne,  Mr.  C.  Seale-,  Devon,  Ashhurton 
Local  Goremment  Board — County  Councillors 
— Clergymen  and    Ministers    of    Religion, 
1798 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 

Ireland — Action  of  National  League— Resolu- 
tion at  Toughal  against,  263 

Board     of     Public    Works    —    Drainage 
Charges  (Abbeylara,  Co.  Longford),  1868 

Evictions— Abbeyfeale,  1364  ;  —  Olpbert, 
1370 

Magistracy  —  Resident   Magistrates  —Mr. 
Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,  1269 

Prisons  —   Derry  Gaol    —    Rer.    Daniel 
Stephens,  1116 

Riots  and  Disturbances- Dr.  Tanner's  Ar- 
rival at  Clonmel,  1275 

Mitchelstown  Affray  (1887)  719 

Criminal   Law   and    Procedure    (Ireland) 
Aet,  1887;— 
Conviction  of  Father  Stephens,  1262 
CouTiotions,  591 

Prosecutions  for  Cheering,  ko.,  1403 
Treatment  of  Mr.  Carew,  601 
Prisons— Examination  of  Convicts,  1147 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment 

BUI,  2R.  1334,  1348 
Law  and  Justice^Criminal  Law— Edlingham 

Burglary,  1120 
Parliament— Questions 

Bnsinesi  of  the  House  and  Public  Businese, 
1161 

Kitehen  and  Refreshment  Rooms  (House  of 
Commons),  480 

Morning  Sittings —Supply,  1308 

Parliamentary  Elections — Withdrawal  of 
Motion,  1330 

Pririlege— Strangers  in  the  Lobby,  387 

Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
298,  299,  306,  307,  417,  472,  473,  475, 
477,  478,  479,  521,  525,  526,534,  535, 
665,  668,  669,  674,  675,  676,  679,  1101, 
1102 

Parliament— Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations)^The  Special  Com- 
mission—Disappearance of  Mr.  Pigott 9 
884,  482,  484,  489,  545,  548,  595,  598  ; 
Royal  Irish  Constables  and  other  Irish 
oflloials  in  London,  488,  489,  710,  711, 
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Hb4LT,  Mr.  T.  U.—cont. 

712.  718,  716,  717.  1144,  llfia.  1278, 
1279,  1280.  1282,  1283,  1284,  1398; 
Irish  PriNoners  as  WitoMSM,  585,  1137, 
1144:  Solieitora'VisiU  to  Prisontrt.  1137; 
—The  Attorney  General's  Sutomtnt  in 
«  O'Donnell  v.  WalUr,"  1157 
Sufar— Combination  to  Raise  Price  of,  267 
Supplj — Supplementary  Eatimates,  1229 

Heathcote,  Captain  J.   H.   Edwards, 
Staffbrdthire,  N.  W. 
Coal  Mine  CertifioaUs,  1286 

HxATOir,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterhurjf 
Customs  Department — OflBoe  of  Chairman,  698 
Post  OflBoe— Australian  Mails,  1660 
Contracts— Stationery,  569 
Money  Orders  (Colonial),  1361 
OflBeUls,  694 

PosUge  to  Australia,  1287 
Postage  of  Letters  Abroad,  570 
Postage  to  India  of  English  Newipapon 

from  France,  956 
Postal  Union  Convention — Postal  Chargei, 

1786 
Rates,  823 
Telegraphs— Telegraphic   Monty    Orders, 

955 

Henwlkjsb,  Lord 
Metropolis— Public  Buildingi,  1351, 1353 


FiBheriei  (Scotland)  BiU 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I"  •  Feb  22,  128      [Bill  16] 
Read  2*  Mmr  8.  1332 

HsRSOHELL,  Lord 

Parliament— House  of  Lords — StandingOrden 
Report  of  Select  Committee,  1748,  1755, 
1762.  1763, 1767,  1777.  1778,  1779,  1781, 
1784 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  Brittol,  8. 

Bankruptcy     Act    (1883)— Section    55 — Dis- 
claimer of  Onerous  Property,  1269 

HoABB,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Hinnpst$ad 
Army— Auxiliary  Forces- Honourable   Artil- 
lery Company,  834 

HoBHOUSE,  Mr.  H.,  Somenety  E, 

Local  Government  Board — County  Coanoili — 

Election  Registers,  1647 
Local  GoTcmment  (England  and  Wales)— Local 

Grants — Cessation,  574 
Post  OflBoe— PosUge  of  Printed  Oiroolarf ,  832 

Home  Defabtment — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Matthews,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Defabtmekt — Under  Secretary  of 
State  {96$  WoBTLET,  Mr.  0.  B. 
Stuabt) 

Honefleih  (Sale  for  Food)  Bill 

<u  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22,  132       [Bill  49] 


HouLDSwoBTH,  Sir  W.  H.,  Manch$%t&rf 
Jf.W. 
Local    Gk>Ternment  —  Licensing    Clauses  — 
Lioensing  Authorities.  1142 

Honrs  of  Polling  (Extension)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  22,  136        [BUI  72] 

House  of  Lords  (Discontinnance  of  Writs) 
Bill 

{.  PiMcnted  ;  read  !••  Mar  11,  1349  (No.  18} 

Sowing  of  the  Poor  and  Condition  of  Nail 
and  Chainmakirs  (^Reports  on) 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  Sec- 
retarj  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Mar  5, 969 

Homing  of  th$  Working  Classes  Act  {ISS5) 

— Explanatory  Memorandum 
Question,  Mr.  Francis  Powell ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Goyernment  Board 
ifcrll,  1366 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  22, 131       [BiU  39] 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (London) 
Bill 

0.  Ordered ;  read  lo  •  Feb  27, 644      [Bill  184] 

Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  (He- 
tropolis)  BiU 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^"*  Feb  22,  134       [BUI  63] 
Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Green,  N.E. 

Cardiff  Sayings  BanlL,  667 
Eyening  Continuation  Schools,  1852 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to.  862,  879, 1027, 1028,  1030 
Post  Office — Sayings  Bank  Department — New 
Regulations    376 ; — Trade    Societies    and 
Branches  of  Trades  Unions,  668 
Snpply—Supplementarj  Estimates,  1219 

HowoBTHy  Mr.  H.  H.,  Salford,  8. 

Parliament— Queen*8  Speech,  Addreas  in  An. 

swer  to,  662,  666 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1583,  1584 
Salaries  of  Cabinet  MinisUrs,  1832 


HoYLE,  Mr.  I.,  LancashirSyS.E.y  Hey  wood 
Post  OlBoe^Postmastership  at  Bamibrd,  1807 

HiTBBABD,  Mr.  E.,  Bucks,  N. 
Post  Office— Savings  Banks— Insuranoe    and 
Annuity,  1117 

HuoHES,  Colonel  E.,  Woolwich 
India —Congress  Catechism,  825 
Metropolitan    Board    of  Works — Inoreaae   of 

Salaries  and  Annuities,  847 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to,  870,  871 
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;,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N. 
Axwf  EttimatM,  1404 
b^aad^  Criminal    Law  and   Procedure    Act 

(1887>— Impriionment  of  a  Member,  222 
London  Central  (Subway)    Railway  Bill,  2R. 

1949»  1358 
llotropoliUn  Board  of  Works— Encroachments 

on  Pablie  Roads,  718 
Uotropolitan   Board  of  Works— Increase    of 

Salariei  and  Gratuities,  845 
Metropolitan  Police  at  the  Royal  College  of 

Soneons,  1383 
Navnl  Defence,  1210 

North  British  Railway  Bill.  2R.,1490,  1494 
Pariiament — Commons— Borough    and    Im- 

proToment  Bills— Special  Committee,  718 
jBaainesf  of  the  House,  1671 
Palace  of  Westminster — News  Telegrams 
and  Newspapers,  1150 
Sapplj— Civil   Service   and  Revenue   Supple- 

montary  Estimates— Class  3,  1548 

iLLnrawoBTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 

Bvoning  Continuation  Schools,  1900 
Sapply— Army  Estimates,  1485 

ISDIA 

Arm^'-^Defeciive  Swords,  (Questions,  Mr.  Han- 
bary,  Lord  Henry  Bruce  ;  Mr.  Mac  Neill  ; 
Anawers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  Feb  28,  602 

Berbera^ Attack  on.  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  Mar  4,  837 

Bemftay — Dock  Accommoilation,  Questions, 
Viaoount  Sidmouth  ;  Answers,  Lord  Elphin- 
■tone,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India; 
Obiervations,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon, 
Viscount  Hidleton  Jfar  11,  1353 

Burmah  Ruby  Mines,  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secretary  of 
SUte  for  India  Mar  1,  701 

Cathmere — Supposed  treasonable  designs  of  the 
Maharajah,  Question,  Mr.  Webster  ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  Jfar  14,  1635 

Civil  Service — Report  of  Indian  Public  Service 
Comm i##to»— Questions,  Mr.  Bryoe  ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  Feb  26,  381  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Kimberley  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (Viscount  Cross)  Feb  22,  110 

Crawford,  Mr,  Arthur,  Questions,  Mr.  Ban- 
mann,  Mr.  Bradlaogh,  Mr.  Lawson ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  JV5  22,  121 

Deccan  Mining  Compatw,  QueatioD,  Sir  Gkorge 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  Mar  1,  701 

Etnigraiion  —  Oovernment  of  India  Despatch 
Kg.  1,  of  Jan  22,  1889,  Revenue  and  Agri- 
cultural  Department  (Emigration),  Address 
for  {The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)Matr  1,  691 

Factory  Legislation^  Question,  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  Feb  25,  231 

Finance,  ^e. — Increase  of  the  Salt  Tax,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Mac  Neill;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  SUte  for  India  Feb  28,  579 

Liquor  1'rafie^ Opium  Dene,  Question,  Mr. 
hamnel  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seere- 
Ury  for  India  Feb  28,  566 

Icont. 
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Xational  Congress — The  Congress  Catechism  r 
Questions,  Col.  Hughes,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ; 
Answers.  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  Mar  4,  825 

Xuthoo  Wilson,  The  Case  of.  Question,  Mr. 
C.  Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  Feb  26,  372 

Post  Office — Postage  of  English  Newspapers 
from  France,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  5,  956  ;—  Telegraphs  ( The  Director 
General  of).  Question,  Mr.  Donal  Sullivan; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India.Var  11,  1375 

Inland  Revenue 
Excise— Selling  Intoxicants  without  a  Licence, 

Question,   Mr.    Pickersgill ;    Answer,    The 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  Mar  I,  708 
iMnd  Tax,  Question,  Col.   Dawnay;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the    Exchequer  Mar  7» 

1116 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22,  126  [Bill  4] 

Intestates'  Widows  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22, 135        [Bill  67J 

Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  -FV5  22,  128       [BiU  18] 

Irelaio) 

Qttestione 

National  League — ResoltUion  of  Select  Vestry 
o]  St,  Mary,  Toughal,  and  Representatives 
of  Wesleyan  Church,  Questions,  Mr.  John- 
ston, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Feb  25,  262 

Colonel  Saunderson  and  Home  Rule,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Picton,  Mr.  H. 
Gardner,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SecreUry,  The  SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  ; 
Observation,  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  28,  578 

Colonel  Saunderson* s  Speech  as  to  Army  Officers 
(see  Army  Officers) 

Factory   Inspection  at    Water  ford,  Qoestioo^ 

Mr.  Richard  Power;  Answer,  The  Score. 

tary  of  State  for  the   Home   Department 

Mar  15,  1795 
Mr,  DaviU  and  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Question^ 

Mr.  Johnston  ;    Observation,    Mr.  Sexton 

Mar  12,  1507 
Boycotting  in   Tyrone,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W. 

Rusaell :  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 

Ireland  Mar  14,  1631 

Army— Defective  Swords,  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  Mar  5,  954 

Dublin  Barracks,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Bel- 
more  ;  Answer,  The  Under  SecreUry  of 
Sute  for  War  (Lord  Harris)  Feb  25,  225 

Royal    Barracks,     Dublin,     QuMtioo,      Dr. 
Farqnharson  ;  Answer,    The 
SUte  for  War  Feb  85,  960  ;— ( 
Lambert,  Mr.   Mao  Neill;    A/ 
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SflcretATf  of  State  for  War  Ftfft  36,  374  ;— 
Qoeetions,  Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Seoretarj  of  SUte  for  War  Feb  38,  673 

Richmond  BMrrasks,  Questions.  Captain 
Selwyn,  Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Finaneial  Seoretarj  to  the  War  Ofioe 
Mar  M.  1661 

Jtesident  MagiitraUs  and  othtr  AdminittrO' 
tort^  Question,  Mr.  Ghanee ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Seeretary  Mew  1,706,707 

Criminal  Law   and  Procedure  {Ir gland)  Act 

(1887) 
Dr.  Tanner,  Arrfst  and  Imprisonment  of. 
Letter  receiTed  b?  Mr.  Speaker  ITor  i  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  William  Redmend,  Colonel 
Saonderson ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  7, 
1168 
Father  SUphom,  Arrest  and  Imprisonment  of. 
Questions,  Mr.  Gill:  Answers,  The  Chief 
Seeretary  Mar  7,  1184 :  Questions,  Mr. 
Blane.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  :  Answers,  The 
Chief  Seeretary  Mar  8,  1363  Questions, 
Mr.  Seiton,  Mr.  Mae  *Neill ;  Answers,  The 
ChiefScereUry  Jfar  14,  1660 

Conris/ioiu,  Return  of,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson; 
Answer,  The  Solieiter  General  for  Ireland  ; 
Feb  26,  368  ;  Questions,  Mr.  John  M  or  ley, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SeoreUry,  ^#6  38,690 

Imprisonment  of  Members,  Questions,  Mr. 
Pamell,  Mr.  Mae  Neill ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  Feb  33.  313  ;  Obeerfa- 
tions.  Sir  George  Trevelyan,  Mr.  W.  A. 
Hunter  ^«3  23,  217 

Mr,  Carew,  Imprisonment  and  Treatment  of. 
Letter  receiTod  by  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  33.  116 
Question,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answer.  The  Chief 
SeereUry  for  Ireland  Feb  26,  368  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell,  Mr. 
Chance,  Mr.  Sheehy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Feb  36.  377 ;  Queetion,  Mr. 
Clancy  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Feb  37,  648  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Clancy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  Redmond,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers.  The  Chief  Secretary 
Feb  38,  699,  600, 601 ;  Questions.  Mr.  Sex- 
too  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  1, 
717 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Cooy- 
beare  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  6, 
971 

Father  Clarke,  Imprisonment  and  TreeUment  of. 
Questions,  Mr.  Wm.  Corbet,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  7,  1146; 
Question,  Mr.  William  Corbet ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Mar  8,  1386;  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  Corbet,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11,  1390;  Mr. 
William  J.  Corbet,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Clancy, 
Mr.  T.  P.  Gill ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  4. 843 

Mr.  O'Brien,  Treatment  of.  Questions,  Mr. 
Craig,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr. 
Condon,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  SeereUry,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Mar  14, 1664 

Mr.  E.  Sarrifwton,  Mr.  W,  O'Brien,  and 
Mr.  Cars%e,  Prison  Treatment  of.  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Morley  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seort- 
tary  Feb  36,  383 

[eoni^ 
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Father  MFadden,  Arrest  and  Jmprieonm4nt 

of,     Queetioos,     Mr.    William     Sammen; 

Answers.  The  Chief  SeereUry  Mar  1,  707; 

Mr.  J.  Ellis :  Answer,  The  Solicitor  Genoral 

for  Ireland   Mar  14,  1633:    Question,   Mr. 

Mae  Neill ;    Answer,  The  Chief  Soeretary 

Mar  16,  1807 
Mr.  Dunleary,  Arrest  and  Imprisonment  of. 

Question.  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The 

Chief  SeereUry  Jfar  13, 1608  :  Queetion,  Mr. 

O'Keeife  :   Answer,  The  Chief  Seeretarj  for 

Ireland  Mar  4,  886 

Prosecutions  in  Limerick  {Cost  of\  Qoettion, 
Mr.  O'Keeife ;  Answer.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  Mar  7.  1140 

Prosecutions  for  Cheering,  ^c.  Question,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy:  Answer,  The  Chief  Soore- 
Ury  Jfar  11,  1463 

The  due  of  Luke  Eayden,  Qoeetions,  Dr. 
Commins,  Mr.  Bradlsugh,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Clancy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  6,  963 

Emigration,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell 
Answer.  The  Chief  SeereUry  Mar  11,  1379 

Board  of  Public  Works^Drainags  Bills 
Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The 
ChiefScereUry  Feb  36,  383 

Drainage  Charges  (Abbeylara,  Co.  Longford), 
Queetion,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy :  Answer,  The 
SeereUry  to  the  Treasury  Mar  1 1, 1368 

Barrow  Drainage,  Question.  Mr.  W.  A 
Maedonald ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Seeretary 
irar7,  1134 

Boyal  Commission  on  Irish  Publie  ^PVib— 
Cost  and  Payment  of  Commissioners,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  H.  II.  Fowler;  Answers,  The 
SeereUry  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Feb  36,  374 

Local  Oovemment  Board  (Ireland) — Cork 
Ihwn  Council  and  Mr.  O'Brien,  Questions, 
The  Duke  of  Albans  ;  Answers.   Lord  FiU- 

Srald,  The  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
ar  7,  1107 

Tithe  Rent  Charge,  Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  14,  1668 

Landlord  and  Tenant 

The  Kenmare  Estate,  Personal  Explanation, 
The  Chief  SeereUry  Feb  36,  383 
The  Pensonbg  Estate,  Questions,  Mr.  Lane, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  SeereUry 
Mar  13,  1604 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Lane,  Mr. 
Channing,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Plynn; 
Answers.  The  Chief  SeereUry  Mar  14, 
1663;  Question,  Mr.  Channing;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SeereUry  Mar  16, 1806 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (IBSI )'-Itelief  of 
Assignees  of  Leases  under,  Question,  Mr. 
Lea;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  Mar  1,  698 

Land  Purchaec  Acts  (1886  and  1888),  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  South), 
Feb  36,  366;  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis; 
Answer,  The  Chief  SeereUry  for  IreUnd 
Feb  33, 117 
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hiak  Zand  Commission  {Administration) 
QpMtion,  Mr.  M*Cartan  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SMreUry  for  Ireland  Mar  1,  098  ;  Question, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SmenUry  for  Ireland  Mar  6,  95o ;  Question, 
Mr.  Lea:  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General 
kur  Ireland  Mar  14,  1631  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Kilbride  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
lor  Ireland  Mar  15,  1790:  Question,  Mr. 
M'CarUn  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  SeoreUry 
Mmr  i,  834  ;  Question,  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  4,  841 : 
Question,  Mr.  Lane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
SeerMarj  Mar  12,  1509  ;  —  { Executive)— 
Qneitioo,  Mr.  Pinkerton ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  J/<i>- 7,  1127;  Mr.  Johnson, 
QiMition,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Mar  8,  1276 

Xmtumml  Education. 

Jrish  Education  Oficc—Finituj  Clerks^  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Donnl  SuliivAii  \  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Mar  11.  1376 

Qi»wn'«  CoUegts,  Question,  Mr.  Blane  ;  An- 
•wer.  The  Chief  Secretary  Marl,  696 

Schools  -  Convent  Lace  Sclmuh  and  Schools  of 
Art — Mr,  Alan  Cole's  Lnfures,  Question, 
Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy  :  Answer,  The  Finan- 
cial Secretary  to  the  TreaMury  Mar  7,  1115  ; 
Question,  Mr.  J.  .M'Cariiiy  ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  ruinmittee  of  Council 
on  Education  .)/(/;•  11,  I3S9 

^Mtional  Teachers,  Qwemion,  .Mr.  Peter  M'Don- 
ald ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  8, 
1371 

Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
Olid  Abegations) — The  Special  Commission 

The  Crown  Witness  Cnllinane,  Questions,  Mr. 
Cox ;  AiiBwerH,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  Feb  26«  372  :  Quef^tions,  Mr.  Cox, 
Mr.  Sexton «  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answers  The 
Chief  Secteiary   for   Ireland  Feb  28.  677 

The  Prisoner  Tracy,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  Tlu?  Chief  Secretary  Mar  14,  1649 

Piers  a%\d  Harbours  [Ireland) — Ballycoiton 
Pier,  Qoesiiuns.  Mr.  Lane,  Colonel  Waring, 
Mr.  Sexton  :  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  JArr  14.  1627 
oor  Law  OJicers  —  Hemuneration,  Question, 
Mr.  Macariiiey  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Score- 
Ury  Mar  1 ,  7u6 

Athy  Union,  Questions,  Mr.  Leahy,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton :  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11, 
1876 

Clones  and  other  Unions — Xational  Teachers, 
Question,  Mr.  I'eter  M'Donald ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  8,  1271 

Dungarvan  Union,  Question,  Mr.  D.  SalliTao  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  26,  375 

Limerick  Union,  Question,  Mr.  Kinocane  ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11. 1379 

Aorth  Dublin  Union,  Questions,  Mr.  Clancy, 
Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  7,  1130 ;  Qucstionn,  Mr.  Sexton  :  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  S,  1271 

Post  Ojfics 
Aghaboy,  Co.  Monaghan  (Sub ^Postmastsr ship 
0/),  Question,  Mr.  \'.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  7, 1 1S6 

[CSfll. 
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Arrangements  at  Lsitrim,  Question,  Mr.  Hay- 
den  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
JIfar  7,  1 128 

Belfast  (  Waring  Street), ^Mtniion,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar  11, 
1362 

Petty  Sessions 

Cajogpo^upi,  Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  1,  1129  ; 
Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  Power  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary,  Mar  11,  1381 

Youyhal  —  Roman  Catholic  Justices,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Lane  ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  15,  1788 

Killamey— Casey  and  Kelliher,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  Harrington  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary Mar  7,  1158 

Ratiidtum,  Questions,  Mr.  William  Corbet  ; 
Answer?,  The  Chief  .Secretary  3iar  7,  1123 

Tyrone  —  Alleped  Outrage  by  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace,  Question,  Mr.  Matthew  Kenny  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  1,  605 

Cork— Mr.  J,  E.  Blakeney,  Question,  Mr.  Lane  ; 
Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Mar  15,  1787 

Lurgan,  Question,  Mr.  Blane  ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  15,  1789 

Resident  Magistrates — Captain  Seyrave,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  J.  £.  Ellis,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swers, The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
Feb  25,  262  ;  Questions.  Mr.  Mao  Neiii. 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  Feb  28.  588  ;  Questions,  Dr. 
Tanner,  Mr.  Mao  Neill :  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonics  jlfar  15,  1813;  Questions,  Mr. 
Mac  Neill,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Conybeare  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  2S,  538 
C^onel  Forbes,  Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
The  Solicitor  General  for  Irelsnd  Mar  14, 
1034 
Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Con- 
nor;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  28, 
601;  Question,  Mr.  John  Dillon;  Answer, 
The  Chief  secretary  Mar  4,  841:  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  8,  1369;  Questions,  Mr. 
John  Kills;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  11,1362 

Mr.  Hodder  R.M.,  and  the  Ennis  National 
League,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  K.  £llis;  An* 
iwers.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)  Feb  25,  257 

Orand  Juries,  Question,  Mr.  0*Keeffe;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  7,  1141  ; — 
Cesspaysrs,  Question.  Mr.  Pinkerton  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  J/ar  11,  1382 

Prisons 

Classification  of  Irish  Prisoners,  Q,MO%i\oi\,  Mr. 
Wm.  Corbet;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
i#arl4,  1658 

Medical   Officers   (Dr.   Barr),  Questions,  Sir 
William  ilarcourt ;  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  ilome  Department  Mar  12 
1497 

Mr,  Moroney's  Health,  Questions,   Mr.  Sum- 
mers, Mr.  Dradlaogh  ;  Answers,  The  Chic 
Secretary  Mar  1,  707, 708 
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Irilahd —  Prisons — eont. 

Prison  Diaeipline,  Question,  Mr.  Taite ;  An- 
■wer,  The  Chief  SeoreUrj  for  Ireland  F$b  28, 

578 

Treatment  of  Political  Prisoners,  Qaestions, 
Mr.  Laboaohere,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  SeoreUrj  Mar  15,  1805 

Oastlehar  Prison  ^Mr.  J,  Fitsgihbon,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Uayden ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Seoretary  Mar  7,  1142 

Derry  Oaol — Rev.  Daniel  Stephens,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  7,  1 116 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Anticipated  Disturbances  at  ToughcU,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Lane,  Mr.  Sexton ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  14.  1637; 
Question,  Mr.  Lane;  Answers,  The  Chief 
SeoreUry  Mar  10, 1806 

Arrest  of  Two  Constables,  Question,  Mr.  John 
Ellis;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11, 
1363 

Arrest  of  Constable  M*Neaney,  Question,  Mr. 
Blane  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  6, 
1S60 

Donegal— The  Munlfir  of  District  Inspector 
Martin,  Question,  Sir  J.  Swinburne;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  8,  1298; 
Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  Mar  12, 
1502 ;  Questions.  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr. 
Sexton,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  IreUnd  Mar  14,  1633  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  15,  1813 

Identification  of  Constables,  Questions,  Mr.  H. 
J.  Wilson,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ;  Answers.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  Feb  26,  373 

Police  Passes,  Questions.  Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr. 
Woodall,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answers,  The 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  Mar  14,  1632 

Crime  and  Outrage  {Ireland) 

Agrarian  Crimes,  Question,  Mr.  John  Morley ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  26,  383 

Murder—  Attempted  Murder  of  Mr.  Creagh, 
Question,  Mr.  Johnston  ;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  II,  1402 

ClonmeK  Disturbances  at  a  Cath'tUc  Chapel, 
Questions,  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
James  Theobald  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  Mar  4,  849  ;  Questions,  .Mr. 
Theobald,  Mr.  Sexton,  Sir  W.  Ilarcourt ; 
Answers.  The  Secretary  of  Sute  for  War ; 
Observation,  Mr.  Macdonald  3/ar  7*  1124; 
Questions,  Mr.  Theobald,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  Jfar  12,  1508; 
Questions,  Mr.  Theobald,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Johnston ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland  Mar  14,  1641  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Condon  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  6, 
968 ;  Questionit,  Mr.  Condon,  Mr.  John 
Ellis,  Mr.  T.  M.  Elealy  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  Mar  8,  1 275 

The  Mitehelstown  Affray  (1887)— Personal  Ex- 
planations, Mr.  J.  Morley,  Mr.  T.  M.  llealj  ; 
Quosiions  (unanswered)  Mar  7,  719 

Evictions,  number  of.  Questions,  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  15,  1787 

[eont. 
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Abbey feale.  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Bealy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11, 1364 

Newtownards,  Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar 
1,690  ;  Question,  Mr.  M*CarUn,  Mr.Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  5,  950 

BalUntubber,  Question,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien ; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  14,  1658 

Olphert,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  11,  1370 

Portumna,  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  14, 1648 

Isaacson,  Mr.  F.-Wootton,  Tow0r  Sam* 
lets,  Stepney 
Customs    and    other    Bonded    Warehonset— 

Earlier  Opening  of— for  Carmen,  1876, 1689 
London  Central  (Subway)  Railway  Bill,  2R. 

1254 
Parliament — Queen's     Speech,     Address    in 

Answer  to,  1090 
RoToWers— The  Carrying  of,  1399 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1228 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 
Treasury),  Leeds,  JV. 
Argentine  Republic,  Emigration  to,  1630 
Customs — Questions 

Customs  and  other  Bonded  Warehouses- 
Earlier  Opening  of— for  Carmen,  1376, 
1639 

Canadian  Apples,  1126 
Lirerpool  Board,  1274 
Officers  of  Customs  at  Liforpool,  577 
Statistical      Department —  Sofen     Hours' 
System,  1384 
Ireland — Questions 

Drainage  Charges,  1369 
Education — Convent     Lace    Schools   and 
Schools    of    Art  —  Mr.    Alan    Cole's 
Lectures,  1115 
Piers— Ballycotton,  1638 
Public    Works    Commission — Cost— Pay- 
ment of  Commissioners,  374 
Parliament — Commons— Business  of  the  House 
— Insufficient  Notice  of  Effeotife  Supply, 
1289 
Contract  for  Printing  the  Debates,  108 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Alle- 
gations)— The     Special     Commission- 
British  Museum  Officials  as  Experts  in 
Handwriting,  713 
Public  Accounts  Committee,  1164 
Inland  Revenue— Excise—Selling  Intoxicant! 

without  a  Licence,  708 
Prisons— Chaplains   and   Surgeons— Salaries, 

1372 
Scotland— Crown  Rights,  1911, 1912 

Law   and    Justice- Procurator    Fiscal    of 

Skre.  1386,  1500 

Supply   (Supplementary  Estimates,  1888-89), 

1213,  1214,  1215,  1217,  1218,  1220,  1221, 

1223,    1225,  1226.  1228,  1230,  1231,  1233, 

1235,  1236,  1244 

Jamss,  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Burfff  Zan* 
eashire 
Parliament — Business    of  the  House,  Motion 
to  Espunge  from  the  Journals  of  the  Houso 
Resolution  of  June  22,  1880,  1321 
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JnixXTSy  Mr.  A.  F.,  Hants,  Basingstoke 
GriMinal  Law — Burglars  and  Corporal  PiiniBh- 
it,  1797 


Jamraiov,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 

(  JltlHid— Action  of  National  Leagao— Rcsolo- 
Umk  at  Toagfaal  against,  269 
(Mme  and  Ootrags — Attempted  Murder  of 

Mr.  Creagb,  1402 
Ifr.  DaTitt  and  Sir  W.  Harooort,  1607 
Bioii  and  DistnrlMnces— Father  Bjrne  and 
Lientenant  Geoghegan,  1641 
Pwliamont — Qoeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

■w«  to,  287,  448,  449, 667 
PriMners  (Ireland)  BiU,  2R.  1571 

Jnrort'  Detention  Bill 

^  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  28,  684 


r,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Camherwelly  N, 
(^▼il  Establishments,  Royal  Commission  on, 

1157 
Hetropolitan   Fairs,   123  ;— Fair  in  the   Old 

Kent  Road,  1835 

XiairAWAY,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devon,  Honiton 
Africa  (East  Coast)— Zansibar  and    Pemba, 
1806 


,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyrone,  Mid 
Ireland— Law  and  J astioe— Alleged  Outrage 
•     bj  a  Justice  of  the  Peace,  695 

Kbnkiok,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham,  N, 
Army — Contracts — Bayonet  Contract,  1140 
Supply— -Army  Estimates,  1452,  1471 

KiLBBTDE,  Mr.  D.,  ITerry,  8. 

Irish  Land  Commission— Arrears  of  Rent- 
Kerry,  1790 

KiMBEB,  Mr.  H.,  Wandsworth 

Railway  Shunters— Danger  to,  1378 

KiscBSELBT,  Earl  of 

India— Public  Serfice  Commission— The  Re- 
port, 109 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Preserratton 
of  Frontages  in  the  Metropolis,  1359 

Parliament  —  Lords  —  Standing  Orders — Re- 
port of  Select  Committee,  244,  251 

KiKLOCH,  Sir  J.,  Perth,  E, 

Parliament  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Answer  to,  401 

Knatchbxtll-Hugbssbn,  Mr.  H.T.,  Kent^ 
Faversham 
Navy  Dockyards — FaTcrsham 
Supply— Navy  Estimates,  1704 

KxowLEB,  Mr.  L.,  Salford,  W, 

Factory  Inspectors,  1061 


Labo aoHEBE ,  Mr .  H . ,  Northampton 

Cifil  List — Expenditure,  584 

Ireland  —  Prisons  —  Treatment    of    Political 

Prisoners,  1805 
Law   and    Justice — High    Court    of   Justice 
(Chancery  Division)- Library  of  the  French 
Protestant  Church,  1662 
London  Central  (Subway)  Railway  Bill,  2R. 

1255 
Naval  \  Defence  —  Increase    of  Expenditure, 

1501 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1671 

The  Twelve  o'clock  Rule,  1811 
Members  of  Parliament  (Charges  and  Allega- 
tions)— The  Special  Commission — Mem- 
bers of   Royal  Irish   Constabulary  and 
other   Employes  of  the   Irish    Govern- 
ment in  London,  582 
The  Attorney  General,  596,  714 
Le  Caron — The  Informer  Cullinane,  1133 
The  Pnsoner  Nally,  1139 
Timothy  Coffey — Mr.  Anderson— :Le  Garon, 
1800,  1802 
Morning  Sittings — Supply,  1303 
Supply — Navy  Estimates,  1734 

Supplementary      Estimates,     1215,      1216, 
1217,  1222,  1229, 1230 

Lalob,  Mr.  K.,  Queen^s  Co,,  Leix 

Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 
—The  Convict  Delaney  as  a  Witness,  1125, 
1282 

Lambebt,  Mr.  Cowley,  Islington,  E, 

Army— The  Royal  Barracks,  Dublin,  374 

Lamington,  Lord 

Metropolis — Public  Buildings,  1349 

Land  Charges  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  Feb  ^5,  367      [Bill  106] 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

0.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  22, 130       [Bill  31] 
Second  Reading  Mar  8, 1334 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1««  Fth  25,  367     [BUI  108] 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
(Ho.  2)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  ^  •  Feb  28,  684 

Land  Perpetuity  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  *  Feb  22,  130        [BUI  04] 

Land  Tennre  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22,  lU       [BUI  68] 

Land  Tennre  (Wales)  Bill 

e.  Ordwed ;  read  V  •  Feb  22, 130       [fiiU  SOJ 
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Land  Transftr  Bill 

I.  PrtMntmi ;  rtad  1»  Feb  35,  253        [Bill  8] 
RmuI  3»  Fib  38,  549 

Laite,  Mr.  W.  J,  Cork  Co,^  E. 

IrtUnd—Cork  Sob-C«mmiMioner8, 1509 
Landlord    and  Tenant — Ponionbj  Estate, 

1504, 1654 
Piers  (Ballycotton),  1637 
Royal     Irish    Constabulary — Anticipated 

Demonstration  at  Tooghal,  1637,  1806 
The    Magistracy — Mr.    J.    £.    Blakeney, 

1787 
Petty  Sessions  District  of  Toughal— Roman 

Catholics,  1788 
Supply—Nayy  Estimates,  1741, 1748 

Laxtrie,  Oolonel  B.  P.,  Bath 

Army— Auiiliary  Forces — City  of  London 
Volunteers — Opinion  of  a  late  Attorney 
General,  1647 

Law  and  Justioe  and  Police  (England 
AND  Wales) 

Cwron^i*  InqueHi — Double  Ingueiitf  (^estlon, 

Mr.  Montagu  ;    Answer,  The  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  15, 

1788 
Estates    in    Chanctry,     Question,    Mr.     T. 

Robinson ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Treasury  Mar  15, 1813 
Library  •/  the   French    Protestant   Chureh^ 

Question,  Mr.   Labouchere ;    Answer,  The 

Attorney  General  Mar  14, 1663 
The  New  Law  Courts-^  Condition  of  Roof  and 

other  Parts,    Question,    Mr.  Broadhurst ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 

Fa  35,  354 

Vdeeination  Aets—'Trsatment  of  Ofenders  at 
First-Class  Misdemeanants^  Question,  Mr. 
Channinff  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  Mar  15,  1810 

WaUs^Lsfal  Proceedings  in  Welsh,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  .Thomas  Ellis,  Mr.  G.  O.  Morgan  ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  7, 1155 

County  Courts 

Judge  Bishop,  Questions,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  Mair  11,  1377  ;— ^Koie* 
mmrket  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  Feb  38,  603 

Criminal  Law 

Appeals,  Question,  Sir  John  Swinburne; 
Anawer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  11, 1898 

Burglars  and  Corporal  Punishment,  Question, 
Mr.  Jeffreys;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  15, 
1797 

City  Chamberlain*s  Court'-' Sentence  on  an 
Apprentice,  Question,  Dr.  Clark;  Answer, 
The  SeereUry  of  SUte  for  the  Home  De- 
partment Mar  4,  831 

[eont* 


Law  and    Justice  and  Pouob   (England   anjf 
Wales) — cent. 

Edlingham  Burglary,  Questions,  Sir  George 
Campbell,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment Afar  7, 1118 

Lenient  Sentence  on  John  Matthews,  Queetion^ 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  The  SeoreUry  of  SUte  for 
the  Home  Department  Mar  11, 1374 

Morpeth  Shooting  Case  {Rardwiek  and  Cole- 
man.  Question,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De* 
partment  Mar  1,  1159 

Winchester  Assizes  —  Bailing  a  Prisoner, 
Question,  Mr.  PickersgUl :  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment Mar  12,  1495 

Conduit  of  the  Police,  Questions,  Mr.  Pickers* 
gill,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answers,  The  Secre-^ 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Fib  38,  598,  599 

Merthyr  TydvU  Police  —  Captain  Lionet 
Lindsey,  Questions,  Mr.  Thomas,  Mr,  DilU 
wyn,  Mr.  T.  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  fer  the  Home  Depart* 
ment  Jfarl4, 1638 

Subtarban  Burglaries,  Question,  Mr.  Bigwood  ;. 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  Mar  7,  1133 

Juries  Oaths  Act  {lSS8)'—Ajfirmationby  Jury^ 
men,  Question,  Mr.    Bradlaugh ;   Answer,. 
The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Web- 
ster) Feb  33,  364 

Zatff   Ofieors  of  the  Crown  and*  Privato- 

£raet%o0 

Qnestiops,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton;   Answers,, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Fih  36,  881 

Lawbenoe,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Liverpool,  Ahor^ 
oromhy 

ETOning  Continuation  Schools,  1877 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  8L  Faneras,  W^ 

Cardiff  Savings  Bank,  568 
India^Mr.  Arthur  Crawford,  133 
MetropoliUn     Board    of    Works^Blaokwall 
Tunnel,  1668, 1888 
Increase  of  Salariee  and  Annuities,  846 
Parliament  —  Queen's    Speech,    Address    in 
Answer  to,  861,  863,  863,  865,  866,  869,. 
871 

Lawson,  Sir  W.,  Cumberland,    Cooker^ 
mouith 

Naval  Defence,  1311 

Parliament^Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

Bwer  to,  886, 887 
Supply — Army  Estimates,  1532 

Lea,  Mr,  T.,  Londondorry^  8. 
Ireland — Irish  Land  GommiMion^Fair  Rente. 

— Union  of  Londonderry,  1631 
Land  Uw  (Ireland)  Act  (1887J— Relief  of  As» 

signees  of  Leases  under,  698 

Leahy,  Mr.  J,,  Kildare^  8. 

Ireland— Poor  Law— The  Athy  Union,  137& 
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Jjocal  Oovemmsnt  Act,  1888 — 
Highway  Boards,  Question,  Mr.  Jasper  More  > 


XiMduadB'  Enfranchisement  Bill 

IL  fMMPtd ;  read  !•  •  Feb  22,  127       [Bill  11] 

Imm$iA0  S^Unt  (.Light)  Railway  BiU 

Ll^fOi^poiMdifarT,  1105 
^  fOi^oiMd  to  March  28  Mar  U,  1617 


Bight  Hon.  0.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
f&rd^  Central 

AaimUian  Squadron— Queensland,  1663 

Kafil  Dtfenoe,  1208 

HiifBl  Eipenditar»~ Ships  for  the  Australian 

IMooitfl,  1507 
IMfamcnt — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

9mwt  to,  588,  536,  54J,  603,  750,  754,  755 
Svpfly— Nafj  Estimates,  1731 


Proceedings  (Eeports)  BiU 

«.Orteed;read  \^*  Feb  28.  684 

XSWIS,  Sir  0.  E.,  Antrim,  N. 

Fteliament— New  Writ  (Lambeth,  Kenning- 
tOD),989 

life  and  Property  Protection  Bill 

lU  Ozderod ;  read  1<>  •  Mar  5,  993      [Bill  147] 

LighthmseB — Hehridss 

Quoition,  Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh  ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  4, 
825 

Liiuoln,  Pro9ieuti<m  of  the  Bishop  of 
Question,  The  £arl  of  CarnarTon ;  Answer, 
The  Prime  Minister  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury/V6  22,  110 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Option  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  •  Feb  22,  134        [Bill  61] 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Ireland)  Bill 

r.  Ordered  ;  read  1««  Feb  22,  134      [BiU  62] 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Scotland)  Bill 

#.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  25,  366        [BiU  98] 

Liquor  Traffic  Local  Veto  (Wales)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  \^*  Feb  22,  133      [fiUl  51] 

Local  Oov$rnment  Act,  1888 

ProvUional  Orders — Question,  Sir  Bernhard 
Samuelson ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Gofernmeiit  Board  Mar  8,   1272 

CoufUy  Cmncils^Eleetion  BeaisUrs,  Question, 
Mr.  Qobhouse ;  Answer,  The  Pretident  of 
tbo  Local  Gk>Temmeut  Board  Mar  14,  1647 
Farm  Labourer's  Vote,  Questions,  Mr.  Fen- 
wick,  Mr.  ChUdert ;  Answers,  The  Preddont 
of  tbo  Local  QoTcrnment  Board  Mar  18, 
1549  :  Questions,  Sir  E.  Grey  Mr.  Fonwkk ; 
Aiifwer,  The  President  of  the  Local  QoToni- 
moot  Board  Ifcr  11, 1888 


Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Mar  14,  1642 

Local  Taxation  Account,  Question,  Sir  J. 
Dorington  :  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Gorernment  Board  Mar  8,  1286 

Provisional  Orders  for  Transferring  Powers 
under  Section  10,  Question,  Mr.Thomas  Ellis; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Feb  28,  572 

Sea  Board  County  Councils  and  Sea  Fishery 
Act,  Question,  Major  Rasoh;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  15^ 
1791 

Dee  and  Dovey  Conservancy  Boards,  Questions, 
Mr.  Thomas  Ellis ;  Answers,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  7,  1 131 
County  Councillors ;  Clergymen  and  Ministers  of 
Religion^  Question,  Mr.  Seale-Hayne ;  An- 
swer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Mar  15,  1708  ;  Government 
Employes,  Question,  Mr.  Handel  Gossham  ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  Mar  15,  1 798 

TTelsh  Language  at  Welsh  County  Council t. 
Questions,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr.  Caldwell  ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  The  Attorney  General 
Mar  5,  968 

Licensing  Clauses  —  Licensing  Authorities, 
Question,Sir  William.Houldsworth ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  Mart,  1142 

Local  Grants — Cessation,  Question,  Mr.  Hob- 
house  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  Feb  28,  574 

Local   Government   Board  —  Telegraphio 

Storm  Warnings 
Question,  Mr.  Brunner  ;   Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Local  Government  Board  Mar  12, 
1497 

Local  Goyemment  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Orders  Bill 

;  Ordered ;  read  !••  Mar  4,  823      [Bill  145] 

LocKWOOD,  Mr.  F.,  York 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  319,  322 

LoNDESBOBouoH,  Earl  of 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  6 

Limd<m  Central  {Subway)  Railway  Bill 
Second  Reading  Mar  8,  1249 

London  Coal  and  Wine  Duties  Con- 
tinoance  Bill 

«.  OrdM^od  ;  rMMl  l*"*  Feb  22, 131        [BUI  43] 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.  (Secretary  to  the 
Local  OoYomment  Board),  WikB^ 
Dcvnci 

Looal  Government  Board^Telegraphic  Storm 
Warnings,  1497 
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MAO 


MAO 


XoRD  Adyooate,  The  {see  Bobsrtson, 
Eight  Hon.  J.  P.  B.) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  —  Ohief 
Secretary  to  the  {tee  Balfour,  Bight 
Hon.  A.  J.  ) 

Lord  President  of  the  Oouncil  {tee 
Oranbbook,  Viscount) 

Lord  Privy  Seal  {see  Oadogan,  Earl) 

Lothian,  Marquess  of  (Secretary  for 
Scotland) 

Scotland— Looal  GoTernment  Bill,  1745 

LowTHER,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Cumberland,  Pen- 
rith 
Charity     Commissioners —City     of     London 
Parochial  Charities  Act,  840  ;  Report  as  to 
Charities  ot  Denbighshire,  1391 

LuBBOOK,  Sir  J.,  London  Univereity 
Armj— Auxiliary  Forces— Volunteers — City  of 

London  Corps,  1367 
Consols  and  Reduced,  371 
Factors  Acts  Consolidation,  2R.  1331 


Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

I,  Presented ;  read  1*  Feb  25,  253 
Read  2»  Feb  28,  550 


[BiU9] 


MgArthub:,  Mr.  A.,  Leiceiier 

Africa — East  Coast— Murder  of  Mr.  Brooks, 

828 
Africa  (South) — Matabeleland — King  Lo  Ben- 
gula,  1795 
Swasiland,  259 
Zululand— Rebellious  Chiefs,  258 

Mc Arthur,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Cornwall,  Mid, 
St.  Austell 

Samoa,  1122,  1400,  1498 
Supply— Navy  Estimates,  1729 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  G.  E.,  Antrim  8. 

Ireland— Poor    Law   Officers — Remuneration, 
706 

MoOartan,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  8. 
Ireland — 

Efiction  at  Newtownards,  699,  950 
Irish  Land  Commission — Boards   of  Poor 
Law    Guardians  in    Ulster,  698 ;    Mr. 
Johnson,  1276 
Judicial    Rents — Union  of     Kilkeel,    Co. 
Down,  834 
Navy — Personnel— rJohn   Laverty — Arrest  as 

Deserter,  704 
Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commls- 
Bion — Irish  Prisoners  ai  Witnesses — 
Head  ConsUble  Preston — Tracy  as  Wit- 
ness, 710.  712,  713,  829,  831,  837,  966, 
1145,  1150,  1279,1284,  1285 
Palace  of  Westminster — News  Telegrams 
and  Newspapers,  1150 


MgOarthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Londonderry 
Ireland — Education—  Confent  Laoe   Sehoola 
and  Schools  of  Art — Mr.    Alan    Cole's 
Lectures,  1115,  1389 

M'DoNALD,  Dr.  E.,  Ross  and  Cromarty 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  896 
Scotia  nd — Questions 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Hector  Mmokenne, 

ConTicted  of  Murder,  571 
Hiffhland    Land    League  —  Mr.    Donald 

Afac  Rae  and  others,  1381 
Stornoway  Trials,  1143 

MoDoNALD,  Mr.  P.,  8lifo,  N. 

Ireland — Poor  Law — Boards  of  Guardians 
(Clones  and  other  Unions)  —  National 
Teachers,  1271 

Parliament— Commons— PriTllege,  DetecttTes 
in  the  Lobby  850 

Maodonald,  Mr.  W.  A.,    Quem^s    Co,, 
Ossory 
Ireland — Riots  and  Disturbances    Soldiers  %t 

Clonmel  Church,  1124 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
*  swer  to,  85 
Prifilege— DetectiTCs  in  the  Lobby,  06$ 

Mackintosh,  Mr.  0.  FRASBB-y^im^^fiMt- 

shire 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  894 

Scotland— Crown  Rights,  1911 
Lighthouses— Uebrides,  825 

McLaren,  Mr.  W.  S.  B.,  Cheshire,  Crewe 

Africa— Zululand— Trial    of    Dinisula,   1288, 
1636 
Ziltebu,  1637 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act — The  Lamboote 
Tenant  Right  Case,  1153 

Mao  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  S.,  Boneyal,  8. 

Army — Defectife  Swords,  118, 119 

Royal  Barracks,  Dublin,  375,  573 ;  Rich- 
mond Barracks,  1661 

Bahama  Islands — Sentence  of  Flogging,  1811 

India — Army — DefectiTC  Swords,  60S 

Finance,  4c. — Increase  of  the  Salt  Tax, 
572 

Ireland — 

Crime  and  Outrage — Murder  of  Inspector 
Martin — Persons  arrested,  1634,  1818 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  Act  (1887) — 
Imprisonment  ot  a  Member,  216 

Magistracy — Resident  Magistrates,  Captain 
SegraTO,  588,  1814 

Father  Stephen,  Imprisonment  and  treat- 
ment of,  1651 

Father  M'Fadden,  Imprisonment  and  treat- 
ment  of,  1807 

Police  Passes,  1633 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Identification  of 
ConsUbles,  373 

[eont* 
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MAP 


MAT 


Mac  NnU|  Mr.  J.  O.  S.^eoni. 

PariiaiiMnt—Meoibers  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegation!) — The  Special  Commis. 
■ion— Memhert  of  the  ^oyal  Irish  Con- 
■Ulralarj  and  other  Employes  of  the 
Irish  Gofomment  in  London,  583 

OOeinl  Information,  1804 

QoAtn'i  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
498 

ICaddsv,  Mr.  D.  H.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Dublin  Univenity 
IrtUnd — 

Mational   League.  Resolution  at    Toughal 

against  the,  263 
Crime  and   Outrage — Murder  of  Inspector 

Martin— Persons  arrested,  1634,  1813 
Criminal    Law  and    Procedure    (Ireland) 

Aet— Imprisonment  of  Members — Num- 
ber of  ConTJctions  under  the  Act,  268 
Mr.  Carew,  Imprisonment  of,  548 
Evietions,  1787 
Irish  Land  Commission — Arrears  of  Rent, 

Kerry,  1790 
fair  Rents — Union  of  Londonderry,  1631 
Relief  of  Assignees  of  Leases,  698 
Law  and  Justice — Alleged  Outrage  by  a 

Justice  of  the  Peace,  696 
Clenmel   Disturbance — Father  Byrne  and 

Lieutenant  Geoghegan,  1641 
Aoyal    Irish     Constabulary  —  Anticipated 

Demonstration  at  Youghal,  1C38 
Father  M'Faddcn,  1632 
Police  Passes,  1632 
Tyrone — Boycotting  a  Bank,  1631 
Resident    Magistrates  —  Colonel   Forbes, 

R.M.,  1534;— Mr.  Hodder,   R.M.,  and 

the  Ennis  National  League,  257  ; — Mr. 

J.  E.  Blakeney,  1787 
Petty     Sessions    District    of    Toughal^ 

Roman  Catholics,  1788 
Petty    Sessions — Lord    Lurgan*s    Agent, 

1789 

.Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment 
BiU,2R.  1334 

Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commis- 
sion—Mr. Pigott — Irish  Contables  in 
London,  488 
<2ueen's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
344,518,519,521,  525,  526,  528,529, 
530,  532,  533,  534,  535,  674 

Maoheramorne,  Lord  (Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  AVorks) 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works— Preserfation 
of  Fronugcs  in  the  Metropolis,  1358,  1360 

Malcx)lm,  Colonel  J.  W.,  ArgylUhire 

Ilerring  Fishery  ( Scotland)  Bill.  2R.  1332 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  Ah- 
swerto,  897 

Maplb,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Camherwill,  Bulwich 
Metropolis — Fair  at  Camberwell,  835 
Prisons— Treatment  of  Michael  Dafitt  in  the 
Oonviet  Prisons,  1263 


Mappin,  Sir  F.  T.,   TorJc,    W.R,   Mai' 
lamshire 
Army — Cavalry  Swords,  1149 

Margarine  Act  (1887) — Court  of  Quarter 

Sessions  of  Dorsetshire 
Question,  Mr.  Bond  ;  Answer,  The   Secretary 
of  S  tate  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  5, 
964 

Marjoriba^ks,  Kight  Hon.  E.,  Beraoich' 
shire 
Woods  and  Forests  (Proposed  Committee  otl)-~ 
Crown  Rights  in  Scotland,  975 

Mar  Peerage — See  Parliament^  Lords 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
Bill 

/.  Read  1**  Mar  5,  945  (No.  16) 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
Bill 

€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>»  Feb  22,  135        [Bill  64] 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 
(Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered;  read  !•  •  Feb  22,  127       [Bill  13] 

Marriott,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  T.  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Brighton 
Prisoners'  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1572 

Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham^  E, 
Church  of  England — Kemofal  of  Coffins  from 

Family  Vaults—  Hemel  Ilempsted,  838 
Coal  Mines,  dtc.  Regulation  Act  (1887)— 258, 

576,  1261,  1373,  1377.1792 
Education — Scliool  Board  Cases  before  Magis- 
trates, 124 
Factory  Accidents — New  Mill  near  Uuddersfield 

— Factory  Inspectors,  566 
Housing  of  the  Poor  and  Condition  of  the  Nail 

and  Chainmakers,  Reports  on,  969 
Ireland— 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act^ 
Arrest  and  Imprisonment  of  Dr.  Tanner, 
115 
Factory  Inspection  at  Waterford,  1795 
Prisons— Medical  Officers  {Mr,  Barr),  1497 
Law  and  Justice  and   Police  .(England   and 
Wales) 
County  Court  Judge  Bishop,  1377 
Stowmarket,  (i02 

Courts — The  City  Chamberlain's  Court- 
Sentence  on  an  Apprentice,  831 
Burglars  and  Corporal  Punishment,  1797 
Edlingham  Burglary,  1118 
Lenient  Sentence  on  John  Matthews,  1374 
Morpeth   Shooting   Case  (llardwiok    and 

Coleman,  1159 
Inquests  (Doable),  1789 
Vaccination    Acts,  Offenders  under  the— 

{COfil, 
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Matthxws,  Right  Hon.  H. — cont. 

Treatment  as  First  Class  Misdemean- 
ants, 1810 
Winchester  Assiies — Bailing   a    Prisoner, 

1496 
Police  and  Public  Meetings,  599,  970. 
Prisons  — Examination  oi  ConTiots,  1148 
Suburban  Burglaries,  1133 
Margarine    Act    (1887)~Oourt    of    Quarter 

Sessions  of  Dorsetshire,  964 
Metropolis — Questions 
Fairs,  123 
Fairs  at  Camberwell  and  the  Old  Kent  Road, 

186 
Public    Meeting   on    the    Horse    (tuards' 
Parade,    589  ; — Thames    Embankment, 
849,  961 
Metropolitan  Police  at  the  Royal  College 

of  Surgeons,  1383 
Proelamations,  969 
Mines,  Labour  in,  122,  123 
Official  Documents,  Disclosure  of,  1135 
Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commis- 
sion, 384,  481,  483,  484,  546,  547,  485, 
487,  489,  490,  491.  492,  586,  697,  698, 
711,712,  713,  714,  837,  838,  957,  1136. 
1146,    1161,    1278,    1282,    1283,    1801, 
1802,  1803 
Privilege — Detectives   in  the  Lobby,  850, 

963 
Queen*s   Speech,   Address  in   Answer  to, 
806,  807,  812,  815,  1003,   1007,  100», 
1010.  1011,  1029,  1030 
Prisons — Millbank     Penitentiary    (Site    of), 
264 
Treatment  of  Michael  Davitt  in   Conviot 
Prisons,  1268,  1269 
ReTolTeri— The  Sale  and  Use  of,  591 
SaWation    Army  —  Treatment    of     Members 
in  Prison,  966 

Mattinson,  Mr.  M.  W.^  Liverpool,  Walton 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  641 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A   Lord  of  the 

Treasury),  Wigton 
Army — Auxiliary    Forces— Volunteers— Com- 
mand of  Brigade,  1787 

Matne,   Admiral  R.   C.  Pembroh  and 
Mavsrfordwest 
Supply — Navy  Estimates,  1705 


Member 8  of  Parliament  {Charges  and  Ah 
legations) —see  Parliament — Members  ; 
also  Ireland  under  sub -heading 

Merchandise  Marks  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  26,  387       [Bill  116] 
Metropolis        ( Questions) 

Fairt,  (Question,  Mr.  Kelly ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  ot  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Feb  22,  123 

leont. 


MbTBOPOLIS  —  C0N /• 

Fairs  at  Cambervuell  and  the  Old  Kent  Road, 
Questions,  Mr.  Maple,  Mr.  J.  R^  Kelly  ;  An- 
swers, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  Mar  4,  835 

Haekney  Cab  Regulation*,  Question,  ObserTa- 
tions,  Lordde  Ros,  Lord  Golfilleof  Culross ; 
Reply,  The  Paymaster  General  Mar  1,  690 

Public  Buildings,  Questions,  Lord  Lamington^ 
Lord  Sandhurst;  Answers,  Lord  Henniker 
Mar  11,  1349 

Public  Meetings,  Pclice  at,  Qoestions,  Mr. 
Conybeare ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  Mar  5,  970 

Public  Meetings  on  the  Horse  Guards  Parade 
Questions,  Mr.  Cremer,  Mr.  Conybeare; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  iJepartment  Feb  28,  689 

Public  Meetings — Thames  Embankment  Meet' 
ingt.  Questions,  Sir  Charles  Russell,  Mr. 
Cuninghame  Graham  ;  Answers,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Mar  4,849  ;  Questions,  Sir  Charles  Russell, 
Mr.  Cuninghame  Graham;  Answers,  Thfr 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment  Mar  6, 961 

Police 

Female  Ofieers,  Question,  Sir  U.  Kay  Shuttle- 
worth  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Seoretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Diepartment  Mar  14,. 
1626 

Police  at  the  RoycU  College  of  Surgeons,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Guyer  Hunter;  Answwr,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Mar  11,  1383 

Police  Courts^CeUs  at  Hammersmith  Police 
Court,  Question,  Mr.  Fisher ;  Answer,  Th« 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  Mar  11,  1388 

Proelamatione,  Questions,  Mr.  Oonybeare; 
Answers,  The  Seoretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  Mar  6, 969 

Public  Meeting  at  Bethnal  Oreen,  Qaestions> 
Mr.  Conybeare;  Answers,  The  Seoretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  5,  970 

Report  of  Commissioners  for  lQ88,QM9B^oa,, 
Mr.  James  Rowlands ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  4,  847 

Metropolis  Local  Management,  Ac,  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l"  •  Feb  32,  138      [BUI  88] 

Metropolis  Bating  Amendment  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22, 129       [BiU  36] 

Metropolis  Water  Bill 

c. Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  33, 133        [BiU  57] 

Metropolis  Water  (No*  2)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  36, 389     [BUI  137] 

Metropolitan  Board  of  fTorh 
Blackwall  Tunnel,  Questions,  Mr.  Lawson, 
Mr.  Picker sf  ill ;  Answers,  The  Preeident  ot 
the  Local  Gofernment  Board  Mar  14, 1868; 
Questions,  Sir  J.  Colomb,  Lord  R.  ChorohUU 
Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  PiokersfiU :  Answers,. 
Mr.  Tatton  lilgerton.  The  Presidoat  of  the 
Looal  GoTornment  Board  Mar  15,  1887 
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Bitardof  Wwlct^eofki, 

Ml  PMic  Roadt,  QoMtions, 
Mr.  F.  8«HE«r  Huot :  Answers,  Hon.  AUn 
dm  Tatt4Ni  Egerton  Mar  1,  718 
MTiiit  0/  Saiari€9  and  GratuitieSf  Qaestiont 
lir.  Seagwr  Ount,  Hon.  A.  de  Tatton  Eger, 
tMy  Mr.  Lawsod,  Sir  W.  Hareourt,  Colon - 
Answers,  The  President  of  tel 
G^verament  Board  Mar  4, 845  he 
of  Frontages  in  the  MttropoUs, 
Qotntions.  Earl  Fortesoue,  The  Earl  of 
Kiabarley:  Answers,  Lord  Maxheramome 
Jftr  11,1807 
MuimmtUma  and  Fentiont,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
PMMrsfill :  Answer,  Mr.  Tatton  Egerton 
lAr  II,  1386;  Question,  Hr.  Piokersgill ; 
Amtrnwr,  The  President  of  the  Local  Gofem- 
SMt  Board  Mar  14,  1659 

■Mvopolitaii  Fire  Brigade  Expenses  Bill 

«.  (Mtnd ;  read  1«  •  F$b  22,  138        [  BiU  89] 


MMrop   itan  Markets  Bill 

;  r«ad  1*  •  Feb  27,  544 


[Bill  133] 


l[xD£ROir,  Viscount 

bdia— Bombaj — Dock  Aeoommodation,  1356 

MnjaomXf  Earl  of 

Parliament     (Lords)  —  Standing    Orders — 

Report  of  Select  Committee,  1782 
HavoiTers— The  Sale  and  Use  of,  685 

Ubm  (Eight  Hours)  Bill 

«.  OrdMrmi ;  read  1*  •  Feb  22,  133        [Bill  53] 

JBnss,  Lahour  %n 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Fen  wick  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  Feb  22,  122 

Miming  Rents  and  Royaliiee,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Conybeare;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasdiy  Feb  28,  592 

Mining  Accidents  (Scotland)  Bill 

tf.  Ordered  ;  read  1<>  •  fV6  22,  136        [BUI  76] 

Mining  Conrts  Bill 

€,  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  22.  130      [BiU  83] 

Mining  on   Crown  Lands  (Wales  and 
Ireland)  Bill 

€,  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  22,  129       [BUI  35] 

MoLLOT,  Mr.  B.  0.,  KingU  C^.,  Birr 

Conyersion  of  Stock,  976 
Supply^ Army  Estimates,  1487 

Sapplementarj  Estimates  (1888-89),  1213, 
1214,1222,  1227,  1232 

Montagu,  Mr.  S.,  Tow$r  RamUU,  WhiU* 
ehapel 
Law  and  Jaitioe— Doable  Inqoests,  1788 

Mors,  Mr.  B.  J.,  8hrop$hire,  Ludlow 
Local  Government  Board— Coantj  CoimtUi— 
Highwaj  BoaHs,  1642 


Morgan,  Right  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Den- 
highshire,  E, 
Courts  in  Wales— Legal  Proceedings  in  Welsh, 
1155,  1391,  1400 

Morgan,   Mr.    W.   Pritchard,    Merthyr 
Tydvil 

Crown  Rents  and  Royalties — Mining  Royalties 
in  Wales,  1792 

Parliament—Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  205 

MoRLET,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  JVeweastle-upon- 
Tyne 

Ireland— Agrarian  Crimes,  383 

Criminal   Law  and   Procedure  Act — Con- 

Tictions,  590 
Imprisonment  of  Members — Treatment  of 
Mr.    E.  Harrington,   Mr.    W.   O'Brien, 
and  Mr.  Carew,  382 
Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and    Allegations) — The    Special     Com- 
mission, 958,  1137 
Resident  Magistrates — Royal   Irish    Con- 
stabulary, 1505 
Queen's   Speech,   Address  in   Answer  to, 
470,   472  ;  Notice  of  Amendment,  35  ; 
Amendment,  270,   274,   275,   280,  281, 
282,287,  296,   300,  310;   Personal  Ex- 
planation,  719 
Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1610 

Mount-Edgou^ibe,     Earl     of      (Lord 
Steward  of  the  Household) 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Answer  to  the 
Address,  226 

MuNDBLLA,  Eight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield^ 
Brightside 
Army — Defective  Swords,  119 
Education  Code,  117,  1642 
Eyening  Continuation  Schools,  1887 
Provincial  Colleges,  Grants  in'Aid  to,  581, 1659 
Teitile  Fabrics  (S icing  and  Steaming)  Bill, 
Appointment  of  Select  Committee,  1613 

Municipal   Corporations    and    County 
Electors  Bill 

e.  Orderwd ;  read  !•  •  Feb  22,  131       [Bill  40] 

Municipal  Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22,  128        [Bill  17] 

MuBDOCH,  IVIr.  0.  T.,  Reading 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  999 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  22,  132        [Bill  44] 

J^av^  Defence 

Roaolution  proposed  in  Committee  bj  the  Firs  t 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  7,  1164 

Ifemeraiidam    explanatory  of    Finaooial 
Proposals  (see  Appendix) 
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Navy  ( Questions) 

Coastguard  Signalmen — Increase  of  Pay,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bond  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Mar  15,  1707 

Contracts — Speech  of  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Bepartment,  Questions.  Mr.  Han- 
del Cossham,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answers,  The 
Under  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  1, 
702 

Doekyarda — Sheemets,  Questions,  Mr.  Piok- 
ersgill.Mr.  Knatchbull-Hugtssen;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  14, 
3166 

Engineer  Officers^  Question,  General  Sir  William 
Crossman ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  ^ar  11,U00 

Engineer  Students^  Question,  Baron  Dimsdale  ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
Mar  11,  1384 

Estimates  (In  Committee)  Mar  14 

Statement  of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
explanatory  of  the  Navy  Estimates, 
1889-90  (see  Appendix) 

Gibraltar — Construtlion  of  a  Dock,  Question, 
Observations,  Viscount  Sidmouth,  Lord 
Eiphinstone,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  Mar  4, 
820 

Greenwich  Hospital  Funds,  Question,  Qeneral 
Sir  William  Crossman ;  Answer,  The  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  15, 1794. 

Kaval  Defence,  Question,  The  Earl  of  Dun- 
raven  ;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister  Jfar  7, 
1109  ;  Question,  Mr.  Watt  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  11,  1385  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Duff;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  11,  1378 

.  Increase     of     Expenditure,  '  Question,     Mr. 

Labouchere  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  Mar  12, 1501 
Naval  \Expenditure  —  Ships  for  the  AuMtra' 

lian  Colonies,  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  ; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  AdmiraltT 

Mar  12.  1567 
Ordnance — Guns,    Question,    Mr.    Hanbory; 

Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 

il/ar7,  1121 
Personnel  —  John    Laverty  —  Arrest   as   a 

Deserter,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answer, 

The  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  1,  704 
Proposed  Increase  of  the  Navy,  Question,  Mr. 

Childers ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 

Admiralty  Mar  8,  1290 
Royal  Naval  Reserve  Battery  at  Wick,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 

of  the  Admiralty  Mar  12,  1501 

Ships  —  H, M.S.  **NiU,*'  Questions.  Mr. 
Hanbury  ;  Answers.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  Mar  1,  705  ;  —  H.M,8, 
*' Sultan,"  Question,  Lord  Charles  Beres- 
ford ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty Mar  8,  1299 ;  Question,  Lord 
Colville  of  Culross  ;  Answer,  Lord  Eiphin- 
stone Mar  14,  1618  ;  Questions,  Lord  C. 
Beresford.  Colonel  Nolan ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  theAdmiralty  Mar  14, 1668; 
Question,  Sir  J.  Swinburne  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  Mar  11,  1402 

77/t'  Xaval  Programme,  Question,  Mr.  Chil- 
dern  ;  Answer,  The  First  jord  of  the 
Admiralty  Mar  14,  1640 


Nayt — eont. 

Effective  Ships  of  War 

Returns  ordered,   showing   number,   tonnage , 
and  oost  of  Eflfeotive  Ships  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  Mar  15,  1810 

Guns  and  Ordnance  Stores,  Responsibility  for — 
Employment  of  Private  Firms 

Amend t.   on    Committee  of  Supply  Mar  14^ 
1672 

Neville,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool,  Exchange 
Army — Auxiliary  Forces— The    Volunteers — 
London  Brigades  and  the  Easter  Review^ 
571 
Customs— Liverpool  Board,  1274 

Officers  of  Customs  at  Liverpool,  577 

Nolan,  Oolonel  J.  P.,  Galway^  N. 

Army — Ordnance — Guns— Palliser  Guns,  1134 
Navy — Guns  and   Ordnanoe    Stores   for   the 
Naval  Service,  1684 
Ships— H.M.S.  "  SulUn,"  1668 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  95 
Supply — Army  Estimates,  1455,  1471 

Supplementary    Estimates,    1218,    1226^ 
1229 

Nonconformist  Marriages  (Begistrars^ 
Attendance)  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22,  136        [BiU  74] 

N^orth  British  Railway  BiU  {hy  Order) 
Read  2®  Mar  12  ;  Debate  on  Motion  to  hear 
Petitioners  by  Counsel,  Ac,  1491 

Oaths  Act — Affirmation  hy  Jurymen 
Question,  Mr.    Bradlaugh;  AnfW«r,   The  At- 
torney General  Feb  25,  864 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  8. 

Ireland — Eviction  of  Caretakers,  1018 
Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Oharget 

and  Allegations)— The  Special  Commission, 

597»960,  1136,  1892.  1799 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.,  Monaghan,  N. 

Customs— Canadian  Applet,  1126 
Ireland — Irish     Land     Oommisnon— Jadicial 
Rents    —     Land      Sob-Commission      at- 
Carrickmacross,   Co.    Monaghan— Shirley 
EsUte,  841 

Poft    Office  —  Aghaboy,    Co.    Monaghan 
(Sub*Postmastersbip  of),  1185 
Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 
— Eloyal  Irish  ConsUbalary,  1395  ;— The 
Prisoner  Nally,  1137 
Parliament— Qoeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  315 
The  Member  for  Rochester,  1510 

O'Brien,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Tipperary,  N, 
Ireland— Land  Tithe  Rent  Charge,  1658 

Occupiers  Disqualification  Bemoval  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22,  183        [BUI  52] 


000       PAR 


(yOoHVOB,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary  S. 
Inland— ^Landlord  and   Tenant  —  Ponsonbj 
Eiteto,  1954 

FarUamtni— Commons — Members  of  Parlia- 
mtnt  (Cbarges  and  Allegations)  —  The 
Spacial  Oommission  —  Royal  Irish  Con- 
■UMarj,  1895 

PkrUameBt  —  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 
Aaawn*  to,  151 

(Ireland)  Bill,  2R.  1552, 1569 
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O'OonoB,  Mr. T.  P.,  Ziverpooly  Scotland 
Irahad — Colonel  Saanderson  and  Home  Role, 
578,  579 

Reaident  Magistrates  ~  Mr.  Ceoil    Roche, 

R.M.,  601 
Pkiiiament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 

and  Allegations)— The  Special  Commis- 

■ion,  594 
Morning  Sittings— Suppljr,  1307 
Kew  Writ  (Lambeth,  Kennington]  988 
Qnoen's  Speech,  Address    in   Answer  to, 

895,  432,  664 


O'DoHSRTT,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Donegal^  K. 
Parliament — Queen's    '^Speech,     Address 
Answer  to,  775 


in 


QBee  under   the  Crown  (Vacating  of 
Seats)  Bill 

•.Ordered;  rea<I  l«*  Mir  12.  1510       [Bill  154] 

Offleial  Secrets  Bill 

*.  OffdOTod  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  35, 269       ;[Bill  97] 

Ofieial  Seer^fs  lUIt 
Qneiiion,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Attomej 
General  Fib  25,  269 

O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan^  E. 

Parliament— Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations)— The  Special  Commis- 
sion—Death of  Dr.  Maguire,  487 
Queen's   Speech,  Address  in    Answer  to 
666,  667,  668 

O'Kbeffe,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Limerick  City 

Foreign    Affairs — The    Argentine    Repablio, 

Emigration  to,  581 
Ireland— Criminal  Law  and  Procedare(Ireland) 

Act— Prosecutions,  836,  1140 
Grand  Juries,  1141 

Oldrotd,  Mr.  Mark,  Dcwihury 

Parliament—  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  498 

Outlawries  Bill 

Readl«*/V6  21,80 

Parish  Vestries  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  32, 138        [BUI  86] 


Mbbtino  of  thb  Parliament  Feb  21 

The  Session  of  Parliament  opened  by  Com- 
mission 

Roll  of  the  Lords — Delivered 

delivered  by  The  Lord  Cuavcellor,  2 

The  Queen's  Speech  having  been  reported  by 
The  Lord  Chancellor  ;  An  Address  to  Her 
Majesty  thereon  moved  by  The  Earl  of 
Londbsborough  (the  Motion  being  seconded 
by  Lord  Pknrhtn)  Feb  21,  6  ;  Address 
agreed  to,  nemine  dissentiente 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to   the   Addrbs» 
reported  Feb  25,  225 

Chairman  of  Committees  —  The  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandos  appointed,  nemine 
dUtentietUe,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Com- 
mittees of  this  House  for  this  Session  Feb 
21,31 

Committee  for  PriviUcfes— appointed  Feb  21,  31 

Sub-Committee  for  the  Journals — appointed 
Feb  21,  31 

Appeal  Commt</d«— appointed  Feb  21,  31 

Ofiee  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office 
of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod — 
Select  Committee  appointed  Feb  28,  564 

Standing  Orders  Committee — Appointed  ifar  1, 

692 
Committee  of  Selection— hjipolnied  Feb  28,  564 

Private  £t7Z«~Sessional  General  Orders  Mar 
13,  945 

Businesn  of  the  ITouee'~ Standing  Orders — 
Report    of    Select    Committee    considered 
Feb  25,    236  ;    considered  in    Committee 
Mat  15,  1746 

Mar  Peerage 

Election  of  the  Earl  of  Lauderdale  v.  The  Earl 
of  Mar— Protest  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  Feb  22, 
109 

Reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  Question,  Ob- 
senrations.  The  Earl  of  Camarron,  Earl 
Cowper,  The  Earl  of  Dunraren,  Lord  Stan- 
ley of  Alderley,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury, 
The  Earl  of  Rosebery,  The  Marquess  of 
Bath  Feb  28,  551 

PrivaU  mile -Standing  Order  No.  128  {Pay- 
ment of  Interest  out  of  Capital),  Obsenra- 
tions,  Earl  Beauchamp,  The  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandos  Mar  14,  1618 

Railwaye  (Private  Bill)  Legislation,  Question,. 
Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler ;  Answer,  The  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  Feb  28,  574 


R$pr$9cntative  Peer  for  Scotland  ( Ccrti-^ 

ficate) 
FJo  21— The    Lord    Clarina  v  The  Earl  ot 
Lncan  deceased  Mar  \i.  Earl  of 
Lucan 
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Mepresentaiivs   Pier  for  Scotland  {Cerii- 
eate) 
Feb  21— Tb«  Earl  ofLanderdale  v.  The  Earl  of 
Mar  and  Kellio 

2few  Peer 

Feb  31— The  Right  Honourable  Frederiek 
Temple,  Earl  of  Dufferin,  G.C.B., 
K.P..  G.C.S.I.,        O.O.M.6., 

G.M. I.E.,  created  Earl  of  Ava.  in 
the  ProTince  of  Burma,  and  Mar- 
qaess  of  Dufferin  and  Ava,  in  the 
Count  J  of  Down  and  in  Burma 

JSat  Pint 

/*«»6  21— Gilbert  Henrj  Lord  Willoughby  de 
Eresby,  after  the  death  of  his 
mother,  in  whose  favour  Her 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  terminate 
the  abeyance  of  the  Peeraee  conse- 
quent on  the  death  of  Alberio  Lord 
Willoughby  de  Eresby  without 
male  heirs  in  1870 

Mar  1 — The  Marquess  of  Winchester,  after  the 
death  of  his  father 

COMMONS— 

Privileges — Committee  appointed  to  be  ordered 
Feb'2\,S6 

Parliumeniary  Paptrt — Dietribuii&n — Nomina- 
tion of  Select  Committee  Feb  22,  224 

Sdeciion^  Committee  appointed  F«6  22,  116 

Standing  Ordert,  Select  Committee  nominated 
Feb  22,  116;  addition  to  the  Committee 
J/ar  11,  1361 

PubUe  AeeounUf  Comaittee  nominated  Mar  7, 
1164 

Kitchen  and  Refreehmmt  Roomt  (House  of 
Commons),  Select  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  Feb  26,  480 

fttt  iWaje0ts'0  IHoftt  ffiracfous  Speedy 

The  Q,ueen*B  Speech  haying  been  reported  by 
Mr.  Spiakir  ;  An  humble  Address  thereon 
moTed  by  Mr.  W.  H.  Shaw-Stiwakt  (the 
Motion  being  seconded  by  Sir  J.  C.  Colomb) 
Feb  21,  36;  Debate  adjourned;  resumed 
Feb  22 f  140;  further  adjourned;  resumed 
Feb  25, 270  ;  Amendment  {Mr.  John  MorUy) 
289  ;  Debate  adjourned ;  resumed  Feb  26, 
380  ;  further  adjourned ;  resumed  Feb  27, 
402 ;  adjourned  ;  resumed  Feb  28,  60S ; 
adjourned  ;  resumed  Mar  '. ,  720  ;  Difision 
on  Mr.  Morley's  Amendt.;  debate  adjourned; 
resumed  Mar  851 ;  Amendt.  proposed  (Jlr. 
Caldwell)  \  Amendment  proposed  to  that 
Amendt.  {Mr,  Anderson)  ;  latter  Amendt. 
withdrawn  ;  Diyision  on  Mr.  Caldwell's 
Amendt. !  debate  adjourned ;  resumed  Mar  6, 
993 :  Amendt.  proposed  {Mr,  PickersgiU)  ; 
Division  on  Mr.  Pickersgill's  Amendt. ; 
Amendt.  proposed  {Mr,  Cunninghams  Ora- 
ham) ;  debate  adjourned ;  resumed  Mar  6, 
1061:  Motion,  "'J hat  the  Question  be  now 
put'*  (Jifr  W.  H,  Smith);  Division  upon 
that  Motion;  Division  upon  Mr.  Cunning- 
hame  Graham's  Amendt. ;  Motion,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put"  {Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith ;  Division  upon  main  question 

Resolutions  to  give  precedence  to  order  for 
resuming  debate  on  Address  Feb  a6,  387  : 
Mar  5,  991  ;  Mar  6,  1061 

[oont. 


Pablumbitt — Couuove—eont, 

Ntfw  Writ— For  Lambeth  (Kennington  DiTi- 
sion),  r.  Mr.  Robert  Gent-Davis,  ChUtern 
Hundreds  Mar  5,  978 

Fdiee  and  Sanitary  Regulaiiont  Oommiiiu 
sppointtd  Feb  26,  371 

Privaie  Bill  Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  H.  H« 
Fowler;  Answer,  The  President  of  tho 
Board  of  Trade  Feb  28,  574;  Questions, 
Mr.  Craig  Sellar ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  Feb  28,  591 

Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  Souse 
Ash  Wednesday,  Debate  and  Division,  Mar  5 
090 

Twelve  o'Cloek  RuU,  Question,  Mr.  Laboa- 
ehere ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury Mar  15,  1811;  Standing  Order, 
Saemption  from,  Division,  1672 

Morning  Sittings  till  Easter,  Debato  and 
Division  Jfar  8,  1294 

Orders  of  the  Day 

Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Mar  15,  1876;  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  :  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury  3far  15,  1812  ;  Qnestioni, 
Mr.  A.  Elliot,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  R.  T. 
Reid,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Dr.  Clark  :  Answers, 
The  SecreUry  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
Mrtment  Mar  6,  1102:  Questions,  Sir 
William  Harcoart,  Mr.  U.  H.  Fouler,  Sir 
Groorge  Campbell.  Mr.  Duff,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healey,  Lord  C.  Beresford,  Sir  J.  Puleeton, 
Sir  W.  Barttelot ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury;  Obserratioos,  Sir  William 
Haroourt,  Mr.  Labouchere  Mar  7,  1160  ; 
Questions,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir 
R.  N.  Fowler,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Dr.  Tanner ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  TreasuryJfar 
83, 1614 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  H.  H. 
Fowler,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Hunter,  Mr. 
Labouchere ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury Mar  14,  1669 

Insufficient  Notice  of  Efeetive  Supply — 
Queetion,  Dr.  Cameron :  Answer.  The 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury — The 
Speaker's  Ruling  Mar  8,  1289 

Joumaie  of  the  Souse — Motion  to  expung* 
from  the  Journals  Resolution  of  the  22nd 
day  of  June,  1880  {Mr.  Bradlaugh)  Mar  8, 
1310 

Provisional  Orders — Appointment  of  Select 
Committee,  Mar  7, 1114 

MEMBERS 

Letters  to  Members,  Question,  Mr.  Atkinson  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar  5, 
952 

Imprisonment  of  Members),  Mr.  E.  Harring- 
ton, Mr.  John  Finuoane,  Mr.  William 
O'Brien ;  Letters  received  by  Mr.  Speaker 
Feb  21,  32  ; 

Mr.  E,  Harrington^  Mr,  W.  O'Brien,  Mr. 
Carew,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Morley  ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secretary  Feb  26.  382  ; 

Mr,  B,  Harrington — Observations.  Sir  George 
Trevelyan,  Mr.  W.  A.  Hunter  Feb  22.  217 
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P  AiUAinm^CoiiiiONi — Memher»-'-cont . 
7)r.  Tanner^  Latter  reoeived  by  Mr.  Speaker 
Jiar  4. 893 ; 

Mr.  Cmrtw,  QueitioDi,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr. 
Claney;  Aniwerf.  The  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
Feb  25,  268 ; 

Mr.  W.  0*Bri€n,  Copy  ordered  "Of  Dr. 
O'Farrell'B  Report  as  to  William  O'Brien*' 
{Mr.  Arthur  Balfour)  ;  Copy  presented ;  to 
Iw  laid  on  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed 
[No.  401 

Member  for  Roeheiter,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
O'Brien, Mr.  Theobald  ;  Answers,  The  First 
T^ord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  12,  1510 

Double  Returns^  Kesolutions  Feb  21,  34 

Corrupt  Praetieea,  FaUe  Evidence y  ^c—Reso- 

lotioni  Fed.  21,34,  35 
MelTopoiUan  Po/t>0— ProTision  of  Free  Passage 

of  Members  to  and  from  the  House,  Feb  21, 

95 

Xewa  Telegrame  and  Xewspapen,  Questions, 
Mr.  M'Carian,  Mr.  Hunter;  Answers,  The 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  Mar  7,  1150 

JV7ii7  fTrtts 

During  Seceti :  Lanarkshire  (Goyan  DiTision), 
V.  Sir  William  Fearce,  Bart.,  de- 
ceased;  Perthshire  (Eastern  DItI- 
sion),  V.  Robert  Stewart  Meniies, 
esquire,  deceased 

Fib  23 — For  Burnley,  v.  J.  Slagg,  esquire, 
Chiltern  Ilundreds 

Feb  ^5^For  South  West  Riding  of  the  County 
of  York  (Barnsley  Division),  v, 
Courtney  Stanhope  Kenny,  esquire. 
Manor  of  Northstead 

Mar  5^For  Lambeth,  Kennington 

Mar  12 — For  South- Kast  Lancashire  (Gorton 
hivision),  in  the  room  of  Richard 
Peacock,  esquire,  deceased 

New  Members  Sworn 

Feb  21— Sir    Horace  Davey,    Knight,    Q.C., 

Stockton 
Feb  22 — John  Wilson,  esquire,  Lanark  (Govan 

Diyision) 
Feb    25— Sir   John    George    Smith    Kinloch, 

baronet,  Perthshire  (Eastern  Divi- 

iion 
Feb   28— Jabei     Spencer     Balfour,    esquire, 

Burnley 

PRIVILEOE 

Criminal  Laic  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
IS97 ^Arreit  0/ Members 

Imprfeonment  of  a  Member  {Mr.  J,  L.  Carcw), 
Letter  received  by  Mr  Speaker  Feb  22,   116 

ImprieonmeHt  of  Member  {Mr.  Careir),  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Parncll,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer, 
The  Chief  Secreury  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
B.illbur)  Feb  26,  378 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell,  .Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Shcehy  ; 
Answers,  the  Chief  SecreUry  Feb  26,  378  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Clancy  ;  Answer,  The 
Solicitor  General  lor  Ireland  Feb  27,  548 

Lobhif — Admiteion  of  Strangers  to.  Question, 
Mr.  Seiton  :  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  25, 
'Jtt8;  Questions,    Mr.    S«-xton    Mr.  T.    M. 

V  Mi  CCCXXXIII.  [thirp series]  Uont. 


Parliambnt — Commons — Privilege— eoni. 

Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  Feb  26,  387 ; 
Question  Mr.  P.  M' Donald  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment Mar  4,  850:  Questions,  Mr.  W.  A. 
MacDonald;  Answers,  The  .Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Homo  Department  Mar  5,  063 

Members  of  Parliament  {Charges  and  Al- 
legations)—  The  Special  Commission 
Expenses  of  Commission — Qiipstion,  Mr.  J.  E. 
Ellis  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
tho   Home  Department  Feb  22,  125 

Miscellaneous — Questions,  Mi*.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Conybeare, 
Sir  W.  Ilarcourt :  Answers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  tho  Home  Department,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  Feb  26,  484  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Forrest  Kulton,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Ilealy,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Chance  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, The  Chief  Secretary,  Feb  25,  484; 
Questions,  Mr.  Sexton.  Mr.  BrA<ilaugh,  Mr. 
0'Hanlon,Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Dr.  Comminn ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department. The  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  Feb  27, 
485;  Questions,  Mr.T.M.  Healy,Mr.  Sexton, 
Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Conybeare:  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  Department, 
The  Solicitor  General  Feb  27,  5 in;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Labouehero,  Mr.  Mao  Neill,  Mr. 
Chance  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Feb 
28,582;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy.  Mr. 
J.  F.  X.  O'Brien  ;  Answers,  The  Home 
SecreUry,  Tho  Chief  Secretary  Feb  28,  58n  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Kliis,  Mr.  C.  Hrad- 
laugh,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Convbeare,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  P.  A.  Chance,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy,  Mr.  Labouchere.  .Mr.  J.  W. 
Philipps  ;  Answers,  The  First  l.ord  of  the 
Treasury,  The  Attorney  General,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Feb28,5d2;  Questions.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy. 
Mr.  M'Cartan,  Sir  W.  Ilarcourt,  Mr.  A.  B. 
Winterbotham,  Mr.  Sexton,  ^Ir.  H. 
Labouchere,  Mr.  II.  P.  Cobb,  Mr.  J.  C. 
Flynn ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  The  Chief  Secretary,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  The  Attorney 
General,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
J/(ir  1,  710  to7l7  ;  Question,  Mr.  Brunncr; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
Mar  1,  710  ;  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  Mur  4,  820  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
M'Cartan,  Mr-  Dillon,  .Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment J/'ir  4,  837  ;  Quentions,  Mr.  J.  U. 
Cox,  Mr.  S(>xton  ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  M'tr  4,840;  (jui'Stions,  Mr.  Cobb, 
Mr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  .1.  Morley,  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  J.  F.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  vV.  Kedmond  ;  Aniiwers,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  l)epartment.  The 
Chief  Secretary  .Mar  5,  957 ;  Quebtions, 
Mr.  M»Cartan.'  .Mr.  Dillon,  Sir  W.  liir- 
court,  Mr.  .Sexton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Kussell  ; 
Answers.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
Mar  5,  9C6 :    Questions,  Mr.   Conjbeare ; 
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Parliamikt — CoKUovB'^ Membert  of  Parliament 
{Chargtt  and  Allegations)  —  The  Special 
Commission — oont . 

Aniweri,  Tht  Chief  Seorttarj  Mar  5,  07 1  ; 
Questions,  Sir  Willium  Huroourt,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Clunojr ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  JIf<rr  5,  072;  Question,  Mr.  Lalor, 
Answer,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  7, 1 125  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  R.  Cox,  Mr.  Labouohere, 
Mr.  Seston  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Seoretarj 
Marl,  1132;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Seiton,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien.  Mr.  T.  M. 
HealjT,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Sir  William  Ilar- 
oourt,  Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Labouohere  ; 
Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Marl,  1136;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy, 
Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary, The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  Mar  7,  1144;  Questions,  Mr. 
M*CarUn,  Sir  William  Harcourt,  Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  Mar  7, 1 100  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Summers,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy; 
Answers, The  Attorney  General  Marl,  1156; 
Question,  Mr.  brunner  [no  answer]  Mar  7, 
1138;  Questions,  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy,  Mr.  Sexton,  >Ir.  M*CarUn,  Sir  W. 
Harcourt,  Mr.  Cobb,  Mr.  Lalor ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  8, 
1278 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Sexton ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  11, 
1371 ;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  John  O'Connor,  Mr. 
P.  O'Brien,  Sir  W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  W. 
Redmond;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary 
Mar  11, 1302 ;  Questions,  Mr.  John  Morley  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  Mar  12, 1305  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Biggar  [no  answer]  ifar  13, 
1616;  Questions,  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry  Mar  14, 
1654;  Questions,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Labouohere,  Mr.  Cobb,  Sir 
W.  Harcourt,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Mao  Neill ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  SecreUry,  The  Secre- 
tary ot  State  for  the  Home  Department 
Mar  15,  1700 

Printing  DebaUi,  New  CwUractfor,  108 

Printing  of  Votst  and  Prooeedingt,  Order  for, 
Feb  21,  35 

Parliamentary  Elections  Bill 

0.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Fob  27,  544      [Bill  131] 

Parliamentary  Elections  (Meetings  in 
Schools)  BiU 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22,  130        [Bill  34] 

Parliamentary    Elections     (Beturning 
Officers'  Expenses)  Bill 

#.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  Feb  22,  133        [Bill  55] 

Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22,  127        [Bill  10] 


Parliamentary  Franchise  (Extension  to 
Women)  (No- 2)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  Feb  26,  481       [Bill  130] 

Parliamentary  Voters  (Ireland)  Bill 

0.  Ordered  ;  read  1*"*  Feb  25,368      [Bill  112] 

Parliamentary  Voters  Registration  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""*  Feb  22,  134       [Bill  50] 

Pahnell,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Cork 

Ireland — Criminal   Law  and   Procedore   Act 
(1887)— Qnestiona 
Impriaonment  of  a  Member,  212 
Parliament— Queen'i  Speech,  Addreu  in  An* 
swer  to,  801,  807 

Parochial  Boards  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Mar  6. 1102    [Bill  140] 

Partnership  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  i^ad  1«  •  Mar  8, 1300      [Bill  151] 

Pease,  Mr.  A.  E.,  York 

Foreign  AflGun—Arab  Sla?e  Traden,  717 

Pease,  Sir  J.   W.,    Durham,    Barnard 

CastU . 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addraa  In  An- 
swer to,  507,  511,  SIS 

Peel,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (too  8pkakeb» 
The) 


Pewehtn,  Lord 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech* 
swer  to.  10 


in  An* 


Personal  Property  Szemptian  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  i^  97, 545      [BUI  1S6] 

Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment  BiU 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  if«r  1,  719       [BUI  1 48] 

Phiufps,  Mr.,  Lanark,  Mid 
Colonies— The  Govemor  of  Goenieey,  575 
Parliament— Members  of  ParllamoBt  (Charges 

and  Allegations)— The  Speelal  ConmuAoa 

—Mr.  Houston,  507 

PiOKEB8«iLL,  W.,  BMnai  Oram^  8,  W. 
Bahama   Islands— Senunee   of  Flefftnp  for 
Contempt  of  Court— The  Chief  JeiCiee  of 
the  Bahamas.  58S,  709.  1811 
CiTil   EsUhllshments,  Royal  CosBbdoo  oa, 

1157 
Law  and  Justioe  and  Poliee  —  Wiaebester 
Assises— Bailing  a  PriMiiier.  14t5 
Conduct  of  Poliee.  598 
MetropoliUn     Board    of     Worke— BUekwsll 
Tunnel,  leeo,  1810 
Pensions  to  Officers,  1859 
Resignations  and  Pensions.  1S86 
Navy— Dockyards— Sheemess,  1688 

[eeaf. 
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'•»»— Boftrdi  of  Onardiani— Proieoution 
of  PMvntt  for  Neg Icet  of  Children,  587 

Lb4 J  iBtpMtATt.  119 

PttUuMBt— Qnoen'i  SpMch,  Addreu  in  An- 

■WW  to.  485,  999 
Sapfl/^NftTy  Eitimaus,  1731,  1733 
Waj»  and    Moans— Inland    RoTonue — Excise 
---Sallinf    lotoxioanU    withoot    a  Licence. 

PicrroVf  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leie$»t$r 

kinm  (Woet  Coatt)^Sierra  Leone—Gabamo 

Gombo,  1274 
Anny — Medical    Departments  —  Contracts  — 

Sargioal  Dressings.  585 
E^Boaftion^ETening    Continuation     Schools. 

18M.  1897 
TnilAad — Colonel  Saanderson  and  Home  Rule. 

MO 
Navml  Dtfenoe.  1910 
PtaiiamMit— The  Queen's  Speech,  Address  in 

Aaaww  to,  160.  175,  1046 
Sagar  Boanties  Bill,  976 
Sapplf— Army  Estimates,  1444, 1517,  1547 
Kavy  Estimates,  1785 

Piin  ud  Harbours  (Iroland)  BiU  j 

«.  OrdOTad ;  laad  1«»  Feb  32,  131       [Bill  38] 
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Police  Disabilities  Removal  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Feb  22,  130       [Bill  82] 


r,  Mr.  J.,  Oaltoay 
Iialaad — Irish  Land  Commission — Sub-Com- 
missioners—Land  Sub-Commission  Court — 
Dowapstrick^Mr.  M'EWaine.l  127;— Grand 
Juries — Cesspayers,  1382:— Post  Office — 
Telegraphs — Submarine  Cable  Company. 
1375 

nacM  of  Worship  Sites  Bill 

#.  Ordered  ;  read  !*»•  Feb  25,  367     [Bill  102] 

Platfaib,    Bight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 
JMk,  8. 

ETaaing  Coatiaaation  Schools,  1861 
Parllameat— Qaeen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 

awarto,  189 
ilagar  Boanties,  267  :— Official  Returns,  827 

PLOWDsr,  SipW.  0.,  Woh&rhampton,  W. 
Gnas  aad  Ordnance  Stores  for  the  NaTal  Ser- 
Tiaa— Debate,  1694 


Pltokxt,  Right    Hon.  D.  R.  (First 
Oommisaioner  of  Works),   Dublin 
Vnitiniiy 
AaeioBt  Moaamente  Aot— Tfao  North  Roman 

Wall.  947 
HanpCoa  Coart  Gardens— Richard  IloUaad's 

Paasioa.  1144 
Law  aad  Jnstiee— The  New  Taw  Courts,  254 
Metropoliten  Polioe— Cells  at  Hammersmith 

Poliaa  Coart,  1388 
Parliament—  News  Telegrams  aad  Newspapers 

Tor  Members.  1150 
Seotland— Oarablane    Cathedral    Restoration, 
1652 


Police  (Metropolis)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  \**  Feb  22,  136      [Bill  78J 

Police —  Metrapolin  —  {Procedure)  —  See 
Metropolis  {Police) 

Political    Offices    Pension    Act    (1869) 
Repeal  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  Feb  22,  136         [Bill  77] 

PooB  Law  (England  and  Wales) 

Boards  of  Ouardiane — ProeeenHon  of  PuretUi 
for  Xegleei  of  Children,  Qaeition.  Mr. 
Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  Feb  28,  587  ;<-<5f. 
Panerai,  Question,  Mr.  Webster;'  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  GoTsrnmenc 
Bosrd  ^[ar  11,  1371 

Cruelty  to  Pauper  Children,  Qaestion,  Mr 
Bradlaugh ;  Answer,  The  Preiiident  of  the 
Local  Uorernment  Board  Mar  1,  607 

Lady   Inspectors,   Question,  Mr.   IMckersgill 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govem- 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Feb  22,  1 19 

Poor  Law  Belief — Select  Committee  on,  Ques- 
tions, ObserTations,  The  £arl  of  Strafford, 
Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  The  Karl  of  Aber* 
deen  Mar  4,  817 

Poor  Bate  (Metropolis)  Bill 

«.  Ordered  :  read,  1»  •  Feb  22,  129       [Bill  23] 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 
Bill 

6.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Jfar  8,  1309    [Bill  152] 

Post  Office  (England  and  Wales) 

Contracts  "Stationery,  Questions,  Mr.  llenni- 
ker  ileaton,  Mr.  llanbur y ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  28,  569 

Fatal  Accident  eatued  by  Mail  Bays,  Oiuestion^ 
Mr.  Esslemont;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  4,  829 

Mail  Carl  Service  [London)— Lamps,  Ques- 
tion* Mr.  Ca?endish  Bentinck  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Postmaster  General  Mar  5,  962 

OJlcials,  Question,  Mr.  llenniker  Ileaton  ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar  1» 
694 

Postage  of  Printed  Circulars,  Questions.  Dr 
Clark,  Mr.  liobhouse.  Sir  B.  Birkbeek ; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar  4. 
832 

Postal    Union    Conoewtien— Postal    Chmrpes^ 
Question,   Mr.  llenniker  Ileaton  ;  Answer^ 
The  Postmaster  General  Mar  15,  1786 
BaieSf  Question,  Mr.   llenniker  Heaton ;  An- 
swer, The  I'ostmaster  General  Mmt  4,  824 

Letters  to  Members  of  Parliament,  Question,. 

Mr.    Atkinson;    Answer,  The  Postmaster 

General  Mar  5,  952 
Letters  to  Zansibar,  Question,  Mr.  John  TaU 

hot;    Antwer,    The    Postmaster    GenemL 

Mar  15,  1790 
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Post  Offiob  {EnpUnd  and  IFo/ltti)— ooDt. 

Fotta^e  to  India  of  Engliih  Newtpapert  fntm 
France,  Questions,  Mr.  Iltnoiker  Heaton  ; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  Feb  2i, 
570  :  Mar  6,  036 

Auttraiian  Mails,  Question,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  14,  1660 ;— /2a/#f,  Questions,  Sir  G. 
Campbell ;  Replj,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  14,  164A;  Question,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
MarS,  1287 

Uevuy  Orders— Free  Money  Orderafor  Inland 
Revenue t  Question,  Sir  J.  Colomb  ;  Answer, 
The  Ghanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  Mar  12, 
1509  ; — Colanialy  Questions,  Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  11, 1361  ;— Telsffraphie  Money  Orders, 
Qoeition,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton :  Answer, 
The  Postmaster  General  Mar  5,  055 

Fost  Ofiees— Belfast,  Waring  Street,  Ques- 
tions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  The  Post- 
master General  F^  26,  378  ;  Mar  4,  830  ; 
^Stovamarket,  Question,  Mr.  Conjrbeare ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Feb  28, 
571 

Insurance  and  Annuity,  Question ,  Mr. 
Hubbard  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Jirflr7. 1117 

iV#io  Regulations,  Questions,  Mr.  Howell ; 
Answers,  The  Postmaster  General  Feb  26, 
376 

Fostmatterships  —  Bamford,  Question,  Mr. 
Hojle  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  15,  1807 

Savinge  Banks  Department — Drade  Societies 
and  Branches  of  Trade  Onions,  Question, 
Mr.  Howell ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Feb  28, 668 

TeUgrapht — Cable  Communication  with  the 
Continent,  Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler ; 
Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  Mar  4, 
848  i—Director  General  of.  Question,  Mr. 
Donal  Su11i?an  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secre- 
tSLTj  of  SUte  for  India  Mar  1 1,  1375  \—lron 
and  Capper  Wires,  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Gardner  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
Mar  7,  1153  ; — Sidmiarine  Cable  Company, 
Question,  Mr.  Pinkerton  :  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  Mar  11,  1375;— 7V^- 
graphie  Money  Ordere,  Question,  Mr.  Hen- 
niker Heaton  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  Mar  5,  055 


Price,  Captain  Q.  E.,  Devonport 

Naval  Defenee,  1182,  1207 
Supplj— Narj  Estimates,  1720 

Pbime  MnnsTER  {see  Salisbuby,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Prisoners  (Ireland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo*  Feb  22,  126         [Bill  2] 
MoTed,   *'That   the   Bill   be   now    read    2«*' 

Maris,  1561 
Amendt.  mored  ;  Division  taken  ;  Debate  ad- 
journed, 1613 

PRr80N8(  England  andWalb8)(  Questions) 
Chaplains  and  Surgeons — Salaries,  Qaettion, 
Mr.  Craig  Sellar;  Answer,  Tkie  Secretary 
to  the  Trensurj  Mar  11,  1372 
Dover   Convict  Prison,  Question,  Mr.  H.  U. 
Fowler:    Answer,   The  Under  Seoretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  Mar  14, 
1657 
Treatment  of  Miehaei  Dewttt  m  the  Convict 
Prisons,  Question,  Mr.  Blundell  Maple,  Mr. 
De   Lisle  :  Answer,  The  Seoretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department ;   Observations, 
Sir  William  Haroourt  Mar  8,  1263 

Private  Bill  Commissioners  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  12  1510   [Bill  153] 

PaoYAiO),   Mr.  A.  D.,    Okugow,  Black- 

friars,  Sec, 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Addreei  in  An- 
swer to,  910,  922 

Public  Honses  (Hours  of  Closing)  (Scot- 
land) Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Mar  6,  1 102    [BiU  148] 

Public  Libraries  Act  (1885)  Amendment 
BUI 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*»»  Feb  22,  137        [Bill  82] 

PuhUe  Meetings  (  Metropolis) — see  Metro- 
potis 

Public  Petitions 
Select  Committee  nominated  FA  27.  544 


Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Education  •Evening    Continuation     Sohools, 

1866 
Housing  of  the  Working  Classes  Act  (1885 )— 
Ezplanatorj  Memorandum,  1366 
£   Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  883 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.,  TTatcrford,  K 

Ireland — Law  and  Justioe— Petty  Sessions — 
Cappoquin,  1129,  1881 

PowBB,  Mr.  R.,  Waicrfwi 

Ireland— Factory    Ins^Uou    aX  H<%x«rtw^, 
1796 


Pnblic  Trnstee  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  25,  368      [Bill  1 1 1] 

PuLESTON,  Sir  T.  H.,  Devonport 

Parliament  (Commons) — Business  of  the  House 
and  Public  Business,  ]  168 

Ctnarries  Regnlation  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  26,  387    [BiU  117] 

Baikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
General),  Cambridge  University 

Post  OflBce  (England  and  Wales)— Australian 
H%vU^1287,  1645,  1660 
^^Vi\  K<ci!«iv^<«^\\«vMAd  by  Mail  Bags,  829 
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Raikis,  Rifht  IIoo.  U.  G. — e<mt. 

Letters  to  Members  of  Parliament,  952 

loiters  to  Zanzibar,  1790 

Mail  Cart  Service  (London) — Lamps,  962 

Money  Orders  (Colonial),  1362 

Postage  of  Letters  Abroad,  570 

Postage  of  Printed  Circulars,  832 

Postage  to  India  of  English  Newspapers 
from  France,  955 

Postal  Uoioo  Convention — Postal  Charges, 
1786 

Postmasterships  at  Bamford,  1807 

Pott  Office  Officials,  695 

Poet  OffloeS'Stowmarket,  571 

Rates,  824 

SaTings  Banks— Insurance  and  Annuity, 
1118;— New  Regulations,  376  ;— Trade 
Societies  and  Branches  of  Trades  Unions, 
568 

Telegraphs — Cable  Communication  with  the 
Continent,  848  ; — Iron  and  Copper  Wires, 
1153;  —  Submarine  Cable  Company, 
1375;— Telegraphic  Money  Orders,  956 
Poet  Office  (Ireland)  —  Aghaboy,  Co.  Monaghan 
(Sub'PostmaHtership  of),  1136 

Bel&st  (Waring  Street),  376,  839,  1362 

Leitrim— Additional  Accommodation,  1128 

Bailwats  (England  and  Wales) 

Bf^Lavot,  Question,  Mr.  Coghill ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  7, 
1127 

Exeeitive  Jlourt  of  Labourf  Questions,  Mr. 
Chsnning ;  Answers,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  II,  1628 

Fatal  Accidents  to  Platelayertt  Question,  Mr. 
Channing  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  Mar  12,  1496  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Channing:  Anxwer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  15,  1799 

North    Brit  it  fi    Uailway    Company  —  Xorih 

Moman  Wall,  Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ; 

Answer,  The  First  Commissioner   of  Works 

Mar  5,  947 
Private  IWlf,  Question,  Mr.   II.    II.   Fowler ; 

Answer,    The  President    of   the    Board   of 

TradeFef6  28,574 

Railway  and  Canal  Tnifie  Act, ISSSj  Additional 
StcUitticit  Question,  Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer* 
The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  5, 
949 

Rates f  Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Feb  26,  380  ;  Question,  Mr.  Ainslie ;  An- 
swer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Mar  4,  835  ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Watt ;  Answer, 
The  President  ot  the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  11, 
1385;  Question,  Mr.  Gray  ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ^Mar  1 4, 
1644  ; — Ratea  for  MerchandiMe,  Question,  Sir 
Bernhard  Samuelson  :  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael 
Ilioks  Beach)  Feb  22.  121 

Safety  Arrangemcnti,  Question,  Obserration, 
Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer,  The  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Mar  5,  948 

Shunieri — Danger  to.  Question,  Mr.  Kimber  ; 
Answer,  The  Prvsident  of  the  Ikmrd  of  Trade 
J/arl  1,1378  • 

I 


Basch,  Major  F.  0.,  Hasex,  8.E. 

County     Councils     (Sea  "Board)    and    Sea 

Fisheries,  1791 
Education — E?ening    Continuation     Schools 
1893 

Rathbone,    Mr.     W.,    Camarvonshiref 
Arfon 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  203, 766 
Salaries  of  Cabinet  Ministers,  1819,  1837 

Rating  of  Machinery  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  Feb  22,  128      [Bill  21] 

Eedmoxd,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Wexford,  N. 
Mr.  Carew,  prison  treatment  of,  600,  601 
Speech    by    Mr.    Brodrick    concerning    Mr. 
Parnell,  836 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh,  N. 
Ireland — 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act 
—  Arrest  and  Imprisonment  of  Dr. 
Tanner,  1158 

Prisons— Wexford — Rev.  Father  Clarke, 
1390 

Law  and  Justice — Criminal  Law— >Morpeth 
Shooting  Case  (Uardwick  and  Coleman), 
1159 

Parliament  —  Members  of  Parliament 
(Charges  and  Allegations) — The  Special 
Commission ;  Solicitor's  Visits  to  Pri- 
sons, 960  ;  Royal  Irish  Constabulary, 
1396  ;  Parliament— Now  Writ  (Lambeth, 
Kennington),  990 

Queen's    Speech,    Address  in  Answer  to, 
171,  174,339,815,  1011 
Southern  Pacific    Islands— Samoa — Reported 
Naval  Action,  1384 

Reed,  Sir  E.  J.  Cardiff 

Naval  Defence  (In  Committee),  1203,  1212 

Ebed,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Bradford,  E, 

Cotton     Weavers— Steaming     in      Weaving 
Sheds,  1399 

ReformatorieB  and  Industrial  Schools ,  1883 

{Royal  Commission) 
Question,  Lord  Norton  ;  Answer,  Earl  Brown- 
low  Feb  26,  369 

Registration  of  Clnbs  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22,  131        [Bill  37] 

Resristration  of  Voters  (Metropolis)  Bill 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  *  Feb.22, 132        [Bill  46] 

Reid,  Mr.  R.  T.y  Dumfries,  Sfc. 
Herring  Fishery  (Scotland)  Bill,  2a.  1333 
Parliament  —  Commons  —  Business   of  the 
House,  1103 
Morning  Sittings— Supply,  1297 
Queen's  Speech,   Address   in   Answtr  to» 
293,  533,  655,  65(t,  6)8 


BEL 


BIO 


{  INDBX } 


BOB 


BOU 


Bel^nlong  Frosecationi  Abolition  BUI 

e.  Ordered  ;  r^d  1*  •  Feb  S3,  ISe         [Bill  1] 

Bemoval  of  Wrecks  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

#.  Ordered ;  rMd  l*"*  Ftb  22, 1S6  [Bill  S] 

Bbndbl,  Mr.  Stuabt,  M<mtgom§ry9hire 
Parliament —Qaeen'i  Speech,  AddreM  io  An- 
^   iwer  te,  194 

Th4  Carrying  of,  Qiieitioo,  Mr.  W^oottoo 
Itaaceon;  Aniwer,  The  First  I^rd  of  the 
Treaaary  Afar  11,  1S9 

Sale  and  Uae  of,  QQeition,  Mr.  R.  W. 
Hanbarj  ;  Aniwer,  1  he  Seoretarj  of  State 
for  the  Home  Oepartmeut  Feb  28,  591; 
Qaeition,  ObMrTations,  The  Karl  of  Mill- 
town,  Lord  Fitifcrald;  Replj,  The  Paj- 
maiter  General  ifer  1,  668 

Bights  of  Way  (Scotland)  Bill 

4.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  Feb  9S,  1S6  [Bill  76] 

BrrOHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.  (FtesidenI 
of  the  Local  (jl^Qvernment  Board), 
Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Oearge^e 

Allotments  Aot,  ISST^Sanitarj  Aothoritiea, 

955 
Honsinf  of  the  Workinf  Claieea  Aot  (1885) 

— Biplanatory  Memorandum,  1366 

Local  GoTemment  (England  and  Wales) 
Aet,  1 888 
Oounty  Coaneils— Coantj  Goonoillors  ;— 
Govemmeat  Employes,  1798; — Clerfy- 
men  and  Minitters  of  Keligion,  1799  ; — 
Election  Refisters,  1647;— Farm  Ser« 
rants  ac  Voteri,  1889, 1550;— Hirhway 
Boards,  1642 

Liccnaing  Claosei— Licensing  Authorities. 
1142 

Local  Grants— Cessation,  575 
Local  Taxation  Account,  1286 
Provisional  Orders  for  Transferring  Powen 

under  Section  10,  572 
ProTisional  Orders,  Section  52,  1272 
Welsh    Version— Welsh   Language  at   the 
Welsh  Countj  Councils,  968 
Af  etropoliun  Board  of  Works — Blsokwall  Tun- 
nef,  1669,  18U8;— Increase  of  Salaries  and 
Gratuities,  846,  847  ;— Pensions  to  OflBcen, 
1660    . 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An. 
swer  to,  858,  860,  861.  862,  868,  865,  867, 
1085,  1087,  1088,  1089,  1090,  1091,  1092, 
1098 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) :— - 

Boards  of  Guardians— Prosecution  of 
ParenU  for  Neglect  of  Children,  587^— 
Cruelty  to  Pauper  Children,  697 ;— Ladj 
Inspectors,  12u ;— St.  Paticras,  1872 

BlOHMOKD  AND  Gk>BD0N,  Dliko  of 

Parliament — Lords— Standing  Orders— Report 
of  Select  Committee,  1766, 1767,  1768 


BoBBBTSON,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 
Grants  to  Members  of  the  Rojat  Pamilj,  125, 

584 
ParlUment— New    Writ    (Kennington)     978, 
984 
(peon's  Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to,  786 
Scotland- Municipal  Elections  (Corropt  Prao- 
tioes),  1804 

RoBBBTsoN,  Bight  Hon.  J.  P.  B.  (Lord 
Adyooate),  Bute, 

Herring  Fishery  (Sootland)  Bill,  2R.  1888 
*  Parliament — (Queen's  Speech,  Addroea  in  An* 
swer  to,  908,  918, 922.  929 
ScoUand— Burgh  Police  Bill,  254 

Ballot  Act ^  Election  of  a  Check- weighman, 
947.  948 

Cljde  Trust — PoUntion  of  Lochi  Long  and 
Ooil,  1792 

Criminal  Law — Mr  Donald  MaoRae  and 
others — Highland  Land  League,  1881  ^— 
Peter  Robertson,  1794; — Stomoway 
Trials,  1 148 ;— The  Case  of  Hector  MiM- 
kensie,  Connoted  of  Murder,  571 

Criminal  Procedure  (Scotland)  Act— Ph>- 
cedore  in  the  Outer  Hebridee,  1625 

Law  and  Justice  and  Police— Caatra/down 
Farm  Case,  842  ;— The  Case  of  Alexan- 
der Murray,  1796 ;— The  Sheriff  Depute 
of  Caithness.  1680  ;— City  of  Edinboifh— 
George  Walker,  947;— Police  Acting  aa 
Gamekeepers,  948 

Local  GovernmentBill.  264,  1129 

Municipal  Elections  (Corrupt  Praetioci), 
1804 

Salmon  Fisheries  (Sootland)  Bill,  125 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1245, 1248 

BoBnrsoK,  Mr.  B.,  Dudley 

Education  in  the  Black  Country,  1657 

BoBiKSOK,  Mr.  T.,  Ohueeefw 

Law  and  Justice— High  Court  of  Jaftiee  — 
EsUtes  in  Chancery,  1812 

Bod  Fishing  (Scotland)  Bill 

e.  Ordered   Feb  22, 186 

BoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  8, 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  AddroH  in  Aa« 
swer  to,  888 

BosooE,  Sir  H.  E.,  M^nehest§r^  8. 
Army   Education— Woolwich    Royal  Milituy 

Academy — Retised  Code  for  Enmlnatiea 

of  Candidates,  1648 
Education— Drawing  in  Schoola,  1262 

BosBBSBY,  Earl  of 
Parliament— Reform  of  the  House  of  LordSt 
560 
SUnding  Orders— Report  of  Beleet  Gem* 
mittee,  251, 1752,  1756 
Scotland — iiocal  Government  Bill,  1745 


BouHDy  Mr.  J., 
Supply- Amy 
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BowxJUTDS,  Mr.  J.,  Finthury^  B. 

UodoB  CMitral  (Subway)  Railway  Bill,  3R. 

1159 
M«lropolitaQ  Police— Report  of  Commiuionen 

Iw  1888,  847 
OflWal  Boeomentt—Mr.  H.  Evani,  1135 
Parliament— Qaeen't  Speech,  Addreaa  in  An- 
te, 872,  1031 


SowLAHDS,  Mr.  W.  Bowen,    Cardigan- 

Pariianient— Queen's  Speech,  Addreu  in  An. 
to,  307,  308 


B^jfoi  Famify,  Grand  to  Ifembers  of  the 
Qneation,  Mr.   E.   Roberttou ;  Answer,  The 
Vint  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Fib  33, 135 

Bojiltiei   and  Foreshore  Rights  (Ire- 
bod)  BiU 

«.  Ortovd;  read  1*  •  Mdr  15.  1819  [BUI  ISO] 

Bv88BLL|  Sir  Oharles,  Haehn$y^  8. 
Metropolis— Public  Moetings/rbames  Embank- 

■Mnt,  849, 981 
Pnrliainent---Queen's  Speech,  AddrcM  in  An> 

•WMTto,  1001,  1003,  1009,  1010 

BusiSLL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  8. 

Ancient  Monuments  Act — ^The  North  Roman 
Wall,  947 

ireland— Questions 

Crime  and  Outrage — Murder  of  District  In- 
spector Martin,  1503 

Emigration  from,  1379 

EvicUons,  1787 

Imprisonment  of  Members— Treatment  of 
Mr.  Carew,  379 

Imprisonment  of  Mr.  Dnnleary,  1503 

Irish  Land  Gommission— Fair  Rents  in 
Tyrone,  950 

Bute  of  Ireland— Boycotting  a  Bank,  1831 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment 
BiU,  3R.  1334,  1344,  1348, 1347 

i*arUament— Members  of  Parliament  fChargcc 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Ccmmis- 
•ion— The  Informer  OnlUnane,  988 
keen's   Speech,  Address  in  Answer  to, 
348,  e83,  864,  365,  668,  687,  888,889 
Prisoners'   (IreUnd)  BUI,  3R.   1568,   1569, 
1588 

St.  Albavs,  Duke  of 
Ireland — Local    CrOTcmment     Boards-  Cork 
Town  Council  and  Mr.  O'Brien,  1107 

Sale  of  Intoxicatiiig  Liqiiors  on  Simdaj 
Bill 

«,  Ordered  ;  read  1**  F#5  33, 138       [BUI  30] 

Sale  of  Intoncating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
do.  2}  Bill 


Salisbury,  Marquessof  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs^ 
Foreign  Aflkirs — Servia — The  Abdication    of 

King  Milan,  1106 
Lincoln,  Prosecution  of  the  Bishop  of,  114 
Navy — Naval  Defence,  1113 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  A  n- 
swer  to,  34 
Reform  of  the  House  of  Lords,  558 
Standing  Orders — Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, 345,  350,  1748,  1751, 1759,  1769, 
1779 

Salmon  FUheriee  {8eotUmd)  Sill 
Question,    Mr.    Alexander     Laing     Brown ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Ad¥Ocate(Mr.   J.   P.  B. 
Robertson)  F#i  33,  134 

Salvation  Army — Treatment  of  Memhere 

in  Prison 
Questions,       Mr.       Coghill,     Mr.      DUlon ; 
Answers,   The  Secretary  of  SUto  for  the 
Home  Department  Mar  5, 966 

Samuslson,  Sir  B.,  Oxfordehire,  Banhury 
Local   GoTcmment    Act— Section    58— Pro- 

▼isional  Orders,  1372 
Railways— Rates  for  Merchandise,  131 

Sandhurst,  Lord 
Metropolis-— Public  Buildings,  1353 

Sandys,  Oolonel T. 'NL.fLaneashirefS.  W., 

Booth 
Army— Ordnance  Store  Department— Cannon 
Cartridge  Bags,  1500 

Sanitary  Registration  of  Buildings  Bill 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  F$h  33, 135        [BiU  70] 

Saxtndbbson,  Oolonel  E.  T.,  Armagh,' ^N^ 
Irelnnd— Criminal  \jkw  and  Prooednro  Ad— 
Arrest  and   Imprisonment  of  Dr.  Tanner, 
1158 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  380,  389,  395,  401,  407 

Saving  Life  at  Sea  Act 
Question,  Mr.  Bartley  (tor  Mr.  Howard  Vin- 
cent) :  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  Mar  1 ,  695 

Savings  hanke  (1888) 
Return  Ordered  in  continuation  of  Parlianon- 
tary  Paper  No.  301  (ifr.  Masiure)  Mar  1, 
893 

Sohool  Board  Elections  (Scotland)  Bill 

0.  Ordorwl ;  read  !•  •  ^«5  33, 131        [BUI  43] 


School  Board  for  London  Elections 

«.  Ordered  ;  read  1*«  /V5  35,  367      [BUi  107] 

School  Board  for  London  (Pensions)  Bill 


JLOrdorwl:i«adl**#V5  3S,139       [BU193]       #.  Ortood ;  road  1«  •  F#5  33, 133        [fittl  54} 
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Smith,  Right  Hod.  W.  H.  — «m<. 

Sapplf^Amj  E«tinutt«t,  1404,  1645 

Civil  SorriM  Aod  EU?eDae  SappleniMiUry 

Kttimattt  -  Clan  S,  1548 
Committoo,  1819 
SoppleoMDUiT  EttimatM,  1888, 1887 
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Smith,  Mr.  S.,  FUnUhire 

ETeniiif  CoDtinoaiioQ  Sobooli,  1887 

jBdia— Consamptioo  of  Liquor —Opiaoi  Dom, 

888 
ParliamoDt — Qoooo't  Spoeoh,  AddroM  Id  An- 

•wor  to,  70,  78 

Smoke  Vuisance  Abatement  (Metropoli8) 
BiU 

i.  Road  !••  Mm-  4,  817  (No.  18) 

Soldiers  and  Sailors  Disabilities  Bemoval 
Bill 

4.  Ordorod ;  road  !••  JV6  92,  12f  [Bill  94] 

JSOLIOITOB     OXNXRAL     («##    GlAUO,    Siv 
KG.) 

SOLIOITOB     QXNZRAL     for    IbXLAITD     («## 

Madden,  Mr.  D.  H.) 

Solicitors'  Annual  Certiflcate  Dnty  Se- 
pMlBill 

f.  Ordorod :  road  1**  Ftb  98,  888         [Bill  199] 

Solicitors  (Ireland)  Bill 

o.  Ordorod  ;  road  1*  •  ^o3  99, 188       [BUI  09] 

JSauthern  Facific,  lilandi  of  the — 8amom 
QoostioD,  Mr.  Howard  Vinoent ;  Answor, 
Ttio  Uodor  SeoreUrj  of  Stato  for  tho 
Colonitt  Mar  4, 847  ;  Quettion.  Mr.  William 
M* Arthur;  Aniwer,  The  Under  Scorotary 
of  Stato  for  Foreign  Aflkira  Mar  1,  1199  ; 
Question,  Mr.  William  M* Arthur  ;  Aniwor, 
The  Under  Sooretarj  of  Sute  for  Foreign 
Aflkirt  Mar  11,  1400  ;  Qoettiont,  Dr. 
Cameron,  Mr.  W.  A.  M* Arthur  ;  Answon, 
The  Under  Seorotarj  of  Sute  for  Foreign 
Afbiire  Mar  19,  1498 ;  ^  Reported  Naval 
Action,  Quoition,  Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  An- 
iwor, The  Under  SeoreUrj  oi  State  for 
Foroifo  Affiurs,  Mar  11, 1884 


SPBAua,  Tho— 0OIII, 

8applom«*ntai7     Qoootiooi     Mar    8«     1982  ; 

Mar  11, 1898,  1408  :  Mmr  14,  1881 
i^aootioai  not  oo  Paper  Hot  19,  1887 
AdmieoiUUtj  of  Qoostioa  Mmr  14,  1884 


PRiriLBQS 
Straogort  in  the  Lobhy  Feb  98,  989  ;  Feb  28, 


hVLSS  AND  ORDER  OF  DEBATE 
Anondmont  to  a  Motion  inadmiiiiMo   whioh 

ia  not  an  indopondont  propofitioa  i£ir  8, 

1998 
Clooaro  of  Dehato  —  Praotioo  aa  to  oopplo« 

Montary  Motions  Maur  8,  llOl 
Uobatoon  Addroos  in  Answor  to  tho  <^aoon's 

Spoooh  « Anondmonto  not  adniaaiblo  whioh 

aatioipato  tho  disoossion  on  Billo  appoiatod 

fora  lotoro  ttaso  Mar  4,  881,  884,  888,  880, 

889,888 
Prodootion  of  Dooanonti  qootod  in  Oobaio 

Feb  98,  474,  479,  480 
RolrroBoe  in  oonrso  of  dobato  to  matton  tub 

judiee  Feb  98,  884 

SUPPLY 

notioo  in  tho  Ordon  of  tbo  Day, 


Thb   (Bigbt  Hon.   AnTHTTm 

WxLLESLSY    Pul)i    Wonoick    emd 

Leamington 
COMMITTEES 
Procedure  to  secure  Reiorenoe  of  a  Bill  to  a 
Btanding  Committee,  notwithstanding  that 
at  date  of  Second  RcMuiiog  such  Committee 
was  not  appointed ;  the  hon.  Member  in 
ohargo  maj,  on  the  Motion  to  commit  tho 
Bill,  move  that  that  Order  be  discharged, 
and  the  Bill  referred  to  a  Soleot  Com- 
nittoo  Mar  8, 1889 

4iUESTI0N8 

Soporrision  of  (iuotiioni  i^v^?**^*^i  ^^  ^^ 
Order  Paper  ifar  1,  iUi 


1989 

VOTES  AND  PROCEEDINGS 
Errors  in  Mar  19,  1808 
Omissions  from  Mar  18, 1788 

MISCELLANEOUS. 

Feb  98,  807  ;  F#6  98,  880,  898.  897*  898. 
599,  884,  888,  874, ;  Mar  1,  750  ;  Jfcr  4, 
850.  Ifar  5,  990;  JTor  8,  1889,  1844; 
Mar  11,  1898,  1898  ;  Mar  14,  1888 

Special  Commiuian  —  see  ParUam$iii — 
Ifemberi  of  Parliament  {Ckargei  and 
AUegatione) 

Stakhops,  Earl 

Parliament — Lords — Standing  Ordoro— Report 
ol  Select  Committee,  1779, 1780 

Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  £.  (Seoretaiy 
of   State    for  War),   Lineolnehire, 
Horneaetle 
Army— Questions 

Artillorj  Ro-organiiation,  1184 
Aoxiliarj  Forces — ^Hononrable  ArttUory  Oom« 
pany,  834,  839 
MUitia,  Strength  oi.  958  ;  West  Konl»  1495 
Volunteers  at  Aldershot,  i500  ;    (H^   of 
London  Corps,  1387  ;  Brigadoo  aad  Iho 
Easter  ReTiew,579 
Commissariat,  Oflloers  of  the  Lato,  1887 
Contraots^Bajonot  Contract,  1140 
Cannon  (^rtridgo  Bags,  1500 
Surgical  Dressings,  585 
Cavalry  Swords,  955,  U48 
DefeotiTO  Swords,  118,  119 
Guns  and  Ordnance  Stores  for  tho  Nafj 

Service,  1898, 1898,  1899 
National  Rifle   Assnniitien     4nofmiiso8a« 
>k«Q.  for  Annual  Meetings,  1978 
^VR  >&a^vu^^»ba^«19 
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Sflftnwn.  Bight  Hon.  B.— con/. 

PklHMr  Gniif,  1184 
BflfiMiit*— The  Bifl*  Brifade,  1138 
teall  Arms— Major  Harston's  loTontioo, 
IISO 
Infauid  —  Cokmol    Saandenon   and    Home 
Bate,  580 
OteaiMl  Charoh,  Soldien  at,  11S4 
Ooniool  of  Soldtert  at  a  CathoUo  Chapel 

in  OlonmeU  860 
Bojal  Barraeks,  Dublin,  260,  S7ff,  673 
Ct.oaiM — GaernMjr^OoTernor  of,  575 
IMiaaieai— Queen's  Speeeh,  AddroM  in  An- 
www  to,  408,  470,  479,  473,  475,  470,  477, 
479 
Sipfly— Army  Eetimatee,  1403.  1406,  1435, 
148t,  1458,  144t,  1444,  1481,  1483,    1484. 

1519, 1680,  1540,  1640 

i 

BsAMun  OF  Aldxblby,  Lord 

ladia — Paotorj  Legislation,  S3l 
Laad  Transfer  Bill,  3R.  640 
ftarliaMept — Reform   of  the  House  of  Lords, 
558 

SteBiB  Bdlerg  Bill 

«.  <Merwl :  read  1*  •  Feb  20,  389   [BUI  120] 

Stetm  Boilerg  Xngnrance  Bill 

«.  Ontered ;  read  !<"  •  Feb  92,  133       [BiU  60] 

STBYiirBON,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Suffolk,  Eye 
Colonial  Constitutions,  381 
Farliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  443 
B«gar  Convention — Withdrawal  of  a  Colony, 
1040 

Btswabt,  Mr.  H.,  Ltneolnthirs,  Spalding 
Chnroh  of  England —  Removal  of  CofBns  from 

Familj  Vaulu,  lltmel  H«mpsted,  §58 
Evening  Continuation  Sohools,  1880 
Naval  Defenoe.  1211 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1230 

Stswabt,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kirkcudbright 
Parliament — Queen's  Speeoh,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  85 

Strafford,  Earl  of 

Poor  Law— Soleei  Committee  on   Poor  Law 
RoUef;8l7 

Strathrdxit  and  Oampbrll,  Lord 

Parliament  —  Lords — Standing  Orders  —  Re- 
port of  Select  Committee,  340,  1770 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shorediteh,  UoxUm 

^Parliament — Queen's  Sptech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  861,  861,  868,  803,  900,  1060 

fiTTJART-WoRTLXY,    Mr.  0.   B.    (Under 
Seoretary  of  State  for  the  Homo 
Department),  Sheffield,  HMm 
Churoh  of  England — Cburah   Property    and 

Revenue,  834 
Faotory  Inspeotors,  1001 

1  ^^WV^s 


Stuabt-Wobtlit,  Mr,  C,  B. — eonU 

Law  and  Police  —  Merthyr  Tydvil  Pollee— 
Capt.  Lionel  Lindsay,  1038  ; — Metropolitan 
Police  Courts— Female  Officers,  1030 

Navy — Contracts— Speech  of  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
703 

Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 
— Disappearance  of '  Mr.  rigott — Irish  Con- 
stables in  London,  488, 480 

Prisons— Dover  Convict  Prison,  1067 

Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1337, 1338, 
1330 

Stjdelet,  Lord 

Vancouver's  Island— Defence  of  the  Harbour 
of  Esqoimault,  1480 

Sugar  Bcuntiei  Bill 
Question,   Mr.   Picton  ;  Answers,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  6,  074 

Sugar  Bounties —  Official  Returns 
Question,   Sir  Lyon   Playfair ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
Mar  4,  827 

Sugar    Convention  —   Withdrawal  of  a 
Colony 
Question,  Mr.   Francis   Stevenson;    Answer, 
The    Under     SecreUry  of    Sute    for  the 
Colonies  Mar  14,  1640 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  fTestmeath,  S. 
Ireland  —  Irish     Education    Office  —  Fining 
Clerks,  1370 
Poor  Law — Dungarvan  Union,  376 
Post  Office — Telegraphs— Director  General  of, 
1376 

Sullivan,    Mr.  T.   D.,  Dublin,  College 
Green 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to, 780 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Huddersfield 

Civil  List  Pensions,  076 

Ireland— Arrest  of  Father  M'Fadden,  707 
Mr.  Moroney's  Uealth,  707 

Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commission 
—The  Attorney  General's  Statement  in 
0*DonnelU  Walter,  1160 

SuperannuatioiiB    (Officers    of   Couiity 
Counoils)  Bin 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  /"sft  22,  134        [BUI  00] 

SUPPLY 

Estimates  presented  during  the  present  Sesiioii 
ordered  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Supply  (Mr.  Jatkson)  Mar  0,  1102 

Civil  Servioes  (Sepptemeutary  Estimates,  188S- 
0) ;  oonsidered  in  Committee  Mar  7, 1212 
(Vote  1),  Salaries  end  Eipenssa  of  th« 
Officers  or  the  House  of  Lord8,1213 ;  (Voto^ 
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SuFPLT— wnl. 

SaUries  »nd  Espenaei  of  the  Oflloe  of  the 
Laod  Commituonert    for    EofUnd,  1820 ; 
(Vot«    3),    Sutionerj,   Printing,   ie^  and 
Grant  in  Aid  of  the  Publioatioii  of  Parlia- 
mentary Debates,  1326 ;  (Vote  4),  ChariUble 
Donations    and    Bequests    Office,    Ireland, 
1229;     (Vote  5),  Criminal     Proeecntions, 
Sheriffs'  Expenses,  Ac,  1230— Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Land  Registry,  1281 ; 
(Vote  6)  Polioe,  Cooatiesand  Boroughs,  Great 
Britain,   1237;   (Vote  7).  Reformatory  and 
Industrial  Schools,    Great  BriUin,    1238 ; 
(Vote  8),  Expenses  of  the   Law    Agvnt   in 
Scotland     for    Government    Departments, 
1239;  Progress  reported.    Debate  resumed 
Mar  12,  1648  (Progress  reported). 
Resolutions  reported  J/ar  8,  1330 

Army     Estimates,    1889-90,     considered      in 
^     Committee  Jlar  11,    140A :    (Vote   1),  for 
maintenance  of  Land  Forces,  1 405  ;  Progress 
lapsed  ;  resumed  Mar  12,  1511  ;    (Vote  2), 
Pay  and  Allowances,  agreed  to,  1547 

Resolutions  reported,  and  agreed  to  Jlar  15, 
1912.     Read  ifar  15,  1693 

NaTy  Supplementary  Estimates,  considered  in 
Committee  Mar  14.  ~(1)  Miscellaneons 
Services ;  (2)  Sea  and  Coast  Guard  services  ; 
(3)  Wages,  Ac— Coast  Guard  and  Royal 
Marines ;  (4)  Victualling  and  Clothing ; 
Agreed  to,  1703-1744. 

Resolutions  reported,  and  agreed  to  Mar  15, 
1913 

SUTHEBLAMD,  Mr.  A.,  Sutherland 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
iwer  to,  900 

SxmiERLAND,  Mr.  T.,  Oreenoch 

Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  187 

Sweating  System 
Select  Committee    appointed  and    nominated 

(Lords)  Ff6  22,252 
Additions  to  Committee  3far  1,  685 

Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire^  Lichfield 

Ireland—Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Donegal 
— The  Murder  of  District  Inspector  Martin, 

1987 
Law  and  Justice— Criminal  Appeals,  1396 
Navy— Ships— II. M.S.  •♦  Sulun,"  1402 
Supply— Supplementary  Estimates,  1233 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 
Evening  Continuation  Schools,  1874 
Post  Office— Letters  to  Zaniibar,  1790 


Tawnbb,  Dr.  C.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 

Ireland— Resident   Magistrates,   Captain    Se- 

grave,  1813,1814 
Kennington  Election,  1914 
Parliament—  Busine^B  ot  tbe  ^o\iW»  1616 
Supply— Navy   EsfimaVea,  TO^,\UV,  Vv^^, 
1738,  1741 


Technical    Education    (England    and 
Wales)  Bill 

0.  Ordered;  rwul  \*^  Feb  22,  129        [Bill  27] 
Temple,  Sir  B.,  Worcester,  Evesham 

Edncation  —  Evening    Ontinoation    Schools,. 

1855,  1858,  1905 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An* 

swer  to;  75,  78 

Textile  Fabric  {Siun^  and  Steaming) 
Motion  for  a  Select  Committee  Mar  13.  1613  ; 
debate  adjourned 

Theatres  (Connty  of  London)  Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»*  /V6  22.  127        [Bill  8] 
Theobald,  Mr.  J.,  £ssex,  Ramford 

Ireland— Disturbance  in  a  Catholic  Chapel  in 

Clonmel,  850,  1503,  1641,  1124 
Parliament — The  Member  for  Kochester,  1510 

Thomas,  Mr.  D.  A.,  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Law  and    Polioe— Merthyr   Tjdvil    Police- 
Captain  Lionel  Lindsay,  1638 

Toum  Holdings 
Select  Committee  re-appointed  Feb  22.  224 

Town  Polioe  Clauses  Act  (1847)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  22,  132        [Bill  65] 
Read  2'**  Mar  14,  1744 

Trafalgar  Square  (Regulation  of  Meet- 
ings) Bill 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Feb  22,  138        [Bill  95] 
Order  for  2°  read  and  discharged  ;  Bill  with- 
drawn  J/ar  1,816 

Treasuky— First  Lord(»w  Smith,  Right 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

Treasury — ^Financial   Secretary  to  {see 
Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.) 


Treasury — Patronage  Secretary  to  {see 
Akers-Douglas,  Mr.  A.) 

Trevelyan,  Bight    Hon.    Sir   G.   0.^ 
GlasgoWj  Bridgeton 
Ireland— Criminal   Law  and  Procedure   Act,. 
1887 — Imprisonment    ot    Mr.    Carew,  217 
219 
Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  312,  313,  315,  456,  467,  753 
Supply— Army  Estimates,   1404,  1435,   1436» 
1528 

Trial  by  Jnry  (Ireland)  BiU 

c.  Ordered ;  read  l"*  Mar  7,  1248     [BiU  150] 

^Tdbnnals  of  Commerce  Bill 

«.^t^«t«^\  \«*&. V  •  F9b  22, 129        [BUI  22] 
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%iiek  Amendment  Act  (1887)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

#.  Ordtred  ;  rmul  P*  Ftb  22,  137      [Bill  83] 

%iiek  Amendment  Act  (1887)  Amend, 
ment  (Vo.  2)  Bill 

e.  Ordend ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  25,  366       [Bill  99] 


Trntt  Companies  Bill 

<  Read  V  Feb  26,  25^ 


(No.  10) 


^?Hm<0«  Afu^  Executor  (Public),    Appoint- 
ment of 
Qoettioii,  Mr.  Bartlej  ;  Answer,   The  Chan  - 
eellor  of  the  Eiohequer  Mar  I,  696 

Tnut  Funds  Investment  Bill 

€.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Feb  22,  127         [Bill  6] 

Ttjitb,  Mr.  J.,  WeetmeatK  N. 

Ireland — Prisons — Prison  Discipline,  578 

XJniyersity  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

c.  Orders! ;  TttAl'*^  Feb  25,  368      [Bill  113] 

Universities  (Scotland)  Bill 

^,  Ordered  •  Feb  28,  683 

Vancouver's    Island    —    Defence   of  the 
Harbour  of  Esquimault 
Question,  lA>rd  Sudelej  ;  Answer,  Lord  Elphin- 
stone  i/or  12,1489 

ViwoKNT,  Mr.  C.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 
Army — Auxiliary   Forces — Volunteers — Com- 
mand of  Brifrades,  1787 
Kailwaj  Rates,  380 
Samoa,  847 

Wales 

Local  Oovernmenl  Act  —  JPelsh  Vertion  — 
County  Council  Proeefdings  in  Welsh, 
Questions,  Mr.  Thomas  £lli«,  Mr.  Caldwell  ; 
Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  i, 
964;  Questions,  Mr.  Thomas  Ellis,  Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  Mar  4,  1400 

Ijaw  Courts—  Proeeedinge  in  Welsh,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Osborne  Momn ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  Mar  7. 1 155 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  :  Answer.  The  Attor- 
ney General  Mar  11, 1391 

War  DsPABTicBUT — Secretary  of  State 
{see  Stanhope,  Bight  Hon.  E.) 

War  Department — Under  Secretary  of 
State  (jee  Harris,  Lord) 

War  D.ipartment — Financial  Secretary 
{see  Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.) 


War  -Department  {see  Army) 
Waring,  Colonel  T.,  Down,  N. 

Ireland^ Piers  (Ballyootton),  1627 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow,  Camlachie 
Naval  Defence,  1385 
Railway  Rates,  1385 

Webster,  Sir  R.  E.    (Attorney  Gene- 
ral), Isle  of  JTight 
Agricultural    Holdings    Act — The    Lambeote 

Tenant  Right  Case,  1153 
Bahama    Islands — Sentence   of   Flogging  for 
Contempt  of  Court— The  Chief  Justice,  181 1 
Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Courts— Public  Proceedings  in  Welsh,  1155 

1394 
High  Court  of  Justice  (Chancery  Di?ision) 
—  Library    of   the     French    Protestant 
Church,  1662 
Oaths  Act   (1888) —Affirmation  by  Jury- 
men, 265 
Local  Government  ( England  and  Wales)  Act— 
Welsh  Version — Welsh  Language  at  WoUh 
County  Councils,  964 
Official  Secrets  Bill,  269 
Parliament — Members  of  Parliament  (Charges 
and  Allegations) — The  Special  Commis- 
sion, 697,715,  1156 
Queen's  Speech,  Address  in     Answer  to, 
1042,  1047 
Supply — Supplementary  Estimates,  1233 

Webster,  Mr.  E.  G.,  St,  Pancras,  E. 

India — Cashmere — Lachnandus.  1633 
Poor  Law — Boards  of  Guardians — St.  Pancras, 
1871 


Weekly  Wages  Bill 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  Pel 


Feb  22,  135        [Bill  66] 

Weights  and  Measures  BUI 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !»•  Feb  28,  603      [Bill  ]36J 

Whitley,  Mr.  E.,  Liverpool,  Everton 
Army — Commissariat    (Officers  of  the    late, 
1367 

Whitmore,  Mr.  C.  A.,  Chelsea 

Milibank  Penitentiary  (Site  of),  264 
Parliament— Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  874 

Wilson,  Mr.  C.  H..  Hull,  W. 

Parliament — Queen's  Speech,  Address  in  An- 
swer to,  81 

Wilson,  Mr.  H.  J.,   York,  W.R.,  Bohn- 

firth 
Factory  Accidents— Factory  InspectAP-  ^a/s 
IreUod— Royal  Irish  Constabulary — 1 

tion  of  Constables,  373 
Parliament — Queen's  >peech,  Addi 

swer  to,  667 


